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The Commission which produced the three Agreed Statements is
international - it represents the R.C. Church as a whole and the
Anglican Communion as a whole. We today are asked to give our
views on those statements as a contribution to the task of the
Anglican Consultative Council at its meeting in May, which is to
decide what steps forward in Anglican-R.C. relationships should
now be taken. That is the purpose of our debate today.

The Malta Report, reprinted as an Appendix to GS 394, recommended
the setting up of a Permanent Joint Commission for the oversight
of R.C./Anglican relations and the co-ordination of future work
undertaken together by our two Communions. ARCIC has not as
things turned out been such a Commission. It has had rather

the nature of one of the joint sub-commissions which the Report
recommended should be constituted to undertake the examination of
particular doctrinal questions. The ACC in May must decide
whether it is now appropriate to set up such a Permanent Joint
Commission as was recommended eleven years ago. I believe that
it is necessary to do so if we are to see any real progress.

FOAG had hoped that before it completed its Report there would
have been published the elucidations of the Windsor and Canterbury
Statements on which ARCIC was known to be working. Unhappily

the session of ARCIC arranged for August had to be postponed
because of the death of the Pope, and so those elucidations were
not available to us in an agreed form. We had reason to believe,




howaver, that the quotations from Fr. Jean
Tillard, whioch we have given in paras. 19, 31 and 34, fairly
represented ARCIC's thought on certain important points. I have
now been able to read the Eluocidations and am glad to find that

our assumption was well founded.

I will quote two passages whigh I think members of the Synod
will find helpful in relatiom to the Windsor Statement on the
Euochurist. The first is on the eucharistio saerifice and runs as

follows;

"There is therefore, ome, historieal, unrepeatable saorificy
offered onoe for all by Christ and acoepted onee for all by
the Pather. In the celsbratiom of the memorial Christ iz
the Holy Spiri¢ unites His people with himself in a saora-
mental way so that the Chureh enters into the movemen$ of
his self-ofiering. In consequenee, even though the Churech
is aotive in the celebration, this adds nothing to the offl-~
oaoy of Christ's saorifice upon the oross, because the aotion
is itself the fruit of this saorifice. The Churoh in cele-
brating the euoharist gives thanks for the gift of Christ's
saorifice and identifies itself with the will of Chrig who
has offered himself to the Father on behalf of all mankind. "

The seocond is on Gift ami Receptiom about whioh ARCIC says:

"In the mystery of the eucharis® we discern not one but two
_complementary movements within an indissoluble unity: Chrit
giving his body and blood and the communicants feeding upon
them in their hearts by faith. Some traditions have plaged
a special emphasis on the association of Christ's presence
with the conseorated elements; others have emphasized Curist's
presence in the heart of the believes through reception by
faith. In the past acute difficulties have arisen when one
or other of these emphases has beocome almost exolusive. In
the opinion of the Commission neither ehphasis is inoompativle
Ltk eucharistio faith, provided that the complementary movemwent
expressed by the otker position is not denied. Bucharistie
doctrine must hold together these two movements sinoce ia the
eucharist, the Sacrament of the New Covenant, Christ givos
himsol{ %o his people so that they may reeeive him through
faith. '

In para;zl of our Report we ventured to hope that the Elucidations
might help in our domestie disocussioms of reservation and euckristio
adoration. When the dooument is published I think this will |

seen to be so. I oannot quote that seotion of it now; but I 4o
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want to read the last two sentences which bear on the meaning of
the expressioa 'substantial agreement'. "That there ean be a
divergence in matters of praatice and in theological judgments
relating to them, without destroying a common eucharistie faith,
l1lluetmetes what we mean by substantial agreement. Differences
‘of theology and practice may well co-exist with a real consensus
on the essentials of eucharistic faith - as in faot they do within

each of our communions."

The Blucidations in general also oconfirm the interpretations
Which we have put upon various passages in the Canterbury State-
ment..liz;erer partioularly to what ie said about 'priesthood' and
the phrase which has caused much debate; 'belongs to another ®salm
of the gifts of the Bpirit'. It is pointed out that in Christian
usage the term priesthood 1is employed in three distinot ways: the
priesthood of Christ, the priesthood of the people of God, the
priesthood of the ordained ministry. Of these the first is unique.
Christ is our High Priest who has reconciled mankind with the Father.
All other priesthood derives from his and is wholly dependent on it.

The priesthood of the whole people of God is dealt with in
paras 7 of the Canterbury Statement and is not a matter of disg-
agreement between the two Communions. The 3Statement places th
ordained ministry firmly in the oontext of the miniatry of the
whole Churoh and uunerts thut it exists for the sorvice of all the
faithful. The Qunterbury Statement in par. 13 explains that the
ordained ministry is called priestly prinoipally because it has
a particular saoramental relationship with Christ as High Priest.
We have cokmmnted in para. 31 on some difficulties whioh arise
rigm this language. The Elucidations do. however, seem to follow
the argument of Fr. Tillard, quoted in that pParagraph, when they
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say; "At the eugharist Christ's people do what he commanded in
memory of himself and Christ united them sacramentally with him-
gelf in his self-offering. But in this aotion it is only the
ordained minister who presides at the esucharist in whieh, in

the name of Christ and on behalf of his Church, he reaites the
narrative of the institution of the Last Supper, and invokes the
Holy Spirit upon the gifts." The Elucidations go on to emphasise
that the word priesthood is used by way of analogy when it ie
applied to the people of God and to the ordained ministry. I
quote; JThese are two distinat realities whioh relate, each in
its own way, to the high priesthood of Chrig , the unique priest-
Rood of the new covenant, which is their souree and modeliz:]

The Windsor and Canterbury Statements differ in an important
respect from the Venice Statemeat on Authority. This last 1is
admittedly incomplete, the beginning rather than the concluion
of a debate. The other two, while not clJming to have said all
that can be said about.the doctrines if the eucharist and the
ministry, do nevertheless olaim to have said all that it is pageessary

to say on questions where agreement is indispensable for unity.

We have to ask ourselves whether we can endorse para.l3 of the
Windsor Stautement; "We beclieve that we have reached substantial
agreement on the dootrine of the euchariste....It is our hope

that, in view of the agreement which we hsave rcached on eucharistie
faith, this doctrine will no longer constituts an obstaole to the
unity we seek." And pars. 17 of the Canterbury Statement: "What

we have to lay'represonta the consensus of the Coumission oﬁ

escentis matters where it considers that doctrime admits no

divergenee."
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The importance of this is stated categorically in the Eluci-
datione in rel:ation to the guestion or mitual recogaition of
ministries which the Commission believes can now be plexed in
a new context. "Our agreecment on the essential of eucharistlo
Tailth with regard to the saocramental presende of Christ and the
sacrifidal dimension of the eucharist, on the nature and purpose
of priesthood, ordination ard apostolioc suocsssion, is the new
context in whioch the questions should now be disoussed. This

calls for a reappraisal of the verdiet oa Anglican Oxders in

Apostolicae Curae."

The FOAG Report devotes rather more spaee to the Veniee
Statement than to the other two put togéther, partly because the
Stutoment is itself longer and covers a wider range of themes,
but chiefly in the hope of being able to contribute to the eon-
tinuing discussion. We have to say that while on eareful exam-
ination we do not see any agreed assertion which directly confliots
with any main.goint of Anglican teaching, there are several places
where statements need to be complemented by other truths or put
in a wider context. On the other hand we must note with real
gratitude that the R.C. discussion of this orucial problem 1s
now oonducted with an openness that would not have been possible
before Vatigcan II. On one very important matter, how the ~voiae
of the laity should be expressed in contributing to authority,
Roman Catholios are looking olosely at the workings of Synodical

Government, and it may db that in due course they will produce

something better, having learned from our experienee.

Juctified as we are in oriticizing many aspeets of both
the theory and the exercise of authority in the R.C. Churoh,
we need to remember, as paras. 41 and 42 of our Report point

out, that the Anglioan Communion has as yet found no generally
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accepted theory and practice of authority for itaself, and that
even within its constituent parte the problem of uuthority 1is
one which continually presses itself upon us, as some of the

issues with whioh this Synod has had to deal make very plain.

we muet als look at the gquestion of authority in a wider
sontext. The Church must not, it is true, allow its doctrine.
to be shaped entirely by secular thought, but neither should
it blind itself to what may be learned from the experienee of
seocular asooiety. Wherever we look, whether at our own social
and industrial problems, or at tke international community - the
United Nations or the X.B.C.- the problem of authority, its
nature and its exeraoise 1is there. Christian thought should
have an important contribution to make in these spheres, but the
Church can also learn from theme We should remember that histori-
cally the origins of Canon Law and of International Law are

intertwined,

The faot that the Venlee S8tatement is full of unresolved
problems should not prevent us from welooming it, as this Synod
has already done, and regarding it as a valuable basis for the

next stage in the coming together of our two commnion.

our resolutions have been framed with the May meeting of
of the ACC principally in mind, but we nmust w that the
Malta Report, partioularly in paras 8-15 lists a number of things
that can and should be done looally to help forward our relation-
ships with one another. One of these sugjestions, a common
eucharistic leotionary, is before th Synod later this week.

Among these proposals FOAG has picked out for speocial oomment

the sugsestion of regular meetings between R.C. and Anglican episco-

pates at both na}ional and local level. I was a member of the Com-




mission responsible for the Malta Report and I remesmber well the
conviotion we all had (and none more strongly than the two English

R.sC., bishops on it) that nothing would really happen on the ground
until the bishops of the two Churches came not only to know one

another personally but to consult together regularly. The dioceses

of London and Westminster have made a start in this. May they be
followed by others. A meeting also of bishops at the national level

is long overdue and necd not be incompatible with those other rela-
tionships that we have in the Council for Covenanting and the Angliocan-

Orthodox dislogue.

Mr. Chairman, a hundred yeare ago auny group of Anglicuns who
attempted to discuss with K.C.8 the subjects of the Agreed State-
ments would have been regarded with deep suspicion in our Churche
Little rore than fifty years ago the Malines Conversations had to
be undcrtaken in seoregy and were brought to an abrupt end by authority.
Even in the years foliowing the Second World War those who tried to
undertake such dialogue were apt to meet with official disapproval.
When Archbishop Fisher visited Pope John XXIII he took a brave and
risky initiative, one which perhaps only he could have done, but
it was an essential preparation for the visit of Archbishop Ramsey
in 1966 and th start of the present dialogue, and for the visits of
the present Archbishop of Canterbury. With the publiost ion of the
Agreed Statements we have oome a long way in a short time, but now
the first wave of exocitement is past, the golden mist has oleared
and we see agadn many of the familiar problems and obstacles which

stillie aheads But we see them now from a different standpoint and
with a more zurely based confidenee that they can snd will be over-
come. Now is the time when we should ¢noourage our representatives
in the ACC to press forward to the next stage on the road to the

unity for which we pray.




