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T have two reactions to the document which T should like to register.

New Paragraph 7: The opening and closine sentences by their uvnoualified

use of the term "infallibilitv" appear to say more than Anglicans can
accept. In our discussions hitherto freguent mention has heen made of
the difficulty which the term creates for Anglicans, This is clearly
brought out in Para 6 {p.6) of ARCIC 230/Tnfallibility/Z where it is said
that the term "tends tc mislead.” The same paragraph {P.6) refers to
‘the impl?cations of the term in respect of an a priori euarantee and of

the possession of absolute truth,

The unqualified use of the term "infallibility ™n Vew Para., 7, despite
the sentence, "However, it has not always in the psst been clear that
preservation from liability to fundamental error is a gift that belones
to the whole Church rzther thén to any particulsr office," has then a

rather confusing effect in the document when taken zs a whole;

Paragraph 6 {ARCIC ?30/Infallibility/2) has made clesr what
Anglicans understand by the Church being maintained in the truth of the
Gespel and that this invelves the relationship of Serintursl truth and

the consensus fidelium in a2 ceontinuous process. To describe this ss

"infallibility" will create problems for the sccertance of our document
as it will appeesr insensitive and possibly couvld suregest an apparent

contradiction between para, € and new para. 7.
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The latter fairly indicates a disagreement in resnect of the

consensus fidelium in this context, but agsin implies bv its wording

an agreement about the use and content of the term "infallibility"
{'"We are still not agreed as to whether or not any statement can he

-regarded as infallitle before it has received the consensus fidelium, ™)
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Is it fair, therefore, to sugeest that new.para. 7 is too

cendensed, and needs a good deazl of unpacking?

Yor the same reasons, are we completely satisfied with the
last sentence of parsgraph 4 of ARCIC 230/ Infallibility/ 32

The second point is concerned with the peneral impression which might
be conveyed to the reader by a sentence in new para. 7: "kt certain
critical moments in thé Church's history the universal primate as its
spokesman has been preserved from error in expressing its judgement"

and by the sentence in Section B, Suggested Nraft fonclusion to the

Venice -Continuation, varagraph headed Papal Tnfallibility

"Nevertheless we can agree in recognising that there are occasions
vhen the Holy Spirit has preserved the universal primate from error

in articulating the essentizl faith of the Chureh."

nglicans have no vested interest in trvine to claim that the
universal primate has never been right! The vparasrarh just referred
to is good, but when its final sentence is linked with the other sentence
quoted, both together might fairly be described as historically relective
(Zosimus, Honorius etc.) and as implyine that as a matter of fzct the

See of Rome continususly exercised an office of giving the lead in

maintaining tﬁe Church in the truth of the Cospel. There are alse of
course the dogmas of 1854 ,and 195C but reference to these is implied

in the paragraph headed Papzl Infallibility and in any case thev have

been given fair coverage in ARCTIC / 230 / Infallibility 3, para. 6.

The only reference in the document tc this matiter of the possible
historical impression which mizht be received are the words "despite
mistakes" in ARCIC 220, para. 6: "Tt recoenises that throushout the
history of the Church verdicts given through the Rishop of Rome despite

mistzkes, have often protected the Church. = (Tnstances of formal

/promouncements
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pronouncements by popes which have subsequently been censured or refused

acceptance by the Church are rare. )"

A11 that is being suecested here by way of criticism is to

- take note of this so that the document does not abpear too bland and

that new para. 7 should be in arreement with the document as a whole,



