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Jesus did not shed his Blood for “all”
https://groups.yahoo.com/neo/groups/KonkaniCatholics/conversations/topics/25319
Fr. Conrad Saldanha, Mumbai, July 30, 2011, posted by Unita Chandarana
The new and third edition of the English Roman Missal being used for the liturgical practices will soon be released. November, 27th 2011, the first Sunday in Advent is the day fixed for introducing the new Missal. Instructions and catechesis has already started in many dioceses and parishes in India where this Missal is being introduced. After the English, there could be other Indian language translations which may follow. As informed by liturgists the Telugu translation is already way ahead in this great task.

The New Missal is credited with faithfulness to the original Latin Missal and also to the Holy Scriptures. It seeks to make participation in the Liturgy much more meaningful and prayerful. The earlier translations were simplified for better and easier participation. The emphasis was on participation rather than celebrating the mystery and thus entering into it. Whereas in the earlier version, there seems to have been participation and at the same time, moving out of the mystery, because everything remained a mystery.

So the new order of the mass has re-introduced certain concept such as “through my fault, through my fault, through my most grievous fault,” “Lord, I am not worthy that you should come under my roof; but only say the word, and I shall be healed,” and “for many”.
One such mystery that I want to reflect on and dwell upon with you, is the mystery of the Last Supper and the words Jesus used for consecration. The four versions which we have, three from the Gospels and one from St. Paul’s letter to the Corinthians tell us about the words of consecration which Jesus spoke as he blessed the bread and wine which now becomes His Body and Blood. The New Missal has brought in the change which is in keeping with the original Latin and the Holy Gospels. The Old Missal used the words as follows: It will be shed for you and “for all”, while the New Missal uses the term: It will be shed for you and “for many”.
For our reference, mentioned below are the three Gospels and the Pauline text concerning the last supper:

Matthew: Now as they were eating, Jesus took bread, and blessed, and broke it, and gave it to the disciples and said, "Take, eat; this is my body." And he took a cup, and when he had given thanks he gave it to them, saying, "Drink of it, all of you; for this is my blood of the covenant, which is poured out for many for the forgiveness of sins." (26:26-28)

Mark: And as they were eating, he took bread, and blessed, and broke it, and gave it to them, and said, "Take; this is my body." And he took a cup, and when he had given thanks he gave it to them, and they all drank of it. And he said to them, "This is my blood of the covenant, which is poured out for many." (14:22-24)

Luke: And he took bread, and when he had given thanks he broke it and gave it to them, saying, "This is my body which is given for you. Do this in remembrance of me." And likewise the cup after supper, saying, "This cup which is poured out for you is the new covenant in my blood." (22:19-20)

St. Paul: For I received from the Lord what I also delivered to you, that the Lord Jesus on the night when he was betrayed took bread, and when he had given thanks, he broke it, and said, "This is my body which is for you. Do this in remembrance of me." In the same way also the cup, after supper, saying, "This cup is the new covenant in my blood. Do this, as often as you drink it, in remembrance of me." For as often as you eat this bread and drink the cup, you proclaim the Lord's death until he comes. (1 Corinthians 11:23-26)

From the reading of the above passages of Scripture, it is evident that none of the words of Jesus are in perfect harmony with the Eucharistic prayer which is used but rather in essence they are a collage and communicate the mind of Jesus. Though the new Eucharistic prayer of consecration which uses the term “for many” does it all the more.

According to me, the current Eucharistic prayer would not make the Eucharistic presence in any way less and could have been validly used. But the mystery is always lost when we are not faithful to the words of Christ in all precision.
“Christ Jesus, died for all and to save all” is a true and valid argument, but to conclude on the basis of this Gospel truth that all will be saved is being false to the teachings of Christ, the gospels and the whole tradition passed on by the Holy Apostles to us.

Whereas, unlike his salvation, Christ Jesus shed his blood for the many who would welcome his salvation. Those who welcome his salvation through faith, are then cleansed by the precious blood of the lamb, who came to take away the sin of the world. Hence the Blood was not shed for all but for his own; for those who accepted his salvation. Even if one claims that he shed his blood for all, the privilege to access, which is not purely dependent, on the individual who is receiving it, belongs to his chosen one. It is like the king who in his generosity and love for his subjects, keeps his door open for all, but the privilege to access his wealth is given to only a few of his chosen ones.

Though some may argue that the Lukan and Pauline texts do not contain “the many”, it does not contain “for all” either. In fact the term “you” is prominent in these two texts and it more closely qualifies “the many” rather than the “for all”.

The interesting gap which we see in the Gospel of John seems to cover-up this vacuum in other ways. Even though John’s Gospel does not have the formulae of the prayer of consecration it nevertheless communicates an important fact of divine discrimination in the Passover/Eucharistic narrative; “Now before the feast of the Passover, when Jesus knew that his hour had come to depart out of this world to the Father, having loved his own who were in the world, he loved them to the end.”(John 13:1). Similarly, he commands them that they are to do the same not with everyone but with one another; “If I then, your Lord and Teacher, have washed your feet, you also ought to wash one another's feet.”(John 13:14). It is the same “many” he prays for in his Eucharistic Discourse in John’s Gospel; "I do not pray for these only, but also for those (“those” cannot mean all, but can mean either few or many; the latter holds good for many reasons) who believe in me through their word.” (John 17:20)
This fact of our special privilege was well understood by even his Apostles who proclaimed this at every opportunity; “chosen and destined by God the Father and sanctified by the Spirit for obedience to Jesus Christ and for sprinkling with his blood.” (1 Peter 1:2) “To him who loves us and has freed us from our sins by his blood.” Revelation 1:5

One way to don on Christ’s mandate of reaching out is through the Blood of the New Covenant, in which they were commanded to do so often in remembrance of him. In the Old Testament, the priest did the work of cleansing and reaching out, though only external, through the sprinkling of the blood of the lamb slain and without blemish. In the O.T. we also see that only those Jews who participated became sharers of the covenant. He who eats my flesh and drinks my blood abides in me, and I in him. In the new covenant the Church carries on this mission of Christ through the Holy Word and Sacraments, which includes the dispensing of the Body and blood of Christ which alone is able to save us and lead us to eternity, “the words that I have spoken to you are spirit and life.” (John 6:63). The mystery is that his blood is still being dispensed to those who are baptized and are sharers. This is not a once and for all affair. The eternal Jesus has poured it all for us, though once and for all yet it continues in a special way in the Sacramental ministry of the church. As we struggle through life, with death at work in us, we need the constant infusion of God’s life offered in us through the eternal blood of Jesus. “So Jesus said to them, "Truly, truly, I say to you, unless you eat the flesh of the Son of man and drink his blood, you have no life in you; he who eats my flesh and drinks my blood has eternal life, and I will raise him up at the last day.” (John 6:53-54) “As the living Father sent me, and I live because of the Father, so he who eats me will live because of me.” (John 6:56-57)
How then can we ensure that we are among those privileged many? It is primarily through faith in Jesus we are received and accepted by God (“whom God put forward as an expiation by his blood, to be received by faith.” (Romans 3:25). Through baptism we are made his adopted children. We are also cleansed and redeemed by the actions of Baptism of all that is dead in us, through the waters of Baptism and with the precious blood of Jesus. (1 John 5:6, 8; John 19:34). Thus we also become privileged participants and sharers in the body and blood of Christ, the heavenly manna that is able to give us eternal life. This also enables and empowers us to do much in his name; “and they have conquered him by the blood of the Lamb and by the word of their testimony, for they loved not their lives even unto death.” Revelation 12:11

A few Scripture texts which have relevance in the light of the above article and not mentioned in the same and could be of value for further reflection:

Indeed, under the law almost everything is purified with blood, and without the shedding of blood there is no forgiveness of sins. Hebrews 9:22

Since, therefore, we are now justified by his blood. Romans 5:9

In him we have redemption through his blood, the forgiveness of our trespasses. Ephesians 1:7

…And through him to reconcile to himself all things, whether on earth or in heaven, making peace by the blood of his cross. Colossians 1:20

So Jesus also suffered outside the gate in order to sanctify the people through his own blood. Hebrews 13:12

You know that you were ransomed from the futile ways inherited from your fathers, not with perishable things such as silver or gold, but with the precious blood of Christ, like that of a lamb without blemish or spot. 1 Peter 1:18-19

…But if we walk in the light, as he is in the light, we have fellowship with one another, and the blood of Jesus his Son cleanses us from all sin. 1 John 1:7

Response from Austine Crasta, owner-moderator of Konkani Catholics:
Dear Unita and all,

I'm afraid the article above puts us on somewhat slippery ground with regard to the truths of our faith. There are some important theological ambiguities which I would like to clear up.

Therefore please read this email very carefully
First of all, the translation "for many" which will replace the current translation "for all" in the new / revised translation (not "new order of the mass") of English Missal, is PRIMARILY because it is a more faithful translation of the expression found in the gospels and various long standing liturgical traditions, including that of the Roman Rite which has always maintained it as "pro multis" ("for many") in Latin and not "pro omnibus" ("for all"). Of course, it laudably also leaves open the possibility of human co-operation in the work of salvation (explained further below in this email). The Prefect of the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments already clarified this in a letter dated 17 October 2006, addressed to Presidents of all Conferences of Bishops.

Now coming to the more important concern:

While "for many" is an accurate translation, the meaning of "for all" is not excluded. To explain this better, I'm going to introduce here two theological terms, "objective redemption" and "subjective redemption".

OBJECTIVE REDEMPTION

"Objective redemption" refers to the redemption worked by Christ which is absolutely universal. It is universal not only because Christ made redemption POSSIBLE to all, but also because he OFFERS to all human beings (not just a few chosen/privileged ones), the means necessary to attain salvation.

SUBJECTIVE REDEMPTION

It follows that NO ONE IS CONDEMNED WITHOUT AN OPPORTUNITY OF BEING SAVED although the manner in which they are granted this opportunity differs from person to person. This means that, although every human being without exception has been redeemed by Christ, each individual can reject the salvation offered. In order to be saved, a person must make his own, the effect of Christ's redemption. This is what is meant by "subjective redemption".

That's why Scripture also says that Christ "died for ALL" (2 Corinthians 5:15, RSV-CE), that Christ's "act of righteousness leads to acquittal and life for ALL MEN" (Romans 5:18, RSV-CE), that Christ is the grace of God which "has appeared for the salvation of ALL MEN" (Titus 2:11, RSV-CE), and that Christ is "the expiation for our sins, and NOT FOR OURS ONLY but also for the sins of the WHOLE WORLD" (1 John 2:2, RSV-CE).

It is not without reason therefore that the Catholic Church holds it as a dogma of faith that Christ died on the Cross for all men and women. The Catechism of the Catholic Church asserts:

"The Church, following the apostles, teaches that CHRIST DIED FOR ALL MEN WITHOUT EXCEPTION: 'There is not, never has been, and never will be a single human being for whom Christ did not suffer.'" (CCC 605)

In his Encyclical, 'Redemptor hominis', no. 14, Blessed John Paul II explains:

"... EVERY MAN WITHOUT ANY EXCEPTION WHATEVER - has been redeemed by Christ, and because with man - WITH EACH MAN WITHOUT ANY EXCEPTION WHATEVER - Christ is in a way united, even when man is unaware of it"

This then is the Church's firm and constant teaching concerning the work of Christ's redemption for all men, which as we saw above, is the "objective redemption". It does not at all follow that all men will therefore be saved although this is what God wishes (cf. 1 Timothy 2:4). This too, we have seen, is - NOTE CAREFULLY - not because they have not been 'chosen'/'privileged' but only because the individual has rejected the grace of redemption.

This is why in 1653, Pope Innocent X condemned as a heresy, the Jansenist thesis which said that Jesus died only for those who are in fact saved. (Constitution, 'Cum occasione', 31 May 1653)

Therefore despite the good intentions of the author which I have no reason to doubt, statements like "Jesus Did Not Shed His Blood for All" (author's title), "Christ Jesus shed his blood for the many who would welcome his salvation" and "Hence the Blood was not shed for all but for his own; for those who accepted his salvation" must be considered only as the author's personal opinions and NOT CATHOLIC TEACHING WHICH THEY SERIOUSLY MISREPRESENT.

Austine Crasta, Moderator, KonkaniCatholics.com

Reproduced from Konkani Catholics Digest No. 25348

Dear Brother Austine /Bernhard, Fr. Praveen, and all my Brothers and Sisters,
This letter is in reference to your letter and the letter of other knowledgeable companions of yours. I am glad to see your zeal for the faith and at the same time criticism of Fr. Conrad Saldanha' article which is posted by me, on my own initiative. He has written it in a most simple and readable style, in other words: in layman's terms. Not that he cannot quote from Latin and Greek in order to show his prowess and the internet provides for it, but he has restrained himself for the sake of the simple.
The aim of the article is simple catechesis and the title used is rather provocative, in keeping with Fr. Conrad Saldanha' style of writing.
But in no way is he wrong in what he has written, only some who think they have reached a level of understanding and also think they can understand an article, by only reading the title, they are the ones who stumble. 
The article maintains the orthodoxy and is pro-Catholic because Fr. Conrad is pro-catholic and has been an instrument of faithfulness in the Catholic faith and its doctrines, for which he has been facing persecution even to this day.
You claim that "there are some important theological ambiguities".


(Plural, meaning many), and yet you go on to debate just one point; viz. "about Christ dying for all" and which was never the focus of discussion in Fr. Conrad's article. I don't think he disputes about this point.
The aim of Fr. Conrad's article was not to discuss Christ's universal salvation. Yet he does make a reference to this universal salvation of Christ and the subjective salvation it offers for those who believe. He has no doubts whatsoever, nor does a careful reading of the article leaves one with any doubts considering the universality of Christ's salvation and the subjective human response to it (unless you wanted an opportunity to dish out you fare!!!). This very reason I said that the doubt will come in only when one has read the title and has arrived at a conclusion without reading the article itself.
The aim of his article is in fact to bring out the truth of the Catholic faith on the shedding of Christ's blood. You have interchanged the two elements and have looked at things narrowly. The blood that Jesus shed humanly one may look at it as "for all" but the mind of Christ and the Apostle is very clear:
"FOR MANY" and not for all as you mention.
Again let me reaffirm: "he died for all'. (2 Cor. 5:15) But unlike you, Fr. Conrad is not confused, he knows that unlike the Protestant view, which you seem to communicate in the name of Catholicism and which believes that our salvation is accomplished immediately through faith, he has put forward a lucid explanation.
In his article it is clear:
1) Salvation is a process, unlike the protestant viewpoint.
2) That this universal salvation is subjectively received through faith by individuals.
3) And the beneficiaries of this salvation then receives the redemption accomplished by the shedding of his blood. (Don't teach us that the church is changing this formula merely because it wants to be faithful to the original Latin, which is pro-multis, it is a rather naive argument to make). The Church has changed it because it also wants to be faithful to the mind of Christ (meanings latter on, faithfulness first). It is not that a person is first redeemed by the shedding of Jesus' blood and then arrives at the faith, but by faith we receive the redemption. "In him we have redemption through his blood, the forgiveness of our trespasses." (Ephesians 1:7)
Therefore Faith first and then the redemption.
Nowhere in scripture or in the teaching of the Church do we learn that the world has been redeemed first and then receive the salvation of God.
For the record, the following extract is taken from Fr. Conrad Saldanha' article on his blog site http://www.frconradsaldanha.blogspot.com/. The article has to be read prayerfully and in the light of his recommendation too. He makes a clear delineation between Christ’s death and the shedding of his blood:
"Christ Jesus, died for all and to save all" is a true and valid argument; but to conclude on the basis of this Gospel truth
that all will be saved is being false to the teachings of Christ, the gospels and the whole tradition passed on by the Holy Apostles to us.
Whereas, unlike his salvation, Christ Jesus shed his blood for the many who would welcome his salvation. Those who welcome his salvation through faith, are then cleansed by the precious blood of the lamb, who came to take away the sin of
the world. Hence the Blood was not shed for all but for his own; for those who accepted his salvation. Even if one claims that he shed his blood for all, the privilege to access, which is not purely dependent, on the individual who is receiving it, belongs to his chosen one. It is like the king who in his generosity and love for his subjects, keeps his door open for all, but the privilege to access his wealth is given to only a few of his chosen ones. "
(Jesus did not shed his blood for all).
Explain why Christ used the term 'for many' and not 'for all' then you will represent the Catholic thought well.
Anawim of Christ,
Unita Chandarana

Dear Unita,

First of all, I'm happy to have your reply on Fr Conrad's email but would like to express strong reservations about its tone and contents.

At the outset, I must note to you, that I do not know Fr. Conrad or his history of "persecution". I've only heard his name from his articles which you have been posting here and which I have been reading with appreciation even if sometimes his opinions should differ from my own.

The reply to the last article posted should not be construed as a blanket criticism of all his writings, much less of his person. In fact, I have been extra careful in my reply, not to write anything which would be seen as a personal attack on him.

For this reason I have even avoided mentioning his name so that the focus is only on the problematic parts of his article. Going a step further, in the last paragraph, I even personally acknowledged the good intentions of the author despite the problematic stance expressed in his article.

On the contrary, a whole list of charges made in a very polemic tone, are sprinkled throughout your reply. None of them hold any water because they all serve to make attack on a personal level rather than address the Church's teachings cited in my mail.

SECONDLY, I have never advocated 'for all' in place of 'for many' in the new Mass Translation. In fact I fully support the forthcoming change. Nor have I said or even implied anywhere that the interpretative meaning (not translation!) "for all" means the salvation of all people. I have expressly denied this in my previous reply.

THIRDLY, I'm not so theologically illiterate that I cannot understand the layers of meanings of a theological article whether written in popular 'lay style' or for standard theological journals.
You said: "The blood that Jesus shed humanly one may look at it as 'for all' but the mind of Christ and the Apostle is very clear: 'FOR MANY' and not for all as you mention."

Just where did you find this "mind of Christ and the Apostle"? All that I have said was backed up with the teaching of the Church but there is not a single reference in your email to demonstrate the orthodoxy of the meaning you give to Christ's words. Instead you left me with a provocation: "Explain why Christ used the term 'for many' and not 'for all' then you will represent the Catholic thought well."

Do you really know the "Catholic thought" on "for many" that you accuse me of communicating a "protestant view... in the name of Catholicism"? Here is the "Catholic thought" for you, straight out of the Catechism of the Catholic Church:

"[Jesus] affirms that he came 'to give his life as a ransom FOR MANY'; this last term [i.e., referring to 'for many' – Mod.] IS NOT RESTRICTIVE, but contrasts THE WHOLE OF HUMANITY with the unique person of the redeemer who hands himself over to save us." (CCC 605)

That - and not what you say - is the meaning which the Church gives to the term "for many".

I appreciate your zeal to be pro-Catholic but take care that you don't go overboard. The Catechism of the Catholic Church (CCC), which John Paul II declared to be the "sure norm for teaching the faith," (Apostolic Constitution, "Fidei Depositum") will be your faithful guide.

Austine Crasta, Moderator, KonkaniCatholics.com
Dear Austine,
I have passed on both your assertions to Fr. Conrad Saldanha and he has requested me not to get into further debate on this subject as it does not promote the work of Christ. He says and from the feedback he has had, many theologians and experts have appreciated his article as being clear and insightful and has been misunderstood in its content. 

Therefore, if need be I would request you to prayerfully go through the article and then, if you need to, I can arrange a meeting with him or you could discuss the same with him and he would be most willing to do this for the sake of the Gospel of whose servant he has chosen to be. God bless you. 

Unita

From: Conrad Saldanha To: prabhu Michael Sent: Friday, August 05, 2011 1:46 AM Subject: Austine's reply

Dear Michael, 
You know Unita has been posting my article on the KC site, but the last article she posted received this severe criticism from Austine. I still feel he has missed the point I am trying to make, all because of a narrow Catholic zeal mixed with pride and ego...which seem no different than the Protestant's zeal.
The first Letter is Austine's letter in reaction to my article which is captioned: Jesus did not shed his blood for all! http://www.frconradsaldanha.blogspot.com/ followed by Unita’s letter and then by his.
I do not know this guy much as you may know him...but thought it would be good that you are aware of standings. 

Fr.  Conrad
From: prabhu To: Conrad Saldanha Sent: Saturday, August 06, 2011 7:12 PM Subject: Re: Austine's reply
Dear Father Conrad,
I unsubscribed from KC a couple of years ago, and a year ago Austine found out one of my several yahoo aliases and had me banned not only in KC but also from a US list where Errol had introduced me in 2003. I don't know what story he gave them because I was accused falsely of being anti-Catholic!! Austine is VERY dangerous. He likes the tone of letters to him to be bowing and scraping. Anyone with a backbone gets eliminated and several members including two moderators have left him. He did a theology course at St. Joseph's Seminary, Jeppu, Mangalore, and now thinks he knows it all. The way that he even responds to posts is outright condescending and leaves a bad taste in one's mouth. Nothing will come out of a discussion with him. By now it is possible that he might have made enquiries with (other priests) about you.
About the subject of the discussion, I had prepared a compilation of excellent information and they are at my web site:
PRO MULTIS-JESUS’ BLOOD SHED FOR ALL OR FOR MANY

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/PRO_MULTIS-JESUS_BLOOD_SHED_FOR_ALL_OR_FOR_MANY.doc 

IS THERE NO SALVATION OUTSIDE THE CATHOLIC CHURCH 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IS_THERE_NO_SALVATION_OUTSIDE_THE_CATHOLIC_CHURCH.doc
It might be useful for you to read it, Father. Love, Michael
From: Conrad Saldanha To: prabhu Sent: Sunday, August 07, 2011 1:50 PM Subject: Re: Austine's reply

Dear Mike,

Thanks, your mail was a confirmation of what I thought about this guy from his reply. I told Unita too that things have gone to his head. The least he could have done was discuss with me if he disagreed on any point. But an outright judgement and then after having confronted him he further justifies not having got the point of my argument. That's sad...

I also randomly read your article on the issue of Pro Multis. It looks like a new insight, where the emphasis is on grace and good works. I have a slightly different take on the subject... But it a good topic to discuss the relationship between faith, grace and works, and their need in the whole economy of our salvation. I surely will go thru it again so as to put down my insights on it. Thanks once again,

Fr.  Conrad
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