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ANGLICAN/ROMAN CATHOLIC INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION
(ARCIC-II)

First Meeting, Venice, August, 30 - September 6 19€3

Taesday, August 30, 2030

Bishop Murnhy-0'Connor in the chair.

brayérs were led by the Co-Chairmen.

After members had briefly introduced themselves, the
provisional progranme was presented and accepted, and a nurber
of practical points were agreed.

Letters of good wishes were read from Archbishovo McAdoo

and Bishovn Clark, Co-Chairmen of ARCIC-I,and also a letter of
welcome from Cardinal Ce, Patriarech of Venice.

Wlednesday, August 31

0930-1030 The Co-Chairmen led a period of prayer and reflection
in the Chapel,

1055-1245

Bishon 8anter, in the chalir, exnlain~d the our-hose of the
day's work - more detailed introduction of themselves by members
and a general survey of the present auality of Anglican/Roman
Catholic relrntions in the regions from which menbers cane,

This would provide an idea of the real context in which tuis
nev Commission ie starting its work,

Members then snoke of thelr individual experience in
ecumenical relations and porticul~rly in Angiican/Roman Catholic
relations. Even before the afterncon's direct discussions of
regional situstions a broadly positive picture emerged, though
there were excentions.

1600-1905
Bishop Murnhy-0'Connor in the chnir,

North America

Bighop Lessard precented naper ARCIC-II 6/2 (83): he espoke
principelly from his experience in the United States, but had
been in consultation about Cannda and drew attention to the
Ceribbean.

Fr,Tillard stated that Canadian ARC's atud{ of Lima is
primarily concerned with its coherence with ARCIC-I,
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Dr. K. Davis spoke of Roman Crtholic participation in
the C-ribbean Council of Churches as outstanding, instancing
the contributions of the Archbishop of Kingston and Castries.
In the Caribbean "service unites, doctrine divides"., Political
independence had brought the Chu-ches together, e.g. in Guyana
and Grenada,

Bishop Murphy-0'Connor hoped that guidelines for nntiomal
ARCs mirht emerge,

Canon Bayeroft: Canadian General Synod h-d a Roman Catholic
Bishop, invited to speak but not to vote. Canadian Anglicans
would hope to see more lay participation in Roman Catholic
structures. One Roman C-tholic was a member of the Canadian
Inter-Church relations committee,

Bishop Gitnri asked whether Roman Cntholics in Canada
reciprocated,

Canon Bayeroft and Fr. Tillard said they did.

Bishop Vogel spoke of his use of US/ARC text on "The Response
of the Church" in his own diocese. He also mentioned difficulties
concerning liturgy at the Anglican/Roman Crtholic Church at
Tidewater, Va. In reply to a question from Fr. Duprey, Bishovo
Vorel caid the recention of ex-Epiescopalians into the Roman
Catholic Church as not causing major nrcblems excent in San
Antonio where there have been press comments about an An-liean
use pnrish".

Kenya

Bishop Giteri could speak only of Kenya beccause of difficulties
of communic~tion with other East African countries, The missionary
backrround of Anr icans in Kenya was "low Church" by comparison
with some other parts of Africa. The Kenyan Church had not
revised the Book of Common Prayer and there as less in common
with Roman Cntholie liturgy. Thrre had been mutual exc’usiveness
before Vrtican 1I, After independence the Churches began to
work together in the field of religious educ~tion and joint
syllabuses, text books, etc. He mentioned a joint chanlaincy
centre at Nairobi University and sprke of some Joint local fund
raising for church building. But difficulties re-ained - some
competition over schools, some instances of "re-bantism",
apnlication of mixed marringe legislntion. Some instances of
lack of Roman Crtholic reciprocity were given, He was sorry
thnt Catholic and Anplican bishops met only when nsked to mret
with government officinls., There hnd been joint bishops' meetings
in 1978-9, but not since, IHe noted similarities with the points
made nbout Niperin in Fr, Akpunomu's personal presSentrtion
earlier in the day.




England

Mra, Tarrer presented ARCIC-II 6/1 (83). She stated that
Znglich A 0 hag three rmair items on its prescns agenda: (a) Join:
“tuds Guide =nd lucal recponces thereto; (b) tie Act of Bettlement;
(¢) Cozmunion ani Inter-Thurch Families, It ﬂOPfd soon to
prepare Wl cn reconeili-tion of ministries and "Apostolicae
Curs2" sna aleo on sral Theology. She cpoke of her positive
experience of tie Zoman Crtholic L-umenical Ceormission,

Cn Lir axd A7712<I che rnoted enthusiasm in Loncal Counclls
of Ciu ecres, ~.. _3ith snd Crder A'visory Group had begun the
prepar-iion - (Murch of Lngland's resvonse to ARCIC and
also tc LI.z, ":» L.eol 5ical Commierlon of the English and
Teleh Ko-an U~ laniie bighsps was aleo studyinz both dncuments.

Tnrre follio—~e -cme dircussion of Roman Cntholic hesitationc
concernins merteroh'n of the British Council o2 Churches,

Bighop Murphv-0'Csqmsr stressed thet, JLV(TtAPlF-u, Ilonan
Catholic bi- 5 1 mnat Catholics are committ~d %o Anﬁ1$can/

Roman Cuthol

Fleanr Snt 2 13ted that L'ch1 Councils scermed often to
flouraien in are -&.: grnve roclal problems. Hde emphasised

v lanol Laii?e 00 ihe cu-orerrtlon bev ecen bishops, of chaplaincéics,
el religicut o =1tiag The Common Certific~te of Baptism

In re~iy * Tmen Lereart, 2'v, Duprey sald the Unity
3

Beereteri-% rd ccnu I 'na to all Eniecopal Ceoiferences for
g Avsr AT -
fn, DA ez ~arw o against » superficial reading of Lima
Popfs~ray - v 42" #ald thed among Faglich Angicans fthe
most T“:,] d eorcerning ARCID are ultra- conrurv-tives and
ultra-literals, he rajority are haopily ~st nished at
whnt hee Dera a~ll 71, eves if thoy do ro: y»* rce how it can
B R . Trgrle e ot g clen> abcut the gnal of our
dinlozue.
Aviatrin ]l o

In the avrenc® of Bighop fslioy, Pr. Thovahill said thet
ralae “hie™ circumstances differ greatly.
Relatione in lpdnc - liave become much nore cordial and there are

- 3 -‘; t —‘7—1‘fl] ,1.-]‘ e :T"tiOTl:il
meetinge, ov-» the rears, t diccuss JROIC State ents were cordisl
but invariabls le’t much to be res-lved. In Australia there
weye mary rab=llz2lc to items already renorted,

A joirnc meeting of Angliean and Rouan Catielic Ecumenical
Connittees in New Z2aland in l~rech '83 pave a comorehensive
review of the scerc there includi.z comnon stucy of ARCIC;
Join lerpy schools; sharel marrirge prenaracion: local
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covenants; contacts betveen theolegical colleges; annual day
of Anglican/Roman Catholic ~orship.

Bishop Cameron said that in Austra’ia sociolonical factors
have a strong influence on Anglican/Roman Cntholic relations.
Th-re were particulrrly good contacts in Victoria. N=tionally
a Joint study guide is being prepared: in many resnects the

laity are well ahead, but he was encouraged by recent episcopal
meetings,

Fr.Thornhill said th~t a joint meeting in New Zealand vas
worried about the laity pgetting ahead.

Canon Hill spoke of the TV coverage of the Papal Visit

to Canterbury Catherdral and its beneficial effects in Iew
Zealand,

Fr, Duprey said thnt the Roman Catholic Church is a perber
of the Pacific Council of Churches and the Archbishop of Tonga
wvas President,

Fr, Yarnold vas greatly encouraged by his recent visit to
Au-tralia, lay peonle showed a great desire for re-union. There
wag some unofficial euchrristic shrring.

South Africa

Archbishop Butelezi spvoke of joint gr ups of Anclican/
Roman Catholic bishops and of a group of bishons and theologians
which vround up after the publicntion of the Final Re-ort. The
Roman Cotholic Church is not a member of the South African
Council of Churches but dioceses were free to belong to local
and regional councils. Councils can sometimes be too fnr
ahead of their constituent Churches. Some of the sane
ecumenical issues nrise in the Church Unity Commiesion of which
the Anglican Church is a member,

Mgr, Stewart supggested thot rhen. the ~si i
methodology, some thought ghoulg be piven ggmgglféggrﬂ%fgﬁssed

with n-tional /ARCs.

Canon Hill said thnt the link "as naturally mich closer
when a member of ARCIC 'ns also member of a mntional ARG,

RL.CTIONS TQ "FINAL RL ORT"

Roman C-tholic

Mgr, Btecvart said that so far the Unity Secretrri~t had
received only six responses from Episcopal Confrrences to
the Final Renort: th re were still some 95 to come. This ras
not disc urnging: there was cvidence of how corefully some
major Conferences “ere preparing their responses. But he rarned
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th:t the 81X no'' available wcre not necessarily an adequate
saple., Brief responses had been rcceived from Taiwan and
Nigeria, longer and more closely argued ones from Holland, Japan
and fustralia (an interim resnonse) and also from the Greek-
Melhite Patri-rch-te, Of the "Latin" resnonses four were

very pocitive about both the content and the method of the

Final Renort; even if they had certain criticiems on particular
points, particul-rly on as-ects of Authority II, these cri’'icisems
were offered constructively and, in scvera' cases, with suggested
pointers toards a resolution of the difficulties in nuestion.
One, Nigeria,is more reserved, "a good start...., but there is
still a long way to go". It 'ns noticeablc that only two
rcesponses took intn account the Introduction on koinonia. On
the Buch-rist some saw nred for further vork on Adoration and
there ere some ~uestions about Sacrifice. On Ministry one
Conference felt there 'as need for refercnce to Roman C-tholic
teaching on the relationship of a member of the epi-~copal
college t~» its head, while another was (n) dissatisfied with
the expression of the general/ordained priesthood distinction,
(b) coneerned regnrding the implications of the o~rdinantion of
women on the doctrine of ministry. On futhority sevrral felt
more ~"ork must be done on rccention, Msarian doctrines, ius
Aivinum, divine instituion, the nrocise stetus of Churches not
in communion 'rith Rome. The Confercnces took explicit account
of SCDF's Osservazioni and offcred rcsmonses to some of these
(though one bishop Telt thrse received insufficient attention).
By and large thcse first responses to the Report were
encouraging. The Meldite comment could be properly evaluated
only hen othrr Eastern rcsvonces were available; it 'was
critical of a lack of reference to Eastern tradition and of

a certain emnhasis on history rather than Tradition; whilc
unhappy ith some Lotin juridical terminology, the lclchites
felt that Anglican and Cnatholic paltions on authority are still
f-r apart (ecf. Authority II, 31). But thec overall tone of
this responce too was poritive and constructive,

Anglican

Canon Hill said the Final Rc-ort had been sent to the
Anglican Provincial Synods (26) for rcaction by 1986 in time
for the Lambeth Confrrence of 19(8 to 'discern the Ang'iecan
concensus'. This proccdure had becen agreed by the Anrlican
Consultative Council. The Synods had been rsked ~hether the
Final Revort was 'consonant in substance with the Taith of
Anglicans and hether it offcred 'a sufficient basis for taking
the ncxt concrete step towvards....rcconcilintion'. PReeauge
8ynods mcet nt diffcrent intervals no officinl reactions hnd
been received so far, but a number of provinces have commicsioned
draft resnonses from approprinate committees (10 kno'n to Lambeth)
and the Final Revort has been ''introduced' to three Synods.
The Anglican Consultative Council is encouraging Anglienn
Churches to hold togethcr discussion of the ARCIC Re ort and
Lima in the initlnl stages to demonstrate the unity of the
ecunenical movcment and the convergence of the texts.

It 7111 be rermembered that a nuiber of Provinces have
already mnde a provisional resnonse tn the earlier Agreed
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Statencnts. Some Churches hnve accepted the Buchrrist and
Ministry Statementc as statements of Anglican faith  (Canada
and the USA) others, while offering criticisms, cspecially
of Authority-I, have accepted the earlicr statcments as a
sufficient basis for the next step forward. Only one province
has given a clear ncgative.

Thecre have been many unofficial comments. Twvo of some
importance from a critical point of view are the Rerort ~f the
Church of Enpland Evangdical Council (drafted by Dr.John Stott)
and an article in the Modern Churchman by Professor Stephen
Sykes. On the other hand the Papal Visit to Canterbury linked
the theological and symbolic and demonstrated the depth of
Znglican commitment t- Anglican/Roman Catholic unity.

Fr.Tillrrd said the tvo prcsentations-fllustrated the
grave need for a hermeneutic of rccevtion on both sides. Some
reactions must be given more weight than othrrs - cspecially
where Anplicans and Roman Catholics were side by side nnd working
together ccumenicnlly.

Revd.J.Ch-rley thourht it imwortant that the ncr JRCIC
should pct to »ork on thc stages of unity if the ‘ngliecan
Churehcs were to give an answer to the second cucstion nosed to
the 8ynods.




Thursday, Beptember 1

0930-1100

Bishop Santer, in the chair, introduced the day's work.
Questions about justification are among our "outstanding d-ctrinal
differgnces“ and preliminary work had suggested a link with
remaining ecclesiological issues and with some moral questions.

Bishop Cameron presented ARCIC-II 5/1 (83), "Justificrtion
by Faith: Some Anglican Concerns",

Responding to questions Bishop Cameron thought faith a
conetituent element in the sacranents (though these terms had various
censes); also in his paper, while he referred to past views he
wne also summarizing a tradition str-ngly held within Anglicanism,

Fr. Yarnold asked whether Roman Catholic/Anglican differences
(21, 11) vere nrcessarily differences in Taith. Were there not
semantic differences, not wholly incompatible? Is the Anglican
tradition committed to rejecting the Roman Cntholic view th-t

sanctificntion follows justification,

Bishop Cameron thought this had to be looked =t, The rcal
problem is the way the immortant doctrine of justification has
been taken from all else.

Fr. Akpunonu asked whether there vias n contradiction in para. 2

"God declnres the ungodly to be righteous...the moral chnnge or
betterment". "Wh-rt is the sense of the word 'declnres'.

Bishop Cameron said this is the crux of the matter. 'Declareg'
comes from the forensic imagery of Romans. God treats us as no
Tonger #inners, clothed with the righteousness of Christ,

Fr,.Tillard queried the reforence to Justification per se
in 2.11i: can one omit from justification 'in itself' the fact
thrt justification comes from God's Word preached by the Church.

Bishop Vogel thought justification per se seems a dictionary
definItion rather than part of a lived reality. 'e must not
manufacture difficultics. Can God impute without imparting.

Mr, Charley was surprised that the word 'grace' did not occur.

Professor Chadwick said there was no problem about justification
sola gratia, Our cuestion concerncd gsola fidei, Are we affi~"
justification in so forensic a sense thnt all else is excluGeu., ..
so, a long dialogue lay nhcad. If not we have a marker here,

Revd,J.Charley held that justification and sanctification were
inseperable, though there as a logical distinction,

Dr, Gassmann said the Reformers emphasized there nust be goood
works as a consequence of Justificntion: to be declared ‘righteous’
was not a moral statement but one about God-man relationships,
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Pr,Tillard said that the good works of the individual were

preceded by the good work of the Church, preaching the Word of God

as the channel of justification.

Fr. Akvunonu said th=t every salvi f‘c ~ork the dyd'E@ntive was
God's; the penit Tent's firet resmonse under grace was to ackno ‘ledge
he had sinned, rather than to rerforn extracrdinary good works.

Professor Pobce sai

the New Testament forcnfic imagery
he image of 'horme' =nd 'Father' etc,

Revd.J,.Ch-rley said the forensic imagery was there, even if
as one of many. Justification unterlined the nrimacy of grace and
a true understanding of grace was vital.

Fr. Yarnold aske
connzection,

fu

hor we ghould understand faith in this

Bishor Camercn referred to Abr ah faith (Romans): resvonse
in obedience and total trust to God's unfertaking.
Fr. Duprey thought the category of reconcilir~tion a more

personal one, Roman Catholies agree on the gratuity of justification
but nsked "Thether it is extrinsiec or the beginning of a new
creation (hence its moral conseouences cic,

Canon Baycroft said Luther was concerned both with his own
experience anﬁ with the s:ver51~rt3 of God. This —as better
expressed by th*;-1C1 ion by grace th*outh fqlth‘ A Hebrer-

understanding of 'justice' wo uld be less 'forensic' and bring
out the relstio ﬁshlﬂ dimension.

Fr. Akpunonu seidi thn

t i
1 G 1
-

in a bi
richer. Through a Jjudge God de
kcd

1
4 ]
m

blicnl context forensic imagery
clared a man innocent, taking

him back as his child. God loo} on the penitent not to condenn

ut to call hir back,

o

Revd,J,Ch-orley said the Reformers reancted against a concent
of orrce nas a ‘*hln.'

2 : ‘ y Which 1lcd to an idea of justification by
degrees’, an;‘lﬂ-n: thought Roman Catholics' vier of justifiention
a8 needing completion by -rogressive sanctification - even in
purg~tory.

ProTessor ¥right asked what
defined teacaing Evange

precise roint of Roman Catholie
icals thought -Trong,

Rcvd,J, Ch-rley snoke of Trent's anatbemns seeming to cut
across the teaching »f the Reformers. 7Te need to be assured, not
just tH1ld, e nov agrce.

Caron Hill snid ARCIC-I's ncthod had been to look nt the
cl~ssical tex*= of both Churches to sce if there woas nevertheless
a contemparmry cemnon faith that the Commission could state
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Bishop Gitari said that in Kenya Anglican langunge about
being saved presented difficulties to Roman Catholics. Clerity
was needed on the terms 'Justification', 'sanctification' and

glorification’',

Fr.Tillard maintained that to go outside the ecclesiological
frame would be n massive task., 'le agrec on the role of God in
Justification, we ask why is the Church necessary - or not - and
vhat does it do. Hence, what 'faith' means in justification by
Taith. We return to the authority of the Word of God,

Bis§°? Murphy-0'Connor said thcre were different emphases in
our traditional waye of epcaking: clerification of terms could do
much to remove misunderstandings,

Dr, Davis osked where ARCIC saw itsclf in this exercise - as
products of history, as renresentatives of the pnrcsent Churches,
as chnrting a new future,

Bishon Vogel said we could not deny the past, ignore the
present, or neglect the future. Ve must 1look to a future th=t
can help us use the pre~ent to overcome the nast.

In response Bishop Cameron emphasized the importance of ;
whnt had been said a) bibliecal imngery b) 'justificntion by degrees
c) the rolc of the Church in vreaching the Word.

Fr, Yarnold thought it important to concentrate on issues
rather than ternms, "

1120-1245

Fr. Thornhill spoke to ARCIC-II 5/2 (83) "Problems of
contemnorary ccclesiology'. He now saw more clearly the link
betrcen Jjustification with ecclesiology. He agreed with Mr,
Ch~rley on the fundamental nature of grecc - what God has done for
the world in Jesus Christ. The Church was the community of those
to whom this was given.

In discussion Archbishop Butelezi asked whether a defencive
and apologetic attitude had conditioned Roman Cotholic ccelesiology.

Fr. Thornhill thought this true of Countcr-Reform-tion
ecclceiology,

Fr, Soane asked hov the naper rclatcd to thnt of Bishop
Camcron.

Fr., Thornhill said that Church was the community of
Justification/salvation/redemption/prace, but past terms could be
avnided. Could ARCIC-II givc a mcsoape of witness to the vorld
(the Good lNews of Salvation)? This would rcquire cl-rificntion
of the relntion of the Church to the World. The Roman Cntholie
Church hnd been too nreoccupicd wi th internnl mattcrs since Votiecan II:
ARCIC should avoid the same mistalec.




-10-

Fr, Boane askcd if the Reformotion arguncnts were not concerned

with just one point: the entry of the individual into the mystery
of the Church,

Fr, Thornhill agreed with Fr, Tillard that the Reformation
guestion of how the Church becomes a more effcctive vessel of the
Gospel h=d n-ver been answered.

Bighop Murnhy-0'Connor asked whethcr the Reformers'
concentyation on only two Sacranments hnd made the dispute more
acute (i.e. baptismal regeneration),

Fr.Yarnold argued that the Commission should not automatically
produce something substantial on ecclesiology. The task was to
isolate particulsr nroblems.

Bishop Cameron revorted that Anglican and Roman Catholic
theologians and bishops in Australia qucetioned whether koinonia
had been made to bear too much, and Canon Baycroft noted thc
Church of Englend Evangelical Council thought koinonia was
chosen to lead to primacy.

Sr. Boulding thought thrt all the earlier agrcencnts presumed
agrecement on the Church,

Pr.Tillard explained that ARCIC-I began with Euch-rist and
Ministry as these were primary elements of the Church. He rcfused
to senarate the nature of the Church from its constituent elements.

Bighop Santer asked which issues the Commission really nceded
to note., He said there was anxiety in cach community whether the
other acted in thc way it claimed in its theology. When discussing
proctical stevs a sound ecclesiology needed to undergird recommendations,

Dr. Gassmann said ARCIC ncedcd to present the existing
theological consensus on justifieation to» the Churches at large.

Bighop Lessard cautioncd agminst too hasty work prior to
resnonscs to ARCIC-I,

R-vd,J,Chorley noted that Church of England Evangelicnls spoke
of "ecalvation with rcfercnce to justifieation”". Salvation 'ras
part of the understanding of the Church.

Scveral mcmbers spoke of the importance »f taking account of
the Luthcran/Roman Catholic dialogue on Justifiertion,

Fr, Duprecy found ARCIC-I's concisencss helpful but its
ccelesionlogical introduction was so dense the reader ncedecd to be
in the bnth a long time!! There was » need to give recassurance on
both justificntion and ecclesiology. The two were linkcd by the
underetanding of salvation in thc mystery of the Church,

Fr, Tillard said the Commission ncedcd to see a 1link betir-een
the Church and grrce. The Church ns a prophctic sign of God's

grace,
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_ Fr. Thornhill rcplicd to the discussion. He was confirmed
in his carlicr impression that a vast trcatise on ccclesiology

was not requircd, Thcre was a sound implicit ccclecsiology in the
sacramental doctrine of ARCIC-I, What wae required was discussion
of the Church as the place of justification,

1600-1840

Bishop Murvhy O'Connor in thc chair said that in continuing
the discussion ' e needcd to delincate areas of disagrcencnt more
clearly. How, in terms acceptable to Anglicans and Roman Catholics
do we cxpress Justification in meaningful terms and in what sense

can we speak of growing in gracc. We must also speak further of
the role of the Church,

Fr. Duprey: Therc is no rcal Anglican/Roman Catholic
divergence regarding justification but there is malaise:
koinonia gives thc context in which to cxnlain what we understand

Py justification/salvation nnd its relation to the Church as
sacrament,
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Bishop Butelezi said how strongly Lvangelicals in South Africa
felt about this question.
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Smter thought thet in the Yest we suffer from Church/Clergy

identification, so fhrb the 10th century revival came about in parallel
to the 'Church®. The role of the ‘Church® is heard =s priests telling
reople vhat %o do. It iz important to have greater understending of
the newer sacrazmental understanding of the Church.

Pr. Tillard cnoke of the important onen letter of Evangelicals
in Vencouver and their cophasis that Churches with strons ecclesiological
convictions Werc a bhzsis of hope for the preaching of the Gosnel.

Pr. Soane drew att ion to basic morel issues arising in connection

~ith ecelesic logy =nd justification: the role and status of Church

teaching on moral iscues; the source of moral norme (nature ? Revela-

tion ?), usc of Scripture, reason, philosophy. '"hat is the effect of

gin (and of justific ,tlfr) on our ability to ¥10W  God's will, To
"virtues® (habits), & settled disposition, and how

he sgovereinty of God.

Some :o:b;rc then raised questions concerning the Roman Catholic
of indulgences and purgatory., To wh&t extent are these
cxprescive of the Roman Catholic doctrine of justification.

Bishop Cameron thouzht the conversation revealed there was material
for some consensus on justification.

1, Justification to be given no greater or lesser place than it
occunies in the Ilew Testament.

2 Juatification, as articulated in Romans, to be seen and interpret-
ed a3 @& forensic image i. e. law court - verdict and acquittal.
ication emerzes as part of an argument which ..as the
11°t1i1 ation,'wrath of God and the guilt of man as its premises.

4. Thers ic zn indissoluble relaticn between justification and
i
5. Justificetion in Romans confers a righteous status,does not of itself
Sp a8 1

is "Ra~ material” for a larger theological system -
1f it is indicpensable;it is also a factor to be
)

¥ —~ ~
such a systen.

Fr, Thoranill: God acts in the Church through Yord and Sacrament (cf.
. ard racc arc given to the vhole people
snited =ith their pastors rather than to the pastors for the people.
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Fr. Tillard thought the best way ahead vould be to deal with the
funct}on of the Chuich as the reconciling community. He drew attention to
the final tvo sentences of para. { of ARCIC-I Introduction.

Dichop Santer would add to Bishop Cameron®s list the rclationship
ol salvation to the sacramental order, cspeciclly baptism.,

Canon Hill and ilrr. Stevart thought that difficultics concerning

popular practices cte. could be discussed only vhen we had some
egrecment on the principles of salvation.

Dr. Davis pointed out that concern on these nractices werc rcal
anxieties for many neople. You canmot statc a doctrine until you know
hov it is to be put to work - above all in »nrayer . How does prayer
(and candles etec.) exnrcss people's understanding of the doctrine of
justification.llo=one mnts to 8uggest God can be sritched on and off
at will.

Archbishop Butelezi thought many €atholics did not realize how much

diversity there could be in devotion.

Prof. Uright thought ¢ could clarify the relation of devotional aids
to justification by faith. Roman Catholics could state they found
them useful but did not think they were justified by them.

Revd. J. Charley said that if it is to help,a devotion must be the

authentic expression of a truc Christian faith, ‘It hel»z me' is not

cnou~h. Therc arc doctrinal implieations and a pastoral taslk to be
done.

Canon [ill thousht LARCIC-I'g approach to Duchoristicdevotion might
be nore videly applied.

Pr, Tillard said we needed to distinguish (a) vhat belonss to faith
as such and (b) ~hat belonzs to the relizious expression of the Taith.
To reealize comaunion ¢ neceded to econcentrote on a vhile diversity
is posgible in b. This is not sinply an A C issue . It confrontz the
various cultures mnd so in at the heart of eccclesinlogy. / Church in

Mr, Addapur said thot questions of devotion and religious expression
must not be reduccd to mercly rationcl categories. To neglect cmotion
nesthetics, mystery in the religious exosresnion of various peoples
tnd perieds +ould be untrue to huaon reality.

Dishon Lessord e-2id that as e ocek 1o defend CGod's sovercignty
and to find & nlace for the Church, we muct nol forget the nerson -
vhose sovereimmty CGod's grace does not violcte, This may accentuante
gone Catholic/ vingelical differences, but we should advert to it.

In rcsponoce to Sr. Doulding, Revd, J. Charley said e have different

theolosies, "'e must discuss whether this diversity is occeptable
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end coherent with faith. Prof, Wright noted there werc not just
tro theologies of justification.

Canon Hill said in our Churches' preaching of justification =i
ever tems ¢ usec - jeonle need to be assured they have volue in
God's eyes dispite laclt of vorldly success.

Bishop Senter vas “orried lest concern for Godis sovereignt- seemecd to

[Sa———

exclude the actions >f his creoturces.

Fr, Akpunonu scid the Epistle of Jemcs ghould not be forgotten -
in dealing vith man God treats man as he is, not as object but as
intellect and vill as oblc to coaperate , Il¢ respects what he has
crcated.

Pr, Uo ne, agreein;, caid that discussion of how man responds tould

lead us also to wvhother justification is a process.

Bishop Vogel noted the paradox that neople with little appreciation
of the riches of sacraomental theolozy could show an equal grasp of
God's initiative in their 1life. There conn be a denger of using
gsacramcents as "works",

/Tter a brief brenlii Mgr. Stevart inforued the Commission of the Pope's
request for prayers for it ot the previoun day's General Audicence.

Pr, Yarnold spoke 2l the various stoges of work on ccelesiology.

"Then &1scu381n* practical stens the Comnission rould nced to look at:
1. i:lodels of unity - "sister'-Churches rather tth "united® Churches.
2, ™Mill and partiol communion.

3. The compatibility of the lroinonia-aodel vith regioncd unity.

At this stare the Comnission neecded to tackle:

1. The idenl ond the real.

2. The theolosy of Churches in schism (1€ astitude to Churches not in
communion) .

3. The role of the Church in thc ecconony of nalvation - iancluding noral
issueg.

and possibly:

2. Apostolic succonsinon mnd Remula Fidei (noted by GCDR).

Bishop Gente pooke of worrl issuese, The role of teachers in orticulat-
iﬂ;mfzit rr}'}%Cinwd much attention from RC theologians, but for
morcl issuces it anpeers that the laity nre told what to do by clerzy-
men. In doetrince bichops corporotely discern the sensus Lidelium  this
should more clenrly hanpen osver moral issues

Izr. Stowort noted that in Cotholic/uethodint discussion an mti-
thesin beteen "mathority” and "esnseience" wno goon Secen to e A
caricature. He elso dre attention to the raceas of nrenaration of the
recent USSA poatoral on the nuclear icoue. )




‘rof, ' right agiced, comparing this Tovourably with "Inter Inolgnio

4 .1‘_. T‘_l‘l:_g.'kl reit crated thoat Thmtroduction n. o w3 a ZO od framevo ric

TOY our J_ULUI‘\, "‘4_]:{‘!? — Tohan! i:&uc” IR ’['10‘[3 0]11}' a consce! uwcnee )f
redenntlon but a part of the offer of redemption.

Dishop Giteri osked et %the Church" was — loenl, regioncl, gynodierc
nachinery eote.

LPishop Vogel coferred to the opening sentences of para. { of the
Imtroddction of Jinal Renort.

=, Duprey agreed oid sov' this os o starting point for the integra-

justification, anlvation end the role of the Church and of thc

T ~ o~ §

right feound civlicalties in the waspecified ‘moral 1limits

to the waiversnl jurisdietion of the Bishop of Rome in

noted ginmilar concernn by members of non-eniscopal

1 x T the uonurchicel episconate. IT vod
2 -~--f;:,.,e)1: to drar uwm cenoniecl gpafeguards.

the trcreiss o

gtrcooed the link betveen ecelesiology and

cnthority. A gomc point Ghe question of the cuthority of curicl

Ifices »ould noed eloridicrtions
Fr. Thomhbill nohed Yatiean I'g difficulty in defining the scone
T orinatiel tenchiay; ad anthority: it ~as commenourate ith the

ollibility i tho Chuigeh itzelf, but jurdsdiction =as not for the
atruction of thr episzumal nature of the Church.

ro- ¢ drnger in pinning dovm oo obeolusely . bishoos
Goily wefined in consbitubional Termd.
Bishop auarphy='0"Commor saw the NCC s brinsing into reality
ble=m. IT-3 tenehiuy on the Chureh rhd bizhopa, bishops no lonzer
amAcrstard theidselyes r3  delegates of the lhljw See.

Prof. “'right thougkt that Turther cttention would eventually how
o be Tiven to wlversol jurisdiection if 1c wos 1o be rocomined

"
LY
2
8]

Dighon Caneron eaid baat in Jjustralis it had beoen agieed thet (i)

note attention Lo the ‘n-licen understmdin~s of primates v rouuiread -
(131}  there vere ‘umesti-nn aboul develowients vhich beeaio "“".’“.\:ntii’l"
iii) the Deelorction 0 Obedicnee to the Ivne by o new Lishon did

Tit peadily irnte on fmglic-wy mind.

1107
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fr. Yamold celled atbeation to ARCIC-I's view that somc difficultics

~ould no’u be resolved witil there o3 a new relationship. Thin enlled

cor & exeninction of “unity by stazes! |

Crnon Doyeroft thousht it imvortent to sec the good things in the
' rr. Ho had been helped by Pr. Tillard's book, but o atagc
of retting 1o 'm0 cuch other wos cosenticol,

L8P, Lt ort soid it rould be better not to retura to vork olready
done until nore fonicl reactions had been received.

TJ_i___hO? urphy--0°Commoer  swimed up the discussion as  showing nced
Tor “"0Y: on:

-

Peith ond relisious cxpressions of faith,
The role of %he Church ond selvation  Introduction to ARCIC-I,

. The recdd mnd ideal Church: cuthority and napsl jurisdiction.
. Hov* Churches can live in »réial communion

S

Dishop omter thought (/) best treated ofter the discucsion on the
reeonciliotion of ainistricy.

.

’r. Duprey urged sreat core in exoressing the faith of the Church
it =as in erLsnt %o state only vhat was necessery for foith. loral

4 ey

igsues verc not on tie scie lovel as questisns of Iaith.,

'r. soonce  seid thet the Church W86 mn instrument calling people to
salvation, Ho~ -ro thc Church to be faithful to the ord of God which
in Uerinture, ¢@e in o particular place and culture ? [low —as the
Church to bridze the zap Letween L‘U.l'LU.I"LZ- 7 Thie limited the Church's

cbility Lo mronounct
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Bishiop Ggnter in the choir,

Prafessor Ghadwick rrecented ARCIC-II 4 (83) "Mutval recognition
of separst -t sinietrice and Churches”, In the course of history

hot-recogritisn of orders has gensrally been a sympton, but a very
mairert and fecply felt one, r ther than a radical cause of
ivision, Divisisne have rroved very deep-rooted and tend to de
pelf—perpetusting, Moreover, it ia Aifficult to define sncranental
valiaity procisely . (Thug ARCIC I geve up attempts at a footnote
on the mubjeet) Me thought that in a ¢ neideration of recognition
1t w5uld be wise to inelude something on the euch-ristic memorial:
the Orurch of England Bvargelical objection to ARCIC-I renlly
ex e ased n Wonorhysite Chriatology. The mutual recognition of
ministries i» wuch wore 4ifficult if the eccleaiologics of the
two Churehes coneern ? are in o-positiom: ARCIC-I's 1arge
cnvegpnee in eceleeislogy is s source of hope., History 1s not
enenuraging hen -e r~ fleet on the world effects of schism, We
need to take sueh efficto to heart and to reflect on the large part
played by Aisputer about ministerial wvalidity.

(ref. 1.21) Lvangelical's Aifficulty
concerning ¢h, 5 was that 1t concentrated on the
Ruchroriestic Prayer and apparently made nc reference to communion,

In response to a ruestion from Prgfrasgf !;Lzhip 2£2§£!ﬁﬂl
Chadwigk sal® the Church of England had not in fact recognize
schism-tic orders (ef p,20) a matter of fact rather than of theory.

Professor Wright naid ECUSA had recognized eome, e.g. Reformed
Bpiccopal Church,

Bighor Vogel said a Cansdian commission was studying this.
Ir. U8A the 'nremature' srdinrtions of women had been Adeemed
invalid becaase af thelr laek nf ecclesinl context,

the 1320 La brth C nference had recomnmended

ths : elng equal, clergy from vagantes sects should
re geive conditionsl n Ain tion (very few cases). It was a
i1fferent aetter ~1th schienntics 'rom an Anglican Church.

Bishor 8anter (ref, + .17 (a) rcaid of “"permrnent consequences

for th erson ordained” thet this —as brecause 1t ~was a sinistry
of the Chureh, ot juert of » particular church; thet is the real
Ai7fieulty ahout su-rlemen’al ordination,

Archii sh Butelrd = rntion 4 senisne (Rome-Constantin ple;
Rome-014 C-tholice! thet hrave not led t- non-recognitinn of orders,

Pr, Scanc seked ~hether Professor Chadwieck thought it nossible

tc gee in the history cf this cuestion a eonstant policy whereby
the Roman Catholic Church deterrines —hether or not to et
the orderr »f miother Yody,
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Professor Chadwick thought this true of the medieval period;
but since the 16th century, with regard to Reformntion Churches,
the Roman Cntholic Church has taken a consistent position of non-
recognition.

Fr.Yarnold presented ARCIC-II 4/2(83) "Obstacles in the 'fay
of Recognition og Ministrics". In eonclusion hc spoke of the mattter
being political as well as theological. He urged the Commission
should not waste time by exnloring all the theologicdl avenucs, but
from among these should choose the ones th~t seemed the most
likely practical route to the goal we desire.

Bishop Lessard qucried thether the Congreg~tion for the Doctrine
of the Faith hnd said that it was a natter of faith not to
ordain ‘omen., Some discussion on the implication of Intcr
Insignorcs folloved,

Bighon Lessard raid the Luthcran/Roman Catholic dialo:ue
(USA) saw the norm of apostolic succession as flexible in an
emergency; the nroblem was what to do when the situation recturned
to normality. He nlso thought work on the Vatican archies might
be important, but not on the uncerstanding th~t thc cuecstion
dependcd unon it.

Dr. Gonasmann addcd th~t the Lu heran/Roman Catholic In ern~tional
dialogue was 'rorking toards a common exerci-e of eniscope and
common ordinntions,

Professor Chadwick said that individual gestures from Roman
Catholic bishons, while gencrous, vould not do. They must be
acting on the authority of their Church.

Bishop Gitr-rrl asked if there vwns any way of correcting pest
Roman Crtholic statements.

Bishon Murphy O0'Connor admittcd that Roman Catholic authorities
rarely did this but rather corrcctcd the balance by a complementary
positive statement,

Fr,Tillard pointcd out that no-one had cver claimed Apostolicae
Curae to be infallible,

Professor Wright asked who is the "Rome" that ARCIC vas
addressing., Shouwld ARCIC be consulting the Congregation for the
Doctirine of the Faith?

Fr, Duprey uncerlin d Professor Chndwick's a“firmation that
the rce-neilintion of ministrics must be seen in the context of
thc reeoncili-tion of Churches. Are Anplicnn/Roman Crtholics
reconc'led in Tnith? In this frame the nuecstion was nut in n
"new context". He fclt thot until hoth Churches could say they
sharedthe same faith discussion aboul reconcilintion of miniectries
was acndenic. It wns unicalistie to go forvard on "nresbyteral
guccession" or any eolution outside the Eastern and Vegtern
tredition of apostolic succesion.
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Profcssor Chadwick was not intercsted in asiking Rome to
recognize Anglican Orders as an cnd in iteelf, Though in it=elf
a symntonm, the non-rccognition of orders wns a cause of alicnation
in parishes,kcenly felt by many clergy. There vwas a vicious circle

as this prevented the desire for unity. A ray of light vwns nceded
on the ground.

Professor Wright assumed thnt it vns for the Commission to
decide whether it follo'red the nethodology of its nrcdecessors -
Thilec fApostolicne Curae was a Roman Crtholic nroblen, Anglicans
hnd an oblig tion to help them find a solution.

Revd.J,Ch-rley insisted th~t our concern 'as for thc unity of
the Church. Headway would be uade by an agrecenent in faith.
Professor Chadwick hnd shown the Church's nuddle over ninictry
as it as the biggest obstacle to rcconcilintion. But in the New
Testanent ministry is to serve the Church. The New Testamcnt norm

vas fidelity to faith and Chrietlikc character; ninistry wns to
serve this.

Fr., Duvrey said he hnd no intention of imn~osing a methodology,
but the Commission neededt wvait for an accentance of ARCIC-I,
He admittcd thoat there werc tensions in Rome: the reconcili~tion

of Churches presentecd nc7 nroblems and therc ere different anproches

to them,

Bichop Vopcl nlso snoke of some Unitcd Statcs opinion on this
being an inonportunc time to raise the rcc ncilintion of ministries;
hovwever this wview ignorcd ARCIC-I, Time went on and ocoprle now
ccascd to rxpecet 2 vthinﬁ to hanncn. The Commirsion could begin
by saving thot the "new context" was.

Archbishon Butelczi spoke of the nain of not yet being avlle
to share communion,but this wos a fruitful nnin,

Canon Baycroft snid that if Anrlicans and Romnn Cotholics
could say they shared the samc 1aith nnd Anrlicans acceptcd e nme
panal jurisdiction, thc Pope would have to make n decision abtout
the Anglicen ministry. Anglicans, ho ever, wouvld have to be
to e nditional or rven abgnlute ordination.

open

Sr.Boulding snid our alrcady prriial communion imnlied some
degrec of me~bership of the came Church. This wag the insight
of Vaniican II, If we are partinlly in one Church then ¢ shnre
in some way in minirtry.

Canon Hill eaid that work on stops or stages tovards full
communion wnuld nut the discussion on orders in eontext.,

Fr, Tillnrd insisted on speaking of reconcili-tion r~ther
than rceopnition of ministrica. lMany Evange'ienl friends of his

nccded to be reconcilcd! The Commission should begin with th;
Church as koinonia, Tht Peonle of God preccdcd the minietcrs,
He did not favour Conger's vicw of "eeonomy". In the Engt this

annlicd only within a Church,
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Bishop Gitari found it difficult to accent 're-ordination’'.
Mutuality wns imnortant,

Dr, Gassmann asked whether ARCIC should be thinking of models

of rceoncili-fion or be concentrating on broadening agreement in
faith,

Sr.Boulding thought the oriination of women an ccclesial
questiog,

Fr.¥arnold thought the Congregation for the Doctrine of the
Faith'c Decelaration exc'uded the ordination of women as an area of
permissible diversity - He thought work needed to begin now on
mutual reerncilistion of ministries in vreparation for a hoped-
for positive resnonse to ARCIC-I,

Bishop Vopel asked “hether there could be agreement on the
level of faith Yut diffcrences in theology. "/as there a middle
ground bet een ‘de fide' and discipline?

Profeesor "right arpucd for rccognition as a stage towrards
fll reenaneili~tion.

Uishop Leagsard asked mhat the Anpglican Communion had to teach
about relations between Churches which did and did not ordain
vomen,

Fr. JAkpunonu thounht the Commission was avoiding the actual
arguments of Anostolicae Curac.

Mrs, Tanncr and Canon Hill spoke of Lambcth Confercnce 1978
agreeing not to break communion over the ordinantion of women. But
thcre were tencions in living thigout. Mrse. Tanner continucd
that the Minietry text of ARCIC nogsed nroblems of recention for
somc ag it wae not clear whether it was indlusive or exclusive.

Canon Eaycroft mcntiored the problem of women and the
episcopate,

Biehoo Voriel spoke of some in ECUSA who held of frith that
women nu:f75ﬂu1d not be ordaincd, Ther remaincd in one Church
bccausc this was not at the ton of the hlerarchy of truths,

Bichon Gitari asked whether the solution 'ns for Rome to
abetain but Anplicansto go ahend,

1700-191°

Bishop Murphy-0'Connor in the chair cxplaincd plans for
group work the following day. Under the general rubric *The
Beclesiolopy of Reeoneilintion' twe proups would consider 'Salvation
and the Chureh' and tvo 'Steps towards Full Communion'. To nake
proposals concerning the problematic nnd the method of wor
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Fr.Thornhill anid Roman Cntholiecn enn ﬁlvt the imprcsoion .
of simply sitting tipght concerning the rrdination of vonrnrb‘cquab
of the authoritative attitude to this, It 10 n hard ngﬂntion
about which to rcach n judgcuent, It would be unwisc for Lthe
Roman Cmtholie Chureh to mnke a nudden move to the ordinntion of
wonen, but we arec noglecting the development of mnny minictrica
already open to vomen, and thnt mirht help to 2 elearcr judgement
on the oucstion. The complex valuco involved must bc C”r;fully ;
welghed: the basic value of Christian unity and thL.nFLl to nv”ii
further obstacles; the asoiration, n gign of the times; ninistry
as service, not privilege, and the manncr of scrviee should not
beeomne an obstacle to unity.

Arehbishonr Butelczi: There is 1ittle controversy UV‘Tm1°5“n
distributing commuion and d ing other ministerinl works. The

problcm arieer over ordination,

Bishop Santer said thnat while ordinntion wns to = gervice, the
Church was a human lnstitution and in fret all the power was
exerciced by men since nuthority waer linked with orders.

Mrs., Tanner caid it was right to enoursge wonmen's miniotrics,
but the guestion of thcardination of women would not go away and
a way munt be found of spcaking to 1it.

Profcssor Pobee s9nid thot in Anplie~n discusnion the thought
was naturnlly towarde nntionnlly nutonomoues Churchcs, But sometimes
an appeal to one's own cdture could be an cxcuce for doing nothing,
Peoplec need tn be encouragecd to cxnnine the cultural and social
context from a theolopicnl basia,

Bishop Vogel onid the confrontntion with cultures could not
te avoided., HNew erention in Christ was a chellenge to every
culture.

Fr.Tillard apoke of n rcecnt conversation with Orthodox in
which 1t was snid they were not 'formnlly' ageinst the ordinntion
of women but belicved thrt such a deecisgion must first be taken by
all the Churches of the Cathnllice tradition topether. 8ince
such a deceision dealt with the structure of the Church, it could
be acecpbecd by an Ecumaiienl Council, Otherwiage it wns 'a nin
agninet entholiclity',

-
. Akpunonu: the Eiblienl Commisninn has shown that Seripture
a5 guch does not c¢xelude the ordinntion of wmen, thoush thor
arc o anodentie arguments agninst, e necd to be yradud and
Pf:w'ct peorle's cul turnl cenoitivity, He honed ARCIC could say
there 1o nothing thoolorienlly uncound in the ordinstion of wemen
but would other Churchoe hold on, so an not to hinder the ocupieme
rand of unt b :
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Frofcssor Wright said that the Anglican Commuon is a Church
of the crthollc tradition: cach tradition (Anglican, Roman Catholic,
Orthodox) had ite own ways of doing thinge, each with ite advantages
and disadvantages, Could or should ARCIC soay or do anything about

it at present, given Anplienn diversity and Roman Cntholic/Orthodox
reticence,

Revd.J, Charley with refecrence to Fr. Tillard, oaid the
emphacis on "Cathnlic tradition/apostolic succcssion' 1o a false
may of thinking. We must not unchurch the non-episcopal Churches;

the apostolicity of n Church is not to be determincd by the succession
of bishons,
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Bishop Cameron said thot the reasong brought forward against
the Ordination of "omen come from very varied traditions. The
Evangelical tradition has found no Scrintural basis for the Ordi-
nation of VWomen. Is not this question o symptom such as Prof.
Chadwick spoke of earlier. ARCIC-I looked at the RC model of

authority and paid insufficient attention to Anglican models of
authority and primacy,

Fr. Yarmold, with reference to Fr. Akpunonu, said it would
be politically unwise so - say there were no theological arguments
against the Ordination of Women. It would be better to explore
pluriformity of practice and ask whether it is possible for the
Romen Catholie Church to be in communion with a Church that .apcepts
the Ordination of Women,

Canon Baycroft, speaking of the Canadien experience seid, there
are theological arguments for the Ordination of Women and there is
an urgency about this you realize only wvhen you have ordained
women. The issue is t00urgent to be postponed. To wait for an
Ecumenical Council is to propose a perfect solution in a united
Church: ve have not got one. If we really believe we discern the
Spirit calling a person we must be prepared to act.

Canon Hill said in a divided Church no Church can say it ceases
to have authority to take important decisions., Is Ordination of
Women so intimatly linked to the structures of the Church that it
requires a Council ? Can a separate Church take decisions and in
the end say to the Universal Church "is this of God" ?

Mgr. Stewart referred to the Versailles A/RC Consultation on
Ordination of Women (1978). He was disappointed that more had not
come of the relevant resolutions of ACC-4 (1979).

Fr. Duprey expleined something of the background of the Ver-
sailles paper and its reception.

Dr, Gassmann mentioned the Anglican-Orthodox document (1978):
the Lima text, the Lutheran/Roman Oatholi¢: Report on ministry.
Is the problem to bo seen at the level of discipline or of faith
(as an Ecumenical Council would suggest) ? Is the real problem

?

for Roman Catholics the role of tradition °

Fr, Tillard asked whether we have the right to do something
vhich makes unity impossible on a matter which is not of necessity,
Should the R.Catholic Church or Anglicans ordain a woman bishop the
Orthodox would find an Ecumenical Council imposaible,

Bishop Vogel thought that given tho integrity of our Churches,
each vith its ovn authority style,it would be absolutely wrong for
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Romen Catholics to ordain vomen and absolutely right for Anglicans

to do 80. DIven so ceach Church could honestly recognize the other
gacramentally.,

Revd. J. Charley asked whether Ordination of Women was to put
a block in the way of unity., The Spirit has led the Church to changes
through the centuries in a ministry for the service of the Church.
Ordination of Vomen is not altering the structure but widening
elegibility for service.

Conon Bayercft oaid unity is more thom patching hierarchies
together. "e must lock to the unity of humanity.

Archbicshop Butelezi said the Roman Catholic Church could be ready
to move in a different direction if shovn comnlementary aspects ete.
vhich made this not a reversal of tradition. But how can this be
related to the understanding of the ministry as such ?

Prof. right ccid that for Anglicons it was a necessity to say
"yes" to the Ordination of Women, given the local style of Anglican
(representative) authority structures.

_ I'r, Thornhill snid that an unquestioned tradition was not
necessarily en obstacle, Vatican II norms for a binding tradition
vere that a question had been raised critically and decided.

Bighop ilurphy =0'Coninor said that Roman Catholics did have
theologzicel reasons against the Ordination of 7omen, c.g. the cele-
brant's identification vith Christ the High Priest.

Prof. Chadwick noted, in response to Bishop !furnhy-0'Connor,
that Anglicans did not take a purely functional viey of priesthood,
Hovever, was it of the ocubstance of vhat the priest did in the the Church
Pucharist that it could not be performed by n woman ? Trent hed said.
could change all but the substance of the Sacraments. - Some
acceptence of Ordinntion of Women had been necessary at Lambeth 1978
as the consequences of not changing viore more serious than change.

Ilrs. Tanner vaid interprecting the celebront as persona Christi
in terms of the malcness of Jesuu had the consequence of denying that
it was the humanity of the risen and ascended Christ that is repre-
gented by the celebrant. Chrict repreccente the whole of hwnanity.

tgr. Stewart said thot "recasonn of Tittingness" sometimes had
to be reassesced, At Lambeth 1978 +the vill to mointain communion
w2y impressive.

Dighon llurphy-0fComnor thought that the wnchanging tradition of
:)mezhing go central to the actual 1life of the Church vng itself




significant.

Sr. Bowlding , referring to St. Thomas, said a sign did not need %o
represent naturally what was signified, Purther, the primary sign in the
Lucharist was not the priest. In some societies a sign of leadership
was aptly male, but not in others,

Fr, Duprey said that Roman Catholics and Orthodox had the duty of
explaining more adeguately their opposition to the Ordination of
Vomen, In front of the fact that this has never happened, can it
be interpreted s the vill of Christ or in sociological terms ? He

did not think there were weighty theological reasons other than the
fact of tradition.

Canon Baycroft note@ that there lLiad been n faulty theology
trodition of submigssion of viomen to men.

Prof, Pobee +thought more inter-Anglican and inter-confessional
dialogue was necded, but 'political® difficulties were raised for
Anglicons when the other Churches which do ordain women were 2lso
taken into account,

Revd, Jo Charley noted it was not until 13th century that the
Church saw that slavery was against the vill of God.

Prof, Chadwick noted that the late patristic and medieval view had
becn influenced by the thesis of Ps - Ambrose that women were not
made in the imaze of God. Ausustine thought otherwisc.

or, Boulding called for wider discussion on what it is to be a
vioman in the Church.

Bishop Vogel noted arguments against Ordination of Women based
on the Eucharistic imagery of Christ as the Bridegroom.

Prof, "lright wondered whether the woy forward would be to set
out poasible optiono.

Nevde J. Charley coutioned against vasting time; therc was a
diversity of views on both sides, ARCIC should indicate the problem,
state that comething had happened mnd state how far this was a
blockege.

Bishop [Turphy-0'Connor thought the Commission must ultimately
tockle the problem,

Conon Bayeroft wanted to lmow whether the Roman Catholic "politicalr
negative vog short or long term. Unity with Rome would curtail
Mnglican flexibiliyy.




lurphy-0'Connor thought the Church of England SynJik "
hat meny Anglicans were prepared o vait, for the sake

g 19
ol
i

L -
g

saus had to be exemined in relation

] W 1A T = W :
Fr. Yamold belicved the issu
s ma = N
to the recognition of ministries.
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Did ARCIC-II nced to say this ?
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Saturday, Sentember 3rd

091

Bishon 8anter, in the chair, introduced the day's groun work as
set out on the shecet circulated to merbers,

The groups met 0920-1215 and 1630-1830.

The Patriarch of Venice, Cardinal Mareco Ce, precided at lunch,

Sunday., Sentember 4th

0930-1215

Bishoo Murphy-0'Connor in the chair.

The Revd.J,Charley introduccd the Renqort of Group A: ARCIC-II 8 (&3)
He was struck by the closeness of the Rerort to Group B; but Group
A also contai ned references to Bantism and Euchrrist 25, asaurance (3),
New Testanent teaching on rewards (4),

Fr,Tillard l1iked A; but B insisted more on the role of the
Church. A and B are complemecdary.

Fr. Duprey loocked t- a subst-ntial continuation of ARCIC-I, In
response to ARCIC-I many had asked about the Word of God in the life

of the Church.

Profcssor Pobece nrescnted the Re-ort of Group B: ARCIC-II 9 (83).
He drew attention to the references to ¢ ntext (b); the contemvorary
context looks beyond Burope, ¢.g. libteration discussion. The Group
had also raised zcme nuentions of method not included in *he Report.
Should thepaners pronoced be scverely -~eriticised by smaller groups
(whether or not these could actually med before sur next ncotlng)

Dr, Gassmann asked whether the Commlesion sheuld continue to
tteat two subjects or major on one,

There was a discussion vhether study of the Marian Dogmrs
should form part of this nrograme, Thia would be logical but
a) could wregent us with too much materinl and b) might better dbe
linked with the discussion of stena towards unity as n diffTiculty
which '"will not bc wholly rcsolved until.....our tvo Churches have
1ived together morc vieibly in the one koinonin' (Authority 11.33),
There wag need to distinpuish the content of Marian doctrines and
the binding force of the Marian dogmra. There io relevant naterial
in USARC's imminent naper on anthropelopy. (Bayerof't, Stewart,
Ch~rley, Ynruold, Hill, Lecsenrd),

Pro caornr Tright paid the 8acred Conrregation for the Doetrine

of the Fnith had raised the issue of ecclesiology.

Bisghon Santer 3aid the reaction fron the Romnn Catholic Church

is not yct complete,

:'fdr'~ Stcwart thought that the prosraamd propoced in A and B
would ineclude much ceclesiology.
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The Revd,J,Charley noted the relevance of the work tpe Commission
would eventually have to do on matters not fully settled in the
Final Report (Infallibility, Reception, Marian Dogmas).

Group B had had some discussion of purgatory and Indulgences.
Though not central doctrines, practice and misunderstandings could
make it necessary to speak of these - whether incidentally to a
treatment of 'growth' and 'rewards', or as a later elucidation.

As yet the shape of a Staterment on Salvation cannot be clearly
foreseen, but a background naper on their historieal context.and
present Roman Catholic pr-ctice (very different from that which
Luther criticized) would be of value. People need reassurance if
practices in some placcs seem contrary to what we have told each
other in dialogue. Paul VI's dscurment Indulgenciarum Doctrina was
clearly relevant. These qucBtions should be taken serigusly but
kept in proper proportion to the overall work (Gitari, Chrrley,
Santer, Chadwick, Pobee, Tillard, Gassmann, Cameron, Soane, Stewart,
Murphy-0'Connor).

Fr,Yarnold was uneasy about the latter part of Group A's
nara.” 3 on the logical priority of justification,

Revd.J.Cherley said the stregs was meant to be on 'logical'
rather than t- surgest a time scquence,

Fr., Axrunonu thought para. 3's 'God's decl-ration of acauittal’
was 8till in over Torensic language,

Revd,J, Charlcy pointcd to the wordd 'emphasizes the new
standing of belicvers in Christ',

Fr . Thornhill said para, 3 rcferred to one image. It vas
qualified by para. 1,

Professor Wright askcd why pora. 3 rcferred only to the death
of Christ,

Rrvd.J.Charley referred to Romans 3:2° and Bishop Vogel to
Bucharict 5,

Profcesor Wright also acked alout para. 3 'appropriate by faith'
(once for all? ofﬂon?).

Revd,J,Charley referred to low Testament use of the norist:
the sten of faith and the econtinuing attitude of faith.

Dr, Davis said we were engaged in n cntholic and universal
exercise to try to ntete the aspirations ete. of a world-vwide
comnunity of faith, expressed in 'any ways, cultures cte. This is
a 'viecarious' task, He nointed to four ¢ necerns which should be
borne in mind: 1) The need for the de-privatization of religion,
salvation, justifieation. This had political implicntions.

The individualism of the Rcformation period found new expression

in eoloninlism; 2) De-nbaolutisation - we must not absolutisc any
Qne cul ture. Surprizingly, the 1list in A's vara, 1 dAid not include
liberation' and 'emancipntion'; 3) Snlvation is for the whole
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creation, We must not forget the ecological dimension - man must
free him~elf to be in harmony with the whole created order; 4
There are ever new manifcstations of sin in the world, e.g. the
shooting dowvn of the Korean jumbo jet this week. We necd to look
at all these asnccts of sin,

Bishop Ginri agrced, but varn-d against making salvation
too *ide; opersonal receneration cte. mu-t not be left out.

Bishop Santer took thec chair.

Fr. Yarnold outlined Group C's presentation, ARCIC-II 10 (83).
He notcrd that the quotation on p.2 was from Lima. The group had
come to the conclusion that ARCIC should do some preliminary work
on "Steps towards Full Communion", but its priority should be on a
matter of faith, "Salvation and the Church" (i.e. 4 and B
recommendations).

Mrs, Tanner noted a differcnce of usage between papers C and
D due to confusion over the meaning of "partial communion”, i.e,

for eme it wns the present state, for others the next stev.

' Bishop Vogel called for an historical investigation of' the
sister churches nodel
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Bishop Lessard reminded the Commission of the A/RC larrisge
Commission's 1975 Report (with reference to n. 4 of the paper).
Work had also been done on marriage by Diocesan Ecumenical Officers
in U.S.A. He asked whether the reference to the role of the laity in
1,b was exclusively Anglican. He wanted an examination of R.C.
developments as well,

Mrs. Tenner ond Canon Hill gaid it wag intendcd to be
inclusive,

Fr, Thomhill +thought the new Canon Law allowed for the
possibility of thc laity sharing some jurisdiction.

Prof, Wright asked for some smplifications of the para 3, n. 1.
Anglicans heve determined to maintain communion between and within
provinces which do and do not ordain women. The Anglicen Communion
must not expect more of RCC than it does of itsclf.

Prof. Chadwick then introduced the work >f group D: ARCIC-II
11 (83). The group was concerned for the meaning and consequences
of "partial communion”.

Archbishop Butelezi asked if the group had touched on Church/
State relations. Was the English estaolishment a problem ? Anglicans
coming to South Africa sometimes felt "room to Ytrxr=-the"

sudile

Sr. Boulding, agreced that the Royol Supremacy and appointment
of bishops in Englend was a problen.

Dr., Davis was concerned. that noral iasues were to be left till
Prof, O'Donovan joined the Commission. In the Caribbean gambling
was an iscuc in the raiging of Church funds, He also thought litur-
gical pluriformity an issuc of major importance. Church ond State
issues werc wider than the Church of Englmand; the Pope was head of
the Vatican Statec., What of the mission of the Church; these could be
helped from Foith and Order and other dialogues.

Fr, Tillard put before the Commission the choice of concen-
trating on divisive issues or on the whole life of both Churches.
Our mandate was to look at areas of division so that the Churches
could come tegether in one communion. ARCIC was not a council giving
to the Churches what they nced for their intemal life.

Bishop Murphy =0'Connor gaw the nced for work on both misunder-

standings of practices nnd the lack of joint pantoral activity. He
asked whether the Churches were not already living in partial com-
munion.
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Dr, Gassmenn: ARCIC now moves into a new situation, not only
because of the wider membership, but also because steps to full
cormunion involve the concrete life of the Churches. ARCIC~I spoke
mainly of thc ideal, not the actual.

Bishop Vogel agreed with Fr, Tillard that they must pursue
obstacles to communion, In U.S.A., all the Malta recommendations
had taken place, but with little effect . There was a nced for
sacramental unity. It was like two people at a cocktail party vho
say they must have a meal together, but never do.

Mzr. Stewart said  ARCIC was not the only point of contact
between our Communions, There were ARCs, ACC/SPUC discussions, and
bishops® meetings etc., There was nced for closer collaboration
between ARCIC aond ARCs,

Bishop Santer was glad Church/State relations had been raised.
It was not only the appointment of bishops but the parliamentary
brake on worship and doctrine. He was glad group C raised the
question of Sister Churches in the same region. Institutions side
by side go their ovn wayss; competition results; and they go on to
justify their differences. He doubted the permanent viability of two
commurdons gide by side in oneculture,

Bishop Gitari spoke of the pain of not being able to receive
Holy Communion at the Roman Catholic Bucharist (in the Commission,
and olso with reference to an exchange of pulpits, Group D, 4f). Was
there 2 way of receiving opecinl permission for cccasions such as
ARCIC ?

Fr. Duprey complained of & decep allergy to ccclesiastica
arallelism from " his expericence in the Middle LEast. It was Catholic
tribalism, Chalcedon had deccreed onc bishop in one place. But
paralleclism was the best that could be done in some circumstances.,

Revd. J, Charley insisted that ogreement on the fundomentals
of faith was the priority. Only then could each communions recognize
the other. He spoke of an unresolved tension because RC teaching
seenned %o say it woo the only Churche He was not convinced by the
'subsistit' languaze end wag concerned with real mutuality.

3r. Boulding called for pressure from ~uthority for more
than casual collsboration., We must not do geparately what can be
done together,

Prof. Yright pointed out that what was already happening
demonstrated an cxisting, portiol communion. What did it mean that
there was already =0 much ggrcement in faith that the Malta recommen-—
dations were being carried out ? What could ARCIC say about our
present state ?
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Bichop Ilurphy-0'Connor said the main aim was to cxpress a
comnon faith but he was concerned about +the next 15 years, The
Churches were closer but this made things morc difficult. While
secking agreecment in faith, was the Commission to try to speak
to the local Churches in the meantime ?

Prof, Chadwick spoke of the recognitiocn of the Roman primacy
ag crucial to the achievenent of full communion. What wes the criterion
for the recognition of catholicity ? There was a paradox in that the
more RC claims were orchestroted full bross the more difficult it
beconmes for Anglicans to accept them, If the Pope said he was not
nccessary there would be an Anglican landslide. Authority IT wes
addressed to this question ond pointed to the recognition of the
sec of Rome as the focus of unity.

Archbishop Butelezi explained that Vatican II did not solely
identify the Church of Christ with the RCC, ‘'Subsistit in' did not
mean this,

Revd, Js Charley replicd that thec Church of Christ could
be said to 'subsistit in' the Anglican Communicn.

Bishop Santer said the Anglican Communion had never claimed
to be the whole Church,

Revd, J, Charley said "merecifully not",.

Canon Baycroft saw mixed marriages as an area for an immediate
step. It was frequently on the agenda of bishops' meetings of ARCs.
A move forward would be o very powerful stimulus to Anglican/Roman
Catholic relations.
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T
MONDAY, September 5th

Bishop Santer, in the chair, proposed a programme for the
Commission's future work.

1. It should take as priority preperation for a paper on "The

Church and Salvation" (including Justification) in the hope of
nmaking substantial progress towards an agreed statement. There
would be need for three preparatory papers in the light of groups
A and B: (a) Scriptural backgroaund on doctrine of Salvation, etcs;
(b) Historical controversies and their modern evaluation;
(c) Doctrinal paper on the role of the Church in the
dispensation of grace,

These papers could be the basis of the work of a sub-commission before
the next full commission, Dr. Gassmann would supply material on
relevant Iutheran/ Roman Catholic discussions.
sight

2, We must not 1lose of the concern for "Growth towards
Full Cormunion" ‘(Groups C and D). He proposed that the North American
ARCs be invited to take up two overlapping themes: (a) the exploration
of the notion of partial communion: (b) further study of the reconci-
liation of Churches and Ministrics.

3. The co-chairmen proposed that they write in their own name to
the chaimmen of national ARCs to ask whether there are ways in which
ARCIC can help them and they can help ARCIC,

In discussion it was agreed that North American ARCs should be asked
to make a contribution to the Commission's work on the basis of the
Report of Groups C and D (not provide n draoft statement).

Revd., J. Charley hoped that in view of the degree of unanimity
already shown, somec sort of preparatory draft on Church and Salvation
would be ready for the next meeting., A statement would be a real
boost to relations.

Fr, Tillard hoped that the work of North American ARCs would
involve not only presentation and evaluation of existing partial commu-
nion but also somc critical explanation of recent loss of enthusiasm,

Bishop Santer also hoped for some theological explanation of
less than full corrunion and not haedrax. to canonical regulations,
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It was asked such 'practical' work should be restricted to
one region. Because of the over-view at the start of this meeting,
it was more important to get the 'why' of partial communion than
its concrete expression. The theology was the same even if the
situation varied. Response to the proposed letter of the Co-chairmen
to all ARCs would help towards a wider viecw,

Fr. Adappur spokxe of the need in many regions for further
study of the Final Report. It is clear that there are areas where
it is 8till unknowvn. The Commission recommended that the two offices
(SPCU/ACC) should continue their efforts to encourage wide study of
the Final Report (This could be raised at the forthcoming 'Informal
Talks' in November).

Several members of ARCIC were members of National ARCs, Their
advocacy of ARCIC concerns could well be helped by the Co-Chairmen's
letter. It must be remenbered that National ARCs varied in structure,
status and efficacy. Some would be glad & information about study
material and the Engldsh vibliography (lrs. Tanner). The Co-Chairmen's
letter was a preliminary operation and should be distinguished from the
recise request to the North American ARCs,

Since U.S. ARC and Canadian ARC are distinct bodies, care would
be needed to achieve their co-observations vith each other (Dr. Davis
to join). Grour Reports C and D would be a basis but should not
restrict them unduly.

Fr, Tillard, Revd. J. Charley and Fr. Duprey reninded the
Comnission that Church and Salvakion was to be its primary work.
Experience had shown the need to concentrate on one thing ata time.
It was agreed that approximately six days of the proposed eight
should be devoted to the primary theme. This would leave spece for
progress reports on the other issues.

Knowledge that we arc looking at Justification could assist
reception of the I'inal Report in some nlaces and was in no way a
criticism of the former comnission.
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The Commincion then angreed i
ALlac i it required three papers on
Church and S8alvation: o " g

a) Seriptural - Profcssor Pobee (in consultation with
Fr.Alpunonu)

b) Historical - Profrssor Chadwick (in consultation with
Fr,Yarnold)

¢c) "Church and Disnensation of Grace" - Fr.Tillard (in
consultation with lir,Chrriey)

The papers would bc nrepared by the end of April with a view to
n mceting of a sub-commission (to be named by the €o-Chairmen)
in May/June. This would hope to produce a final draft to be
distributed well before the n-xt full mceting of the Commission.

Don Germano Pattcro came to bid farewell to the Commission
%nﬁiwas warnly thankcd Tor the warm welcome we had reccived in
enice,

Dates of next mecetings

1984: Wednecday, August 22 (p.m, - arrivals) to Friday, August
71st (a.m. - denarturecs). Probably at Llandarf, Wales,

1985: Tuccday, Auguct 27 (p.m.) to Thuraday, Scpterber 5th (a.m.)
1986: Tucnday, hurust 26th (p.m.) to Thursday, September 4th (a,.m.)

It wae re-ortcd that 25,550 copies of the Final Renort had been
50ld by SPCK/CTS. Thir took no account of the North An-rican
publiching figurco, nor of thoce of the French edition. German,
Spanish and Janancse versions werce nlso mentioned.

Protessor Chadwick nskcd at what stagc n navcr on the
tc~chIng nuthority of the Church on morals would be required,
Bishon 8anter caid Group A had feclt this should be left until
"Justi 1cntion" was under way. Perhaps initinl papers might be
comnissioned next yoar Tor work the following ycnar, But the
liorth Amcrican ARC's trcatment of partial communion should spehk
of mornl issues if thoy were an obstacle. Fr,.8ocane agreed, ns
did Fr., Duprcy. Fr,Tillard insisted that the Commission should
not Aeal with all moral issues but in relation to authority.
Fr.Sonnc, ~grecing, nlso spoke of plurnlism, Rcvd,J.Chericy
—e¥cd whire moral insuce fitted into the logienY progession of
too thourht they came into the wider discussion of

aining isesucs of ARCIC-I,

worlc. Tl
authority, prrhapc with e

It +aa arrecd the Scerctarics would summarize reactions
to ARCIC-I a5 thcy breame availnble,

of econfldentiallty it was nagrecd to follow
the nroctiec of ARCIC=I, Papcrs could be used freely with the
nermission of their author. Drafits could be sharcd with
regpongible persons copeeinlly 1in relation to work invited by
thc'Camnivﬁinn; they should however be "pegtricted",

linuics should remein eonfidentinl to the Commiceion,

O the i1ssuc




1610-1700

Bishop Murphy=0'Connor in the chair,

The Commission discussed the draft Press Release, ARCIC—;I
12/(a) (83), preparcd by the Seerctarics, After diccussion, 1n
which a number of points were reised, it was agrcecd thr@ the
Scerctories should redraft it for approval by the Co-Chnirman,
(Later they approved ARCIC-II 12/(v) (83) Final Version.

Bishop Murphy-0'Connor thankcd mcmbers and staff and Fr,

Duprey cxpresscd the thanks of the Commicsion to the Co-
Chnirmen. The mccting cloecd with Evening Prayecr.
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