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·.'t!'iis .: report c ov_ers the _ _per\o·d =r·r·om _m;; ·:prev-fou_s . c_omm.ent1(~[ ARC IC-II 28/2 
- · (61')_] - 1·n _.A_ugua_t ·_l?ll½_ t _o_J~_lY:. 1_9~_5. ·_I1: _is. n,o.~ &,_n ort_i-ci;_a;~ report from 

can A/RC but m:v ovn hes-ty sum1nry. · ·!"r -lrrn·ard vill be -ttble to to 
correct ~nd supplement vnat I have to say . 

~ r - - '· • • . :: .. , • : : : .• •' ; ( ,'• : , £. I 

• i . • ; . 

The Cr::itc'xt r,f ·our· •,1,-rk .:- ' '" ..__' ~:--:~.-~ · ." :-: - - ·· - - - . . .. f, 
· · The par.t •rear has ·lieen ver:/ e·x",..i i in~g f ·cr .11,"l"r,lican' / iioman· Catholic 

· . 'relat.i.cn'S i'tf ranada; ~1.,c,uc.inc- ' ~omc .::.nic1'r '"pr<>f'il.e ac~ivit)ea as well 
a::i cur ~ontiriuin•c 11uic·1: ~,ork < ' ·. · ': -- ~ ,-: · · · . :. -

~ • . · ··: - " J . 

~he nanal visit in Septe~tnr 1Q8L was highly successf~l; John Paul II 
carefully presented him$e ~t n~ the Bishop of Pome (Praise God) but the 
population o.s ,~a· \thole ·A-inll>~-·r -.ru::· com~·c: 1·r-i'.ln ·s.s. the Pope. lie pover1'ull:, 

· procl o.inicd th'e -CospP.~-' .a,:d sh.c:.1r-:-d ::&,rC?"ut ·.jairtc,ral se:nsitiVfity. We were 
fascinated to vntch Poma·1 Cat.holies a.,c others ·•giv-e ·moa.t: serious attention 
to what ~P. had to say vhile they simply &S5U~ed the fre~dom to acree 
or dise.6 ree "'1th him. 'i'he cu!t.ura~ context of the roagisterium obviously 
influenced its eff~ct. . We ca.n::o~ c 1airn that t .:iiG visit had the ecumenical 
i~pact of the visit to the U,K. Per~aps that. is because our non-Ro~an 
Catholic population is fraGmented and we lack a media image like the 
Archbishop of Canterbur)•. '!'ht? visit gave Anglicans some idea of vhat 
it could be like to have the Bts~cp of Po~e as a focus of unity. We 
a!so noticed that Pope John Paul II paid careful attention to the local 
church and its perceptions of the i3sues · of the day. This is the kind of 
~odel to vhjch the Final Report pointn. 

!lot lonB nfter thi~ visit• in which Anglican Bishops vere prominent, 
ve experienced an unaccustomed f 1 a3co. Our national meetings of Ro~an 
Catholic nnd Anslican Bishcps ar~ well established and highly valued. 
Regiona~ meetings usual ~y so well also. Dut the Ontario Anglican and 
noman ratholic Bishops managed to have a disastrous meeting - or almost 
a nee~ing, The Anclican o.nd ~nman ra~holic Bishops scheduled their Fall 
meetin~n tn take plac~ in a ~ overlapping time frame in the same down­
town Tor~~t~ hotel. (~~ts Q&n R erda~ oxtrava~anc~ for the Anglicans 
who norrnft!]y m~et in th~ adcquat~ \ut far more modest setting of a 
Roman ratho,ic "e ' rent Hcus~ - a fuil day with the more expansive R.r.s 
was to Justif:, the cxpc 1H.1e).. 'For sone reasc;n the full day of Joint 
rneetinc~ was was ahrupt l y canc~ll~d and at the very last moment a poorly 
planned luncheon vas suhi;+-.ituied. · I do not knov whether it is possible 
to be ~~litel~ acrimonious bu• ~hat is ~Y impression nf the lunch. mhe 
issue of public funding tor ~n : arir, Sl?paratP. (~.r.) Sc~r,ols ~~s 
smou:d•ring then. It. han sine~ flar~ d up. At a crucial point in the 
Provincial election campaig~, th~ A~glican Archbishop or Toronto 
accused the Premil?r of Ontario of behaving like Hitler. The r.onservative 
bovernment vhich had ber.n in pover for over torty y~ars was ienominiously 
defeated. Most commentators s~em ~o beiiive that the issue or school 
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fundin~ was a maJr.r factor.in t~e defeat. The matter is still 
unresdved and WP. shal ~ have to ~.read V"lry care full:, to avoid a return 
to ho3ti}e attitudes from +hP. past. 

t{e.rave t?cumr.~ical c!isappni,itme"lt fc,r active ecumenists was the collapse 
of plans tor an Associatio~ of rhrisitia~ rhurches of Canada. · Only 
nine of the 24 churches which receive~ ~~e proposal wished to have full 
membership. The P.oman Cat~olic Church was b:V far the largest participant 
in the plannins process and it finally decided to seek some form of 
associate membership in the existing r.anaaian Council of Churches (ere) 
instead of supporting a nev and rnort? co~prehensive association. The 
closer relationship of 'the Canadian ~cnference of Catholic Dishops( er.en) 
vith th~ rr~ iG in itself a cause for reJoiaing. Some reasons for the 
R.C. reluct11.nce to enter a new associa~ion ma:v have been the high coat 
a~ a time when national funds vere stretched to the limit by the papal 
visit, and thn problems of ensurins a truly bilinsual Association, which 
is essen~ial for ~.c. participation. ITov~ver, the most interesting 
expl&nation for the last minut~ R.C. withdr6wal from the scheme vas 
that "the grass-roots were net re~dy", The rcrB and its Ecumenical 
~ommlssion had been vell informed a~ every stage in the many years of 
plannint. but ~h~ priests, the parlahe~ and the faithful "knev nothin6 
about this and :vou ca~• : .1us~ i;pri:ig this sort of thing on them," If 
this is true thl'!n we s'ltJ.ljnec.:r. to r•·vi:.e o~r view of the vay authority 
actu&l!v works in •he R~ma~ ra~ho!ir. r~urch and AnrIC will need to 
relatP. more effectively tc parish clergy and thP. laity, 

~he recent ecum~nical climat~ in ra~ad~ ~as b~Pn on~ of cautious realism 
rather than euphoria. Peopl~ wo~der if ~her~ is ~ot a b•cking away from 
earlier e~thusiasm~. "Has Pom~ sn~~ out a dirqctive tO be c6reful?" 
Yet ve meke progress. We now ~now and u"derst~nd each other much 
better than we did a few vec.rs ue:o. I:i 6.,l1:1ost every pe.rt of our country 
we can point to some form of cooper6tive or Joint work in mission, 
witness, service. praver, and dialogue. · 

ffork related tc tRrir-I and the Final Renort 
In preparation for the Gen~ral Synod of the Anglican Church of Canada 
(ACC) in 1906 (our Gencrnl Synod meets for about nine days every third 
year), the 39 dioceses of the Arc are responding to the two questions 
about the consonance ot th~ Final Report vith the faith of Anglicans 
and vheth~r we w11.nt to take a further step tol7ar<ia unity on the basis 
ot our aereement in faith. So fnr my impression is that the consensua 
of our General Synod will ~rohably be an enthusiastic affirmation ot 
what is agr~ed about Eucharist and Mi~ist.ry and a 6Uarded acceptance 
ot vhat has been negotiated about authority, with the strong desire 
to spell out morr. pr~ciaeJy wherP. s7nodical government, the voice ot 
the laity, and the encourae~m~nt as well as the protection of diversity, 
all fit in to the primatial and conciliar aspects of the exercise of 
aut 1~orit. ·· in t.hr. rhurc": . 
I~dividuu' m~mhern ~r r~~ A/rr hav~ b~~~ a~ttv~ in an explosion of 
meetings tr receiv~ the Fi~Bl R~por~. Mv oun most re~arding experience 
was vhe .. an Ane;~ic" and"~c..me.n ('P.~--~clic JH:;hop vith the same geographical 
Jurisdict!ona a~ked al~ th~ir priests to come to a conference vith lay 
represe~tatives from every parish in t~qir dioceses and to vork together 
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on the Final Report. The dynamics of that meeting confirmed my conviction 
that reconciliation betwe,.n our Churches is within our grasp. When 
priests t~lk - al~ne. or vhen either ~ommunity studies without the 
partici~ation or the o ♦ her, the discussions are good, but tar less 
exciting . 

Tvo members or Can A/Pr. vith the support of the Dialogue. p~epared ~ 
Canadian Study Ouide ro the Fi~al Report. jBuilding nridge5 · b~ Mac Beath 
Drovn and Brian Prideaux} This guide has been ve11 received and, I 
think. videly USP.do 

Can A/nr. also prepared a reception statement on th~ Final Report. The 
final version is dated July J~th, 1?85 and h~s an orange coverl It is 
very enthueiaatic ~bout the Final Report. ~his has been submitted to 
ARr.I r.-II. 

~erk r~!atqd to APrtr-II 
In my repott lost year fA?rir.-II 2A/? (~4}} I mentioned two papers, 
~he ~inist rv o f th~ WholP. P~~r , ~ of Go~: PiversitY of Cifts and Roles, 
by n r ~on Thompson, &nd Ken osi~ ~nd Koino~i~: ~he Path ah e ad for 
Anglican Rom an f'at.holif.! 7'1lEi ) Ot;1!.,!l, b~ J-t,f T,a9orte, GJ. These papers have 
~ov been submitted to ARrrr-II together with five others (Coalitions 
as Vehic)e:i for T' nit.v: '!'he l' A.:-, A.cio,.1 P.xTiP.rien cP. 1hy T).f.P."boznpson. 
trnderstandi:-:e r>~ t1 , hut Ir.:p')rf,-ct. ,.,..,!'l'M1P1i o n h P.twe~nl~ngl i r. an s nn<l Pomnn 
Catholic!; , l",y Mnr1;arr.t n • Gar s , a r'!pc-,r· on Eugene Fairweather• s presentati 
r ornr.u:iion i r. rt> i t ~ a:, d ltc, rf'l f'c, :, ia ':'". :; us , thP. bfinutea or a Can A/P.C 
meeting (18-1~ April, 1985) vith a discussion on !,rrdnstorminE; on 
Puture n ircctj_t:> :~s. and t.he Pecept:lon :3t.atement. on_the Final Report~ 

'Pcr'1aps APt''Ir.-lI vill Ye.'lt ~an A/Pr. to continue to develop the emerginG 
sense of e. we.y rc.r•-,ard indif'.at,-c:. by t."iesc seven r,apers. Or ARCIC-II may 
wish to receive them e.s bac~ground studies to be put into the internationa 
mix. 

Hy impression is thot O • Gara i:; very ~--lpful about re conceptuali zinc 
our relationship. "Tooldns f,:r tl:e r,ext ~t.ep, 11 she writes, "we 1:1a:;, 
have fai iec'! to notice t~P. ~1:1a1J/st.~r>s that we have already taken toward 
each other, at least in r.anadn, so that gradually we have reached a 
new stace almost without noticing it." In her discussion ot Schools 
of Thcolocy and th~ Reform of the rhurch she is indebted in part to 
Rahn~r n~ well ns to her expnrience as a teachnr in an ecumenical 
context. I s~all be intcres~~d to find out vhat she thinks of Einiuunc 
dnr Kirchen, Rabner-Fries, which saems ~ support her approach. You v1ll 
notice that in t~ese Canadian 5Ubmiasions diverRitv is not merely 
tolerated but encouraged and affirmed. We do not see this richness in 
the rhurch'R life as a threat to unity. 

Jean-rare taportP.'s paper has now he~n published in One in Christ (19~5-2) 
Rooted in ncript.ure a:,d vit.'1 a perceptive a t-rareness of our co.nte111porar1 
situation, it is a creative and iMportont expression or the need ror a 
avategic ~p1r1tuality of reconciliation. Thompson's papers deal with 



theolo~ical reflection on concrete r.anedian ecumenical experience. 
In them theoria is follnwing praxis and pointing the way forward 
ror turth~r grow~h and risk taking together. Fairweather deals with 
an issue vhich will certai~lv occupy a &ood deal of ARCIC-II's agenda. 
Uov mu~h diverai~y can thcr~ h~ in moral and ethical decisions 
without destroyini communion in faith? 

~onc]u~ion 
Can A/r-r vculd wc1comc a r~3,or.se, comme~ts, guidance er requests 
rroa A"~Ir-tr. w~ are impresned a~d encouraged by the convergence 
uhich ha~ already ~appc~ed. We ae~ t~e need for a profound conversion 
if we are now to 0ove towards true reconciliation. We are understandably 
growing impatient •with the slown~ss or change in mattero like mixed 
marriages. We wculd welcome so~e dramatic decisio~ and symbolic gesture 
which would unmistakeab!y signal good faith and tirm com~itmont to 
the reconciliation ot our communities. 

John Baycrott 
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