
Chinemerem Valentine Uwandu-Uzoma

The Fundamental Munus of the Ministerial Priesthood in  
John Paul II, Joseph Ratzinger and Walter Kasper

 



Dissertationen der LMU München

Band 103



The Fundamental Munus of the  
Ministerial Priesthood in John Paul II, 
Joseph Ratzinger and Walter Kasper
von
Chinemerem Valentine Uwandu-Uzoma



Mit Open Publishing LMU unterstützt die Universitätsbibliothek  
der Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität München alle Wissenschaftle- 
rinnen und Wissenschaftler der LMU dabei, ihre Forschungsergeb- 
nisse parallel gedruckt und digital zu veröffentlichen.

Text © Chinemerem Valentine Uwandu-Uzoma 2026 
Diese Arbeit ist veröffentlicht unter Creative Commons Licence BY 4.0.  
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). Abbildungen unter
liegen ggf. eigenen Lizenzen, die jeweils angegeben und gesondert 
zu berücksichtigen sind.

Erstveröffentlichung 2026
Zugleich Dissertation der LMU München 2026

Druck und Vertrieb im Auftrag der Autoren und Autorinnen:
Buchschmiede von Dataform Media GmbH, Julius-Raab-Straße 8
2203 Großebersdorf, Österreich

Kontaktadresse nach EU-Produktsicherheitsverordnung:
info@buchschmiede.at 

Bibliografische Information der Deutschen Nationalbibliothek 
Die Deutsche Nationalbibliothek verzeichnet diese Publikation 
in der Deutschen Nationalbibliografie; detaillierte bibliografische 
Daten sind im Internet abrufbar über http://dnb.d-nb.de 

Open-Access-Version dieser Publikation verfügbar unter: 
https://nbn-resolving.org/urn:nbn:de:bvb:19-368234
https://doi.org/10.5282/edoc.36823

ISBN  978-3-978-3-99192-622-1



Contents

Index of Abbreviations.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

Acknowledgement.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3

Introduction.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

Chapter 1: Status Quaestionis.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
1.0	 Preamble.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
1.1	 State of Research.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

1.1.1	 Single-Author Studies.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
1.1.2	 General Thematic Studies.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9
1.1.3	 Specific Thematic Studies.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

1.2	 The Difference of the Research.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

Chapter 2: The Notions of “Ministerial Priesthood” and “Munus”.. . . . 15
2.1	 Ministerial Priesthood.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15
2.2	 Munus.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19

2.2.1	 The Theological Triad: Christ-Church-Holy Orders.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19
2.2.2	 The Notional Triad: Munus-Officium-Ministerium.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

2.2.2.1	 Lexical Observations.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20
2.2.2.2	 First Observation on Vatican II’s Terminology.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22
2.2.2.3	 Ministerial Priesthood as Munus in the Language  

of the Canon Law.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22
2.2.2.4	 The Instruction Ecclesia de Mysterio on the Terminological 

Problem.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27
2.2.2.5	 Resurgence of the Problem at the German Synodal Path.. . . . . . . . . . 30
2.2.2.6	 Theological Import of the Triad.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32

2.3	 Διακονία as Service versus office?.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32
2.3.1	 Διακονία as Service and Office.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33

2.3.1.1	 Internal Non-Contradiction of Service-Office.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33
2.3.1.2	 Biblical Reality.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35
2.3.1.2.1	 Instance of Mt. 20:25–28 and Acts 1:15–26. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35
2.3.1.2.2	 Assimilation and Mutual Insemination of Meaning.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37
2.3.1.3	 Second Observation on Vatican II’s Terminology.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39



VI� Contents

2.4	 Munus and Διακονία in the Light of John Paul II.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40
2.4.1	 A Synoptic Usage of Munus.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40
2.4.2	 Διακονία as Office and Service.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41
2.4.3	 Sacramentality of the Ministerial Priesthood.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42
2.4.4	 The Unity of the Triplex (In Contrast to Separation:  

Thomas Ruster’s Model).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 43
2.5	 Munus and Διακονία in the Light of Joseph Ratzinger.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45

2.5.1	 Biblical Reality of Office.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45
2.5.2	 Abuse of the Term Διακονία.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47
2.5.3	 Entry of the Term “Office” into Catholic Theology.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48
2.5.4	 Sacramentality of the Office of the Priesthood.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48

2.6	 Munus and Διακονία in the Light of Walter Kasper.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49
2.6.1	 Entry of the Term “Office” into Catholic Theology.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49
2.6.2	 Priesthood as Service of Responsibility.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50

2.7	 The Content of the Triplex Munus. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51
2.7.1	 Munus Sanctificandi.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51
2.7.2	 Munus Docendi.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 54
2.7.3	 Munus Regendi.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56

2.8	 Chapter Summary.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61

Chapter 3: A Historical Sketch.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 63
3.1	 Prehistory.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 63
3.2	 Eve of Vatican II Council.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 65
3.3	 Vatican II Council and the Post-Conciliar Crisis.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66
3.4	 Chapter Summary.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 69

Chapter 4: John Paul II: Munus Sanctificandi.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71
4.0	 Preliminary Remarks.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71
4.1	 Man’s Vocation to an Attitude of Self-Commitment to God.. . . . . . . . . . . . . 72
4.2	 Co-Institution of the Eucharist and the Priesthood.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76
4.3	 The Eucharist as the Purpose and Consummation of  

the Call of the Twelve.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 79
4.4	 Pro-Existence for the Common Priesthood.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 80
4.5	 Pro-Existence for the Eucharistic Presence of Christ.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81
4.6	 The Eucharist: Instrument and Summit of Proclamation and 

Governance.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83



Contents� VII

4.7	 Establishment of Priestly Friendship at the Institution of  
the Eucharist.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 87

4.8	 Excursus 1: Primacy of Munus Docendi?.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 89
4.9	 Excursus 2: Hans Urs von Balthasar’s Interpretation of John Paul II.. . 91
4.10	 Chapter Summary.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95

Chapter 5: I. Joseph Ratzinger: Munus Docendi.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 97
5.0	 Preliminary Remarks.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 97
5.1	 Jesus Christ as a “Lay Man”.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 98
5.2	 Jesus Christ as “Messenger” and “Mediator” of God the Father.. . . . . . . . 99
5.3	 Non-Mediative Priesthood of the New Testament.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101
5.4	 Profanity of the Titles for Priests in the New Testament.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 104
5.5	 Jesus Christ the Word of God. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 105
5.6	 The Call of the Twelve.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 106
5.7	 The New Meaning of “Sacrifice” in the New Testament.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 108
5.8	 Christian Priesthood: Restauration of the Original Unity of  

Word and Sacrifice.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 109
5.9	 The Eucharist as Proclamation.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 109
5.10	 The Church Fathers’ Concept of Apostolic Succession.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 111
5.11	 Primacy of Cult and Sacrifice: A Result of the Devaluation of  

the Episcopacy.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 113
5.11.1	 The Early Church: The Bishop as Foundation of  

the Ecclesial Structure.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 113
5.11.2	 Medieval Shift of Emphasis to the Presbyter.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 114

5.11.2.1	 Augustine’s Ecclesiology.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 115
5.11.2.2	 Jerome’s Conflation of the Episcopal and Presbyteral 

Office.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 115
5.11.2.3	 The Term “Body of Christ” and Episcopal Authority.. . . . . . . . . . . . 117
5.11.2.4	 The Ordination Rite of the Council of Florence.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 119

5.11.3	 Martin Luther’s Augustinian Approach and Protest 
Theology.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 120

5.11.4	 The Council of Trent on Luther’s Theology and  
on Episcopacy .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 122

5.11.5	 Pius XII’s Reform of the Ordination Rite.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 123



VIII� Contents

5.11.6	 Vatican II: Episcopal Ecclesiology – Ministry of the Word.. . 124
5.11.6.1	 Lumen Gentium.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 124
5.11.6.2	 Presbyterorum Ordinis.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 125
5.11.6.3	 Poor Reception of Vatican II: New Devaluation of  

the Episcopacy.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 127

II. Joseph Ratzinger: Munus Sanctificandi.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 129
5.12	 Preliminary Remarks: Shift in Formulation and Content.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 129
5.13	 Inseparability of Cult (Sacrament) and Proclamation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 131
5.14	 “Sacrifice” in the New Testament�: Eucharistic Sacrifice and  

the Vocation to Self-Sacrifice.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 135
5.15	 Pro-Existence for the Eucharistic Presence of Christ.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 141
5.16	 Institution of the Ministerial Priesthood at the Last Supper. . . . . . . . . . 142

5.16.1	 Establishment of Priestly Friendship at the Institution  
of the Eucharist.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 143

5.16.2	 Institution of the Priesthood in Jesus’ High Priestly 
Prayer.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 144

5.16.3	 Co-Institution of the Eucharist and the Priesthood.. . . . . . . . . . . 146
5.17	 Eucharistic Prayer II. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 148
5.18	 Chapter Summary.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 152

Chapter 6: I. Walter Kasper: Munus Regendi.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 153
6.0	 Preliminary Remarks.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 153
6.1	 Profanity of the Titles for Priests in  

the New Testament.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 153
6.2	 Unity in the Church and in the World.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 154

6.2.1	 Unity in Martyria.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 156
6.2.2	 Unity in Leitourgia.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 157

6.2.2.1	 Excursus 3: Kasper on Communion with the Church  

in voto et vestigis.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 159
6.2.2.1.1	 “In voto”.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 159
6.2.2.1.2	 “Vestigia ecclesiae”.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 162
6.2.2.1.3	 Grades of Communion with the Church (in Analogy to  

the Sacraments).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 165
6.2.2.2	 Excursus 4: Kasper on Unitatis Redintegratio §22.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 167
6.2.2.2.1	 Shifting of Priorities: Doctrine of Justification and Ministry.. . . . 167



Contents� IX

6.2.2.2.2	 The Question of Apostolic Succession: Episcopal and 

Presbyterial.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 169
6.2.2.2.3	 The Meaning of “defectus ordinis” in Unitatis Redintegratio §22.. 175

6.2.3	 Unity of the World.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 176
6.3	 The Testimony of Church History.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 177
6.4	 The Difference of Christ’s Priesthood: Self-Sacrifice. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 178
6.5	 Humaneness and Attractiveness of  

the Priestly Vocation.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 180

II. Walter Kasper: Munus Sanctificandi .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 183
6.6	 Preliminary Remarks.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 183
6.7	 Pointer to Transcendence.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 184
6.8	 Eucharist: Sacrament of Unity.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 186
6.9	 Primacy of God’s Mystery.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 190
6.10	Repraesentatio Christi Capitis Ecclesiae.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 192
6.11	The Mandate of Re-Enactment.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 195
6.12	Transference of Notion and Content: From Sacrificium to 

Sacerdos.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 197
6.13	Eucharist: Christ in Fullness.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 198
6.14	Priestly Friendship and the Eucharist.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 199
6.15	Chapter Summary.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 200

Chapter 7: Criticisms in Theological Literature.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 201
7.1	 John Paul II.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 201

7.1.1	 Herbert Vorgrimler: Addressees of the Re-Enactment 
Mandate.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 201

7.1.2	 Karl Herbst: Priesthood without Sacraments.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 202
7.1.3	 Norbert Greinacher: Profane Salvation and Priesthood of 

Leadership.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 204
7.1.4	 Xaver Jannsen: Eucharist as Meal and the Priesthood of 

the Faithful.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 206
7.1.5	 Edward Kilmartin: Eucharist and the Ministerial  

Priesthood.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 207
7.1.5.1	 A Doctrinal Flaw of the Tridentine Council.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 207
7.1.5.2	 A Historical Maldevelopment in the Holy Thursday Celebration.. . 208
7.1.5.3	 Monocausality and Christomonism.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 210



X� Contents

7.1.6	 Herbert Haag: Last Supper without Priesthood.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 211
7.1.7	 Nilson Lea de Sá: Indeterminacy of the Institution of  

the Priesthood.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 213
7.1.7.1	 The Historical Problem.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 213
7.1.7.2	 Extended Interpretation: The Reception of the Holy Spirit.. . . . . . . 215

7.2	 Joseph Ratzinger.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 216
7.2.1	 Josef Pieper: Desacralization, Celibacy, Word-Sacrament.. . . . 216

7.2.1.1	 Sense of the Sacred.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 217
7.2.1.2	 Celibacy and the Eucharist.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 218
7.2.1.3	 The Meaning of Word / Proclamation.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 218
7.2.1.4	 Karl-Heinz Menke’s Critique of Pieper’s Critique.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 221
7.2.1.5	 Critique of Menke’s Critique of Pieper’s Critique.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 221
7.2.1.6	 Ratzinger’s own Last Words.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 222

7.2.2	 Piotr Paterczyk: Reductionism.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 223
7.3	 Walter Kasper.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 223

7.3.1	 Heinrich Schlier: The Apostolic Office and Charism.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 223
7.3.2	 Herbert Vorgrimler: Theological Exiguity of “Leadership”.. . . . 224
7.3.3	 Karl Lehmann: Prematurity of the Concept  

“In Service of Unity”. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 225
7.3.4	 Piotr Pasterczyk: Presupposition of Faith Community  

and Meaning of Office.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 225
7.3.4.1	 Kerygma versus Community Leadership.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 226
7.3.4.2	 Office versus Charism.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 226

7.4	 Chapter Summary.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 227

Chapter 8: Evaluation.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 229
8.0	 Preliminary Remarks.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 229
8.1	 The Ideology of “Desacralization” of the Priesthood  

(Re.: 5.2, 5.3, 6.5).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 229
8.2	 Problem of Dialectical Theology (Re.: 6.4).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 231
8.3	 The Biblical Notion of “Sacrifice” (Re.: 4.1, 5.7, 5.14, 6.4).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 232

8.3.1	 Rituality and Sacrificiality of the Eucharist and  
the Priesthood (Re.: 5.13, 6.12).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 235

8.4	 Priestly Mediation (Re.: 5.2, 5.3).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 240
8.5	 Institution of the Eucharist and the Priesthood  

(Re.: 4.2, 5.16, 6.11).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 241



Contents� XI

8.6	 The Call of the Twelve and their Institution as Priests  
(Re.: 4.3, 5.6).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 243
8.6.1	 On Kilmartin’s Assessment of Holy Thursday Liturgy  

(Re.: 7.1.5.2).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 247
8.7	 Serving the Common Priesthood Primarily through  

the Eucharist (Re.: 4.4).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 249
8.8	 The Logical Conclusion of a Eucharistic Ecclesiology  

(Re.: 4.5, 5.15, 6.13).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 251
8.9	 Eucharist: Source, Means and Summit of Proclamation and 

Governance� (Re.: 4.6, 5.5, 5.9, 6.8).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 255
8.10	 The Eucharistic Context of Jn. 15:15 (Re.: 4.7, 5.6.1, 6.14).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 257
8.11	 The Question of Christ’s Layman Status (Re.: 5.1).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 261
8.12	 The Problem of the Profane Terminology of the New Testament 

(Re.: 5.4, 6.1).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 263
8.12.1	 Religious Connotations of the Profane Titles.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 264
8.12.2	 The Absence of the Title ἱερεύς: Identity Formation  

and Distinction.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 267
8.13	 Earlier Ratzinger’s Insight on the Re-Union of Word and  

Sacrifice� in the New Priesthood (Re.: 5.8).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 270
8.14	 Ratzinger’s Interpretation of the Apostolic Succession (Re.: 5.10).. . . 273
8.15	 Ratzinger’s Analysis of the Devaluation of the Episcopacy  

(Re.: 5.11).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 275
8.16	 Christ’ High Priestly Prayer and the Institution of the Priesthood 

(Re.: 5.16.2).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 275
8.17	 Eucharistic Prayer II (Re.: 5.17).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 277
8.18	 Kasper’s Reduction of the Priesthood to a Charism of Unity  

(Re.: 6.2).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 277
8.19	 Interpreting Vatican II (Re.: 5.11.6.1, 5.11.6.2).. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 280
8.20	 Chapter Summary.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 286

Chapter 9:  
A Topical Context of the Research Question: The German 
Synodal Path. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 287
9.0	 Preamble.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 287
9.1	 Separation of or Participation in Powers.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 288



XII� Contents

9.2	 Munus Docendi.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 295
9.3	 Munus Regendi.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 296

9.3.1	 Problem of Clarity of Concept. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 296
9.3.2	 Reform Suggestions in the Preparatory and Regional 

Documents.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 299
9.3.3	 Reform Suggestions at the Second Synodal Assembly.. . . . . . . . 302

9.3.3.1	 A Superintendent Diocesan and Parish “Synodal Council”.. . . . . . . 302
9.3.3.2	 National Synodal Council. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 307
9.3.3.2.1	 Excursus 5: Kasper and the Issue of a National  

Synodal Council.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 309
9.4	 Munus Sanctificandi.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 312

9.4.1	 Administration of the Sacraments: Towards a Constriction 
to Eucharist and Reconciliation.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 312

9.4.2	 Constriction of the Doctrine of Repraesentatio Christi  
and Character Indelibilis to the Munus Sanctificandi.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 314

9.5	 Chapter Conclusion.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 318

Conclusion of the Research Finding.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 321

Bibliography.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 323



Index of Abbreviations

AAS – Acta Apostolicae Sedis
CIC – Codex Iuris Canonici
CCEO – Codex Canonum Ecclesiarum Orientalium
CCSL – Corpus Christianorum Series Latina
DH – Denzinger-Hünermann Enchiridion Symbolorum
FC – Fontes Christiani
GuL – Geist und Leben. Zeitschrift für christliche Spiritualität 
HDG – Handbuch der Dogmengeschichte
HKSW – Hans Küng, Sämtliche Werke
IKaZ – Internationale Katholische Zeitschrift Communio
MGH – Monumenta Germaniae Historica
MThS.K – Münchner Theologische Studien. 3. Kanonistische Abteilung
JPW – Josef Pieper Werke
JRGS – Joseph Ratzinger – Gesammelte Schriften
QD – Quaestiones Disputatae
Rev. Sc. ph. th. – Revue des Sciences philosophique et théologique
SC – Sources Chrétiennes
SW – Karl Rahner Sämtliche Werke
ThPh – (Zeitschrift für) Theologie und Philosophie
WKGS – Walter Kasper Gesammelte Schriften
ZAC – Zeitschrift für antikes Christentum (Journal of Ancient 
Christianity)





Acknowledgement

This book is a slightly edited Dissertation work which I submitted in the 
winter semester of 2025/26 to Faculty of Catholic Theology in Ludwig 
Maximilian University, Munich. 

I am very grateful to my moderator Prof. Dr. Betram Stubenrauch for 
his uncomplicated and patient guidance in the course of my research. I 
also thank my erstwhile teacher and friend Rev. Fr. Dr. Innocent Ezeani 
for taking his time to proof-read the work and give his constructive 
feedbacks. I appreciate all those who have supported me humanely, 
morally, spiritually, as well as financially in the realization and publi-
cation of this research project. Thanks a lot and may God bless you all.





Introduction 

Any inquiry into the essence and duty of the bearers of the Sacred 
Orders needs a starting point, a foundation which sustains and perme-
ates all other explanations. It is an axiom of the Catholic theology that 
this foundation is ultimately God, as revealed in and by Jesus Christ. 
However, the quest for truth by man can suscitate the need for a clari-
fication. The human person often comprehends the simple reality pro-
ceeding from God by making distinctions and judgements. This is the 
case in the attempts to explain the life and ministry of a priest. It is com-
mon in theology to describe his office and function in three dimensions: 
to teach, to lead, and to sanctify. This is usually termed the threefold 
office or ministry (triplex munus). 

During and after the Second Vatican Council (1962–1965), one of 
the questions which has gained importance in theological debates 
is the following: If we are to understand the essence and duty of the 
ordained priesthood by appealing to the threefold scheme, which of the 
three should be the starting point? In technical terms: among the three 
munera, is there a fundamental munus, on which the other two hinge? 
Can a certain priority be assigned to one of the three dimensions of the 
priestly office such that it provides the most essential definition of the 
priesthood while integrating and conditioning the other two? 

As a slight detour, one may draw an analogy from another branch 
of dogmatic theology in the 1940s and 1950s, namely, the quest for the  
 “fundamental principle” of Mariology, i.e., the question of which truth 
about Mary is the primary one, the point of anchorage for every other 
truth about the mother of Christ – her divine motherhood, her exem-
plary function, her cooperation with Christ as the new Eve, etc.?

The quest for the fundamental office of the priesthood was triggered 
mainly by the crisis of the priestly identity in the Western world since 
the second half of the twentieth century. The crisis struck not only the 
priesthood, but also the Church in general. The cultural upheavals in 
the Western society jarred the existence of the parish priest and the 
Church as an instance of influence and authority at the centre of the 
community. Consequently, it evoked the question: What is actually the 
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function of the priest? For what is he actually ordained? In other words, 
it is not just a purely academic problem, it also has an existential mean-
ing. Thus, in a bid to answer or solve the question of the fundamental 
dimension of the threefold office of the priesthood, different theologi-
ans developed their individual perspectives.

The first three chapters of this research are preparatory sections deal-
ing respectively with state of research, explication of technical notions, 
and a brief sketch of the historical development of the question. The 
fourth to sixth chapters are systematic presentations of the respective 
arguments of the three authors – John Paul II, Joseph Ratzinger and 
Walter Kasper. There are no special reasons or criteria for choosing 
the three authors other than the fact that each is a representative of 
one munus. The seventh chapter is an exposition of selected criticisms 
from the theological literature on their respective positions. The eight 
chapter presents the author’s own evaluation of the arguments of the 
three writers while stating his own position. The ninth chapter reviews 
a topical context of the question, namely, how the problem of the fun-
damental munus of the ministerial priesthood plays out in the German 
Synodal Path. Finally, the findings of the research are stated once more 
in a terse conclusion.



Chapter 1:  
Status Quaestionis

1.0	 Preamble 
Amongst a variety of published theological works, there already exists 
a consensus on the positions of the three authors: John Paul II, Joseph 
Ratzinger, and Walter Kasper. John Paul II gives priority to the min-
istry of sanctification, Joseph Ratzinger argues for the ministry of the 
word, while Walter Kasper takes the ministry of leadership to be central.

1.1	 State of Research 
There are three categories of such published works which are significant 
precursors for my research question, and on whose shoulders my work 
stands. The common denominator of all of them is that they are not 
specifically about the fundamental munus of the ministerial priesthood, 
but they address it with different intensities within the context of the 
issues they deal with.

1.1.1	 Single-Author Studies
These are works which focus on one author and his theology of the 
Catholic priesthood, and within the context, briefly state the author’s 
model of the Catholic priesthood with regard to the threefold office. 

Nilson Leal de Sa provides an interpretation of John Paul II’s teach-
ings on the Catholic Priesthood. He does not, though, state it expressly 
under the aspect of the threefold office, rather, the picture emerges 
clearly from the whole work.1 

Ladislav Kučkovský describes among other things Ratzinger’s dis-
contentment and distaste for the neo-scholastic Theology, especially 

1	 Cf. Leal de Sá Nilson, The Priesthood, Mystery of Faith. Priestly Ministry in the Magiste-
rium of John Paul II, Washington, D.C. 2022, 43, 60–63. For his subtle criticism, see chapter 
seven of this work.
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its conception of priesthood based on cult and sacrifice. In Ratzinger’s 
view, this neo-scholastic conception could not stand up to the challenge 
posed by modern biblical exegesis on the office of the priesthood.2 This 
experience lies at the root of Ratzinger’s paradigm shift to the priority of 
proclamation. In grappling with the criticisms of the liberal exegesis, he 
realizes that even the replacement of the sacramental with a functional-
istic conception of the priesthood neither corresponds with the ancient 
Christianity nor is it rooted in the Scriptures. It is, rather, as a result of 
a protestant and philosophical predecision. In the protestant tradition, 
the functionalistic approach to priesthood proves itself unsustainable.3 
Kučkovský also shows the inner and peculiar line of development of 
Ratzinger’s thoughts on the priesthood as regards the issue of discon-
tinuity or continuity between the old and new priesthood. The earlier 
Ratzinger champions a radical discontinuity, while the later Ratzinger 
introduces differentiations in which he sees a certain form of continuity. 
Notwithstanding that the priesthood of the new covenant is something 
completely new in the general history of religion, it does not mean that 
it has nothing more to do with cult and sacrifice (sanctification). The 
deeper basis is actually the relationship between the Old and New Tes-
taments: not that of a total breakup, rather of fulfilment, of inner and 
organic unity. This is to say, the new priesthood is founded on a Christo-
logical unity of the proclamation of the word and of sacrifice.4 It is only 
in this sense that the priority of the word in the writings of the earlier 
Ratzinger can be correctly understood. It has at the same time a sacra-
mental-witnessing dimension.5 

A similar analysis as the above is found likewise in Jongsu Sang’s dis-
sertation.6 In contrast to Kučkovský, Sang does not indicate the priority 
of proclamation in Ratzinger’s theology of the priesthood.

2	 Cf. Kučkovský Ladislav, Auf dem Weg zur theologischen und existentiellen Erneuerung. 
Krise und vertiefte Grundlegung des Priesterbildes bei Joseph Ratzinger, Regensburg 2022, 
200–236.
3	 Cf. Ibid., 236–240.
4	 Cf. Ibid., 241–250.
5	 Cf. Ibid., 331–337.
6	 Cf. Sang Jongsu, Das Verständnis des Priestertums als Selbsthingabe bei Joseph Ratzinger 
im Licht seiner Christologie, Hamburg 2025, 172–183.


