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' theologiéns, in particular, ﬁeonardo Boff to advance\?

are deprived of the, necessafyﬁﬁeahs of sub51stence ‘ﬂ
l \

food clothing, shelter, baslc health care, elementary il

) N

I

educatlon and work . They are ythe ‘soclo—economlcally
. 0 “ ‘\ e {
poor who are dlscrlmlnated agalnst by reascn of their

race, culture, or sect The poorest of the poor are }

\W ‘

often to be found among guch groups for they 1ncurr the o

| gl
whole gamut of oppre361ons and dlscrimlnatlons (Boff &

Boff). © "For thls reason alone,‘ the poor | merit

T “4

rreferential attention, whatever may be the monal or

rersonal 51tuatlon in Whlch ‘thqy find themSﬁlvea"?

(Puebla, 1979,isecL 1142). A G
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Thls option moves many theologians to redisaover |

|
and re-lnterpret our belng Church} ‘It is this thi
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also which gives 1nsp1rat10n to . many liberatlo
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the cause of the people at ythe base“ of soclety.,
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especially in the Thlrd World‘ Jn‘ thé Philippines‘i

which is a Third World country, Thé Second Plenary‘ |

Council of the Phlllpplnes whleh was concluded‘ two‘@'

|

years a o, also made such an optlon in trylng to updata“

and madte ‘a vi$ion for the church in our oountry tha
:

responds to the aigns of the times .ﬁ It is withw‘this‘\

option -also that the author of this - study (ta be‘;
referred to as the author from hereon) undertook this,y

atudy of “re—lnventlng the lacal church based on: the_‘
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ecclesxology and the aecond part tackles differentla'
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dccuments and writings!which descrlbe what a‘i"if
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church" is. “3‘ o
Toward a New Ecclesiology LA
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Wostyn (1990) emphasized that theolagizing "ca?
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gg the experiences of the Our Lady of Candelarla pariah }n‘ k
%‘ Sllang, Cav1?e.‘gi ‘3? B E ;é ;f' { WT ’  ; (
’ é This stﬁdy is one way o%‘making tﬁe visiok of 'gdﬁ ? )
i;ﬁ 11 realized becauae here is glconcrete manif;stétian;” }-.,‘!
i % and a structure of what a local ohurch is and itW'would a ‘i
be " a great deal of help for parishes who ‘are’ btill lOﬂ ‘ 'j
the process of structurang and restpucturzng tﬁeirgw% " ‘}
for they will have a mode} from which they can‘ pattern _ ﬁ; i
thelrs.' This study 1é a;éo one of the #epy fey _
systematic ,study on ‘eCCIBSlOlogoy ‘and liberation j
+ theology partlcularly on its proponents and th¢ author g
; hopes to opan doors to such sim1lar studies _jy ‘ _
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““ i‘ IS
never be 1nsu1ated from the vic1831tudes of’ life‘)i

Citing Gutlerrpz,}he added that theology is a conatant
;. M
circular movement of}reflection and commltment.J‘ Hls‘

?
asgertion is somewhat related to what the Boff, brothers

(1987) ;Sdld that: i‘...llberatlon theology f ﬂé ia}
prophetic and comradely commitment to the life;“?causetw

and struggle of millions of debased and marglnalized

i i | i I
[

human beings, a commltment to. ending this hlstorlcal
social iniquity”. It is "doxng theolgv (De Mesﬁ‘ and

Wostyn, 19823 leewise, in e001381ology, it ig not

Just to study ec01361ology but ‘ia is doing ; 
! . ' ‘ - :

ecclesiology” (Wostyn; 1990). : ‘ii

Liberation theologians, in  the areé;‘ Iof‘[

i . . ' \‘ !
H 1

. E E

ecclesiology,‘hava always been focusing on the m1551on
of the church until recently when they started to raise
upstloné regdrdlng the very nature of the church and’
how 1t should relate itself to ite members. Sagundo
(cf. McGovern, 1989) for 1nstance, starts to quéstion
the church’s mission to the world. \He believea that
the church should reaéh out not only to its member$ but
most especially to those people outalde of lltaelé q ‘
that it can truly be a "sign" of God s love to the

world. The church must proclaim the active presence of'

God’s salvific act through its life and word if it
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the council proceeded from the,notlon that the?chpr9hv ’ilﬂ }
{ is the People of God. Thls notlon 18 very impork%ng o f
| becavse it openned the door for‘a more 1nclu51¢e thﬁchl- | 1 ﬁ
and for ecumenical di&logues between churches.‘ s ]Mﬁi o |
| Taking 1nsfiiétion frcm Vatican g and | Qrdm’é _'  é
) growing | need toi;chapge and up-date 3.1;eu==,~1f,ut fhé‘ é ?
7 Philippine churcﬁ‘ headed by the (CBC?) ‘Cétholiqw ii |
Bishop~s Conference of the Phillpplnaa ponvpked tpe ;
Second Plenary Councll of the Phillpplnes (PCP II). ‘Iﬁ‘ f
the second part of the concillar document w@mgh ”ﬁ% % E
? composed of four parta,‘ the dalegatas aékégr #?? i ﬁ
question: “How to llve a8 Christiana in ourP %éaﬁ@ﬁ ;
31tuat10n 2 They brled to give flesh into themq?eéti'ﬁ ;: ﬂ
ha by stdrtlng wlth the person of Jesus Chrlst usiﬁg‘ the: )
New Testament 1n!“rete111ng hlB étory in Qr#ef Wté‘ f
arrive at a church reneyed. The council even foﬁwar&a? i
4 the basic concept‘thét;the Church is'a ‘“community oﬁ | ‘1
? ‘ disciples" Qr Discipleship in: community {PCP II%\no;H } ;
\;, 87-ff. ).‘ vThe éoun%il ?lso afflrma the role o% ?Ecliaa ﬁ ?
E ? an expreasion of reqeyél (?GP 11, Jq3137 140) as . Boﬁﬁ f - E
E \ dld in hls Ecclesingneeis however,i the latpé Még; i :
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