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The Crntext nf ‘our Werk sl e 20

The pasi vear has -Heen very exriding fcr Avglicean/Pomén Catholic
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‘- relatiéns in Canada; {neclucingnome :nigh ‘profile activities as well

@3 cur continuing quiet work. et

The panal visit in Septamber 198L wes highly successful. John Paul II
carefully presented himse!f aa tiic Bishep of Pome (Praise God) but the
population as:a whole simplr w«’ comsmd "im as the Pope. lle powerfully

-proclainéd theé Cospel and shewed prest pastoral sensitivwity. We were

fascinated to watch Roma+ (Catholics ané others give most serious attention

to what he had to say while they simply essumed the freedom to agree

or disegree with him. The cultural context of the megisterium obviously
influenced 1ts effact. We canuot claim that thig visit had the ecumenical
impact of the visit to the U,K. Perhaps thav is because our non-Reman
Catholic population is fragmented and we lack a redia image like the
Archbishop of Canterbury. The visit gave Anglicans sonme idea of what

it could he like to have the Bishcp of Fome as a focus of unity. We

also noticed that Pope John Paul II paid careful atiention to the local
church and its perceptions of the issues of the day. This is the kind of
nodel to which the Final Report peoints.

Yot long after this visit, in which Anglican Bishops were prominent,

we experienced an unaccustomed fiasco. Our national meetings of Ronan
Catholic and Anglican Bishcps are well established and highly valuea.
Regional! meetings usuall’y go well also. DBut the Ontarlo Anglican and
Romen ratholic Bishops managed to have a disastrous meeting - or almost

a meeting. The Anglican and %oman Catholiec Bishops scheduled their Falil
meetings ton take place in a7 overlapping t¢ime freme in the same down=-
town Torcatce hotel. {(This was & great extravagance for the Anglicens

whe normally meet in ihe adeguate “ut far more mcdest setting of a

Romen Caiholiec Te’' reat lHcuse - & full day with the more expansive R.C.s
was to Justify the cxpensel. For scme reascn the full day of Joint
meetings wes was abruptly cancelled and &t the vervy last noment & poorly
planned luncheon was suhstituted. I de not know whether it is possible
to be nclitelv acrimonious but +hat is my impression of the lunch. The
{ssue of public funding for "n-aric Separate (P.r,) Schcols wves
smouldering then. It has since flarrd up. At a crucial point in the
Provincial election campaign, th- A-nglicen Archbishop of Toronto

accused the Premier of Ontario ¢f behaving like Hitler. The fonservative
covernment which hed heen in power for over forty years was ignominlously
defeated. Most commentators seem %o believe that the issue of schocl
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funding was a majer factor.in the defeat. The matter is still
unresdved and we shall have to +read very carefully to aveid & return
to hostile sttitudes from *the past.

q&rave ecumenical disappointment for active ecumenists was the collapse
of plans for an Asscciatiocn of rhrisitien Churches of Canada. Only

nine of +he 2L churches which receive? the proposal wished to have full
membership. The Foman Catholiec Church was by far the largest participant
in the planning process and it finally decided to seek some form of
associate membership in the existing Canadian Council of Churches (cre)
instead of supporting a new and more comprehensive association., The
closer relationship of ‘the Canadian nNenference of Catholie Bishops(CrCB)
vith the ¢¢fr i in {itself a cause for rejoising. Some reasons for the
R.C. reluctuance tc enter a new associetion may have been the high cost
at a time when national funds were stretched to the limit by the panel
visit, and the prohlems of ensuring & truly bilingual Associsetion, which

is essen%tial for ®,C., participation, llowever, the most interesting
explanation for the last minute R,C. withdrawal from the scheme was
thet "the grass-roots were nct ready". The rCCB and its Ecumenical

rommission had been well informed at every stage in the many years of
planning, but the priests, the parishes and the faithful "knew nothing
about this and you can' Just spring this sort of thing on them," If
this is true then we shallfeecd to revise our view of the way euthority
actuyallv works in *“he Roman ratholie rhurch and ALRCIC will need to
relate more effectively t¢ parish cliergy and the laity.

mhe recent ecumenical eciimate in ranadu has heen one of ceautious realism
rather than eupharia. Penple vaonder if Lhere is not & hacking away from
earlier enthusiasms. "Has Rome sea“ out a céirective +D be careful?"

Yet ve meke progress. We now know ard understend each other much

better than we did a few vecrs ugo. Iz almost every part of our countiry
we can point to some form of cooperative or Joint work in mission,
witness, service, praver, and disazlogue.

York related te fRCIC-I and the Final Pevnort

In preparation for the General Synod of the Anglican Church of Canada
(ACC) in 1906 (our General Synod meets for about nine days every third
year), the 3@ dioceses of the A(C are responding to the two questions
about the consonance of the Final Report with the faith of Anglicans

and whether we want to take a further step towards unity on the basis

of our agreement in faith. So far my impression is that the consensus
of our General Synod will mrohably he an enthusiastic effirmation of
what is agreed about Eucharist and Ministry and o guarded acceptance

of wha* has been negotiasted about authority, with the strong desire

to spell out more precisely where synodical government, the voice of

the laity, and the encouragement as well as the protection of diversity,
all fit in to the primatie) and conciliar aspects of ¢the exercise of
authorit- in the Thurek.

Iadividus® memhers of Cen A/TF have bemn active in an explosion of
meetings tc receive 4the Fi=nl Renort. My ovn most rewarding experience
was whern an Angiidh andaTcmen (zrhelic Biszhop with the same geographical
Jurisdictions eaked al) their priests to come to a conference with lay
representatives from every parish in their dioceses and to work together
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on the Final Report. The dynamics of that meeting confirmed my conviction
that reconciliation between our Churches is within our grasp. When
priests telk. alone, or when either community studies without the
particination of the other, the discussions are good, but far less
exclting.

Two nembers of Cen A/PF, with the support of the Dialogue, prepared a
Canadian Study Guide tc the Final Report. (Building Bridge¢ by Mac Beatih
Brown and Brian Prideaux) This gulde has been well received and, I
think, widely used.

Can A/RC alsec prepared s reception statement on the Finel Report, The
final version is dated July 17°th, 1985 and has an granpe coverl It is
very enthusiastic ebout the Final Report. T™his heés been submitted to
ARCIC-II.

Jork related to APCICF-TI

In my repoft last year [A2cIc-II 28/7 (RL)] I mentioned two pepers,

The Ministry of the Whole Prcple of God: Niversity of Cifts and Roles,
by Dr Non Thompson, &nd Kenosis end Koinoniu: The Path ahcad for
Anglican Roman fatholic Nialogue, by J=M Taporte, GJ. These papers have
now becn submittea to ARCIC-IL together with five others (Coalitions

es Vehiclea for t'nitv: The fannéian Txnerience by N.T."hompson,
Uinderstandinrg Pesl hut Irparfret Ceammunion betweenfinglicens and Foman
Catholics, hy Margaret N'Gare, 2 rapor* on Dugene Feirweather's presentati
Comnunion ir Teith and Merrl Consensus, the Minutes of a Can A/RC
meeting (18-10 April, 1985) with a discussion on Brainstorming on

Puture Directiozs, and the Peception Statement on the Final Reportg

Perhaps APCINZII will went fan A/PC to continue to develop the emerging
sense of & way forvard indicatré by these seven papers. Or ARCIC-II may
wish te receive them es bachground studies to be put into the internations
mix,

My impression i3 that O'Gara is very h~1lpful about reconceptualizing
our relationship. "Tooking fer thue next step," she writes, "we may
have fai'ed to notice the smalyﬁteps that we have already taken toward
each other, at least in Canada, so that gradually we have reached a
new stage almost without noticing it." In her discussion of Schools

of Theology and the Feform of the Church she is indebted in part to
Rahner as well as to her experience as a teacher in an ecumenicel
context. I shall be interes*~d toc find out what she thinks of Einigung
der ¥irehen, Rahner=Fries, which ssems t» support her approach. You will
notice that in these Canadian submissions diversity 1s not merely
tolerated hut encoursged anéd affirmed. We do not see this richness in
the Church's life as a threat to unity.

Jean-larc laporte's paper has now heen published in One in Christ (1985=2)
Rooted in scripture and with a perceptive awvareness of our contemporary
situation, it is a creative and important expression of the need for a
strategic apirituaslity of recconcilieticn, Thompson's papers deal with
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theological reflection on concrete (Canedian ecumenical experience.

In them theoria is fellowing praxis and pointing the way forward

for further grovth and risk teking together. Fairwveather deals with
an issue which will certainly occupy & good deal of ARCIC-II's sgenda.
How much diversity can there he in moral and ethical decisions

without destroying communion in feith?

ronclusion

Can A/Ff wculd welcome & respense, commerts, guidance cr requests

from AP7IC-II. Ue are impresnsed and encouraged by the convergence

vhich has already happened. We san the need for & profound conversion

if we are now to move towards true reconciliation. We are understandably
groving impatient with the slowness of chaage in metters like mixed
marriages. We wculd welcome some drematic decision and symbolic gesture
which would unmistakeably signal good faith and firm commitment to

the reconciliation of our communities.

John Bayecroft
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