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ARCIC - I I 80 ( 88) 

DRAFT TOWARDS PREPARATION OF fEXT ON "AUTHORITY, PRIMACY 
AND COl'1MUNinN" (c:1',ARC I C 11!'1:ter of 14th Sept. 1987) 

We have no in t ention nf repeatlna 11.1hal: haa been stated in 
ARCIC I's lengthy consideration of thia ~ubJoct in two 
Agr&1;1d Statements and an E J 11cidatio11 (c:1'. The Final 
Report, PP,52-98). We take tor grantRd tha place thQGa 
documents must halve .as 111a r.ontinun to ser!I( tha \llo:\~lS 

tow.ards the tul.ness ot corr,111Ltnion bet111ee11 m1r t ~,c:, church11!'1, 
We urge their more r:irotou11d sturly, in order that the 
important principles they havl:! formulated mau IJa mora 
fully appreciated. 

While I.De F1nal Report noted th a t ·t: 111'.!I i5 an area in 111hich 
probltims to bR rosolved still rP.main if an agremri,rnl: in 
all nssentials is ta be reached, it also rnada clear 
important matters upon 1111'o1ch c:iur t1110 traditions a~e 
agreed. The fellowing deserv~ to be rec~lled: ll A proper 
understanding of all forms of authority in the life of 
God's peL11:>le muet. be grour,cled in the under!lta11di119 fJf tt-,e 
communion which constitutes the very life of the Church 
(cf. F.~., lntrgduc:tioo., AJ.LslmrJ..tJJ-1 n.1 l:!tc:. ), All 
authorit~, even that of Chri!Jt himself, 1s for the ~aJ:e ot 
ccrnrnunion: communion with God in Chri5t through the 
Sr:>:l r it, and commun 10n of men and 1110,nen with <!<!\Ch other in 
Ct-,rist <i:t. f.-1.naL_(l~otl, Intr1Jduc:'1:ion, n.5>. 2) fhe 
first authuri1:y which is "ac:tive in tt,e Cl",urch" is that: at 
Chrjst's Lordsh1p through the ~ct1on of the Holu Spirit 
!Authority I n.3; cf. n.ll. 3) Christ's Lordship 1s 
e::err:ised in thfil Chu,Ach by the autht11•ity of his word 
1 i v i n g i n 1: h e 11.1 ho l e Chu r c: h , i 1 l u r11 i n <!I 1: e d an d a pp I i e d 
through tha action of th~ Hol~ Spirit; thBrefore, the 
recognition of what l:hra Lcrdohip of Chri9t reqLrire~ of hia 
p•ople ie eha~~d in by all mambars cf the believing 
c:omri,unit::~ (Authority l n,6). 4) Tho a\Uthorit~ bEllonqing 
to epiecnpe - ~ gift or the 8pl~it for tho maintaining of 
apo5tolic f.ith and rlght order in the Church's lifQ Bnd 
communion - "belong6 primaril~ to th• bi$hop" <Aushoritw I 
n.5), who must "diacern" tho in3i~hta which •merQ~ within 
th11 b11lieving co111mLri ·l:1,1 .:ind "c;iive .uthor1t:,9t1v~ 01: prl!B!!lion 
t.o them" (Aut.horit!J....l. n.6>; he "c<!ln require the compliance 
necfnrnaru f:rJ ml'llntain f,tdU, and r.:horttv" l11 l:hl!' 11Aily life 
of the communit~ <~itth.QJ:1 . .t~LJ_ n.5; cf. !;J1g:lcfi!.!.1.QrL n.5). 
5> rtus f:1:.11?...t:fl~ is e i: 1::•r1_1 s ed b u tl,C! C:hur c h' s bi •1l1ops in a 
c□ llcgi~l manner (/\11,!"J1Q!:..1!u.-l. nn.13, lllll. 61 It h~long!i to 
th~ b i ~hop~ of "principal" s eoe to fos ter this collegi~l 
acttnn <8.!1£!.llF~lJ- ~ nn.11, l~l. 7> While Ag1· e e111e11t could 
not be found concern1n9 the ul1: i11, ,'ltE1 clatr?rndn,::1tio11 of t ho 
sr.npa of t.h,.i Ro111,1n pr1me1 c !,/, l,.:ir-gl! -r11ao of infJrQl!'n,t.m1: WC?r~ 
recognJ;:rad, in p,Jrtir:11lar: th,::1t it .its ,:"llr>d to bl! i.ln 

gp i...a£:Q(:g_ serv i ng t ti n l.(..Q.l.ll!JIL\.,:I. ,'If· t h P uni vurs"' l J ov11 l 
( t'l.LJ.!li.!2!:.il!:L.l. rrn • '23, 2'• ( d l l , ,:11 11 rl to be ,'l "v 1 u i b 1 1:.1 

e:rprr~ssion" of the unlt\J 1n 1. r11 l· t1 o t' thP. r.1,risti..:1n 
community 111t"dch 11; "tt·,e 11iill of (5od" (f~l11cj_t:!.~~Jr.11t n . 8) • 
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II 

The F1nrll He.e9.1:_t or ARCIC I t1dcno111l1HJgr,id that its 
discussion of .:!!Uthor1ty in the Church c:n11cernRd itself, 
for the most part , with th~ epiacop~ of ord~ined member s 
of the Church, giving aa itn rea6□n "that this waa the 
area wher~ most difficulties appeared to B~19t". In 
malong t.hi.s e::planation ii: al'3o pointed t:c a numbgr of 
+:c-nts in which ii: had been mad<! cle,Jr H1ilt this e::tended 
treatment in no way implied~ rla valuing of the proper and 
active role of other memlJe,·s 01' the CIH1rc:h <f:l11c.1-gc1t&on 
n .4) . A further r,.-flec:tian upon th~ r(!!lllttonsloip betwemn 
these two roles will h~lp to clartfw important aapects of 
this quast.ion taken tor grant:~d bH Ib..!L.f.i!l;.d_ Reegrt, . 

It is the Lord'!5 a1Jthnrity u,hic:h, b1:1fore all t1 l ss, ruhrn 
the Churr.:h. Thir.; ,authnril·y (g_iL~_Ll!) carries for toard 
God'e fi~al triumph ove~ all evil, aiving grou nds for hope 
vv&1n when from a human poiwt of view there is nothing lo 
hope far. If: fi.nds Q>:PrP.s s:ion throui;ih 1:h~-f: obed1enco 
111hi c: t', faith r equi1•Rs (r.r . Hon, 1:~; "!lkouo", "h!:Jpal:ouo"), 
an r:,bedienr.:~ 111hich is realized 1n the c:orrorrron ser.1rch uihich 
leads al 1 1nembers of the Churc:I", to oJ communion in wo1•d and 
Si.\cr.iment. 

It i~ this same authority of the L□rd which c:omm1~51ons 
the t!!pi!.'lc□el!. of the ordained ininistn, . ·rt.oir a11tt',ori1:~ 
can be s,;dcf, in I'\ t:l!rtain !3cnse, to "ref lei:t; Chr i ~t'!! 
authorii:~" (Authnrif:y I n.7) when l:hl!IJ epeol, in his nc1me. 
Th@re is a distinction to ba mDde, however, between 
al5r,ec:t~ of thfi! ordained rr,inistl·!JI in s,1cramental 11,1nistry 
Christ'A g1•ace- 9ivin9 prrn,a-nr.a t11ltill'!I !'de covcnilnl:ed 
rrorni!ls l in the pretl'lr.:hing rrrinistn:1, I,1s qrt'r.e- 1Jiv1nq 
presence finds full expresoion only at it iE faithful to 
his mind and wi 11 ,Hi ~xprossed in I, is word. rh~ru- rarrra i no 
a fur t:her asr,ect of QP~COPfi to be con!3 i dared, namal y its 
Jur•iedictional func:tion c:Htd cl1'3ciplinar!,.I .authority, whiclr 
in practice has variod in dj rreren t times and placas, ~nd 
wh i ch neede to bl!! the subJ1?ct ot fu1·thl1r dh:; c:uunJon 
batween U!I . Evan though ·the latter 111erl.! wi lien by God 
himself , tt;s enac:i· n,ent:s .,re 11ol: nec:l!'u '!laril~ ~h 61 lilHPr e !l s ton 
of God's will. The ,3Uthm·it!:I ;rnsociat:ecl 101th !;!_P.t s cop" is 
not- to be conf'uned 11tith th~ Lo,·d' A cwn .-uthorif•1.~. Tt 111 
compJetelu eubord1n~~od to his, anrl atandu Jud~Bd bu his 
divine £1uthr.H"i t lJ or, thu l.11:te)r rinrl~~ t;! :,pr!! !:1 9l □n t h r ough 
the obe.>dir~11c:c> of feith 111ithin I: 1,e Cl,u1·r:h' •11 t:ommu111on . 

Tht.l' ser.:ond v .. 11: ir:.rn Coun c il put thEHIF? prinr:1pl f-! !3 l>euond 
all doubt fnr Rom,,n Ca1t:holic~ <ct. b-.ilf!l.en~ .!Htll.t..!.Jl!!ln . U; l)nl., 
verburrr n. 10). J]l.a.£.l11.itLJie.e.Qr...i 1:)~l!lrl !, i mµl iAG that 
;,;111b~--;::-n of tho ccllrrmi r,rnton b1,di1~vt?d t hc1t 011r t wo c ommunions 
g t ,oulrl h,Jve no rlit-fJ c:1lltu in ,·r?,u: trtng Pl ouLH1ton t ii.,l 
ag1•ee ir,emt- o n t-h ,-,. n.=lhJ1· 0 of' tr, o , .. ,.,J ,::1 ttcm!lhi1, bi-h,,eeon tha 
t.ord' s r1uthnr1 t H crnd t l ,,1 1. b1~lnnqi11g tn U,~ E:.'j>i '3 t:upe_ of Urt:l 

orrJa 1 nerl 11ri 11 jg t-ru . 
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III 
Within our two traditions, different Jurldic.111 &1nd 
constitutional forms f□ r tha RH~rcise of episc□pe h~va 
evolved and ~rl!! in the process or evolv1ng. Wt1 111u6t aasi, 
-' mutual under !1tanding cf tha!.e, in order to m;il, e c!ITI 

~v~luaticn of them in the light □f th~ principl~s which we 
5ha,~e. 

The! Anglican communion, wlnl~ rL1 ~ainin9 a common t:r r.1 dif:ion 
of order dnd gov~rnm~nt, h~a davolop~d differing terms of 
Ju~i9dict1on in different places. T he orowth of ~~nodic~l 
gove~nment ha~ brought tnto being~ high daqrew of 
consultation in thQ formul"'t:ion ot Jurjsdi1:tio11al 
pror:es!lea. Thane proc:aliiGfHi invL1!ve bntt, cll?l"9Y and lait.y, 
both in their formula t ion and in thei,~ i, ::acutiL1n. Thew 
al5o include in pl\rt tho a ::arr:1 s 1!' nt flE.U!S9E!l• In .;in 
~nd~avour to b~ sQnaitivra tn Patt~rns □t culture dnd bro~d 
aapirations, the Anglican tradition ha~ developed a 
d i v~rsity which has given th~ op1~copal off1c~ a 9r~~ter 
or leseer degree of JuriadJction ~ccording to a loc~ll~ 
evolved pa tt~rn CCf. APP~NDIX: "Authority in thra Anglic~n 
Commun ion">. 

In th&! Roma1n C.atholic Church, H,1? e::erci5e of ~.e.t:,coe!!:' in 
the servic:e of cc,mm11nion hc1s bee n hin,;iad on thR rel@ of 
the local bishop and that ot the college of b15hop9 under 
the headship ot the Bi~hop of Rome. In tha P•&t thara has 
been a lack ct sufti~ient coll~,;iialit~ within the coll•,;ie 
and a lack ot adequate congult~tion of tho l•itw •nd 
pr1egt~ . flowl!!ver, ~ince V""1: ican Council II th•r• h.as baen 
a marked growth of coll~gi~lity between biGh□Ps and 
bat111raan the col lega and its head. Similarly, there ha<s 
been a development of a varialu of structure• to ■nabla 
the proper consultation of clcrg~ .and l~itu .and to involvQ 
them in tha proc~~ • of making d~ci8iono. More t im9 is 
nsP.dad for these changes to re,1c.:t, a f'ully satis f ac t ory 
st•ge. 

Tha Final Raeort r:Jf ARCIC I has made clear tr·,L\t, despite 
scm,e unresrJlved i e9ur.i~, a11 imrr,an!!e- common ground in 
11nd~ratand.t119 of' auf:hortt11 alreadi., a><it11tn. ·n,e r19solution 
of' ,~eml!lining diff1cuttia!S call •!I for "tln inc:r<l'ilDO ct 
fidolit~J" in r asponse to tt,e call ot God CV.:itic~n Council 
II, Unitati_i;;yi,_djnt![91'\l;lt1o n,6> w1tt'iir1 each of our 
tr a djtion5. As we 5eek th1e c;,rl!Jc!lter tidl!.'litu, 111,., muot 
li!'Sten to th~ c:onstrucf:ivo crif:ici s;ma m.;i dli b~ m1r 'i .istEJr 
church. 

Anql i cc1ns would 1:ri tir: h H? the f:imi d ity 1111th 11, f,1 1: h the 
no11,.~11 Ca tholic Church t,,.-H; ln,r~1 ,,11111nt:fid LI,~.• 1-11• inc.: 1 ,~u~ cif' 
collagic1Jit~ 111hir:h 111 .il a. ,;1t' f' ir1111rrJ b't.l tt,e srar:011d Vilt ir:an 
Counr.11 llrid 111htch i!:i of t u11da 1r11:,11t ,31 J i.111part ~ 11cm trJ th e 
crnnrt: i sra- nf fil~rnea 111it.tdn thR Cliurch'g ~SlH!lnl: tc1l 

crJ11irr1urdon. They 111011.lu point tr.1 f: f,e alo1JJnP.~t1 w1+1i 111h1ch 
the Rn man 1.cJtl,nl ic Ch11rr.l1 l1~r, b1~1wn prQPrll"Cid ln yivu- non­
ordain€d n,an,bie1~s an rJ ppor t unj l°!:l to r.:ont1·1IJu t l! t o tt, e 
dec1oion r,; 111hich !3hr1pa l: ht=i Cl1111·ct1' l'i Ii /' a i n t h R L1.1rd. /\i. 
t:t,ny onvJ s.1qr:1 -1:111? p ro~ pnc t n1' fl r e otor.a t inn c1 ·f tul l 
r.ommu n i 011 f, e,, t1111?en o u I" t1i,o t.:l,u r r:t',r~ Li, Anq l 1 i:an!l 111ou l u a!il( 
whr~ther th e:? Ro man f.nl:hol i c Ct, 11 r cl, l,1!1 !!1 r11 v on •.:iu1• ~1 c: 11?nt 
refU:1ct1on l:o tl,e 11,dnn1.!'r ln 1111 , 11:h lf,t!' A11 u l1 c c1n Cl,urcl, 



- . 

en P. r c i s e o f ~)S ?..£:l! E£1. tul t h in t he Chu1·c h ''::i pss enti a l 
rommun1on . rhe4 wo uld p u i nt to tt, e s loumess tJ1i t h 1,1hich 
H ,i- Romu1n Ci' tl ,ol 1 c: Chur c h hc1s IJPP.n pr epa re d t o gi v a non­
o r de111e d 11,e rn b 121·!:. ,,m oppo r t u n it!J to 1: o nt1· i buta to 1: he 
de cis i ons l11hi ch c; ll ,,pe t he Chu1· r:h's J i f e in the Lord. l'\s 
they e nv is~g e th~ pr o s pect o f A res t or~ t ion of f ull 
Ct:llr,munion between ou r t:111 0 c:hurclies, Anglici\ n S would ,i111k 
whather t l ,e ncmil n Ca t h o l i c: Church Ii .as g iven nufficient 
re rl ec t i o n to t h e rroi\n n e r in whi ch t h e 1'1111-lican Church 
wou l rl ba ask ~ d to rel a t e l:o !: he Petr ina pri macy, s o !:hat 
1: hn aqsu r ,:rnce u l 1· 1?a d y gi. v en b~J P.!!ul VI ma1y be fulfilled: 
"T l, ttr~ 111 i 1 1 be no ~!!!eki ng t o l l?S'3en the llifgi tim.-te 
pr c;,s t tge -"lid tt-1e 1uortl11.J pa t r; nrnn y of pie t y ~nd usage 
prop e r to t h e Angl ica n Chu r r.:h ,,,hen tt-,e Aom,,n Catholic: 
Cliur c:11 - t l ,1!i hu mbl 1'! ' Serva n t- o f tt-,e Ser v ants o f God' i!l 
ab !~ to F.!mb1·.ac2 l ier eve ,· b 1;i loved S is t er in the o\Uth,rn t ic 
c om1r,un i 1J n of t l ,e fa 1111 Jy o f Chr a a;t" ( 197 0 r~aferenca?). 

Fol" th01r pc1rt , n on,an C."ll: t.ol ic~ umu l d s ee the An',ll i can 
Clo11r c:h .:\S h ,"\V i n g di •sp ] a y c,d i'I 1· 1rrdd J ty in l: he e ►< erc:iRe of a 
d9 c i9 i v e ~ e iscope , 1 11 no t b ~ing able t o ~pe a k w i t h~ 
un i ted vo i c e in d e Al ing with the c h d llengeg p r esented by 
t:ho Ch11 rr.:h ' s r.:on t e111por ,"lry s i t u at ion, so t h"'t a t tirr.es. 
• comprel ,e ns i v1sn 5i' s s • '51!en,s t c, become do ctr i ni\l i ncoher'1nce. 

Tn n s lth~r 1Jf· o u 1· Chl1r ch c~ a r e stru c:t.ur!!S of .;iuthorit:y 
c:CJmp! .-tR l y fi Hed . A t t h i!l ti 111e in which the Sp i rit. of· God 
1 s c a l l ir1g u SJ to r enP.wa. l, each Ghu,• ch may well lea rn fron, 
th~ o t h &i r , l'\ n d tl ,u ;; a chi ~ve tiA bet t er bo!ll.ance, sh1,1ddtn9 
s n me of i t ra own wea lcnP.ssea ,!nd c:1 cqui r ing <ao1ne i.:t-,i11g of ·the 
other' u at r ~n9ths . 

IV 

n ,e d a l i b 11 r ati o11s o f AR C I C I ma d !2' i t c lei11r tt, a t tho 
pr i n ct r>a l d i ffi c ulty in r9 .1 c-ldn9 c1 c:ommon mind on the 
q JJ t!'eti on o f «iU t hoi- i t: y in th• Ct,urc:h c:oncsrns the na1turB- of 
tl1e P■ tr1 ne o f f icfi. Th~ F inr l Hnport's discuss ion of th i a I 
o f f ic9 hA a led Anql icans t: o r Ar:ogn l ~e that thaw do not 9Bli' 

~RP~ r ation fr om t: h a PCJP~ a ~ e osAnt ia l to An g licnn 
trl9 n t 1t-y. As a r:0 1111 e1111en r:e f: h~y a slr t hPn1'!'11!lves 1J1h .n 1; the 
p c1r,act• 11,ec1 n ~ i n ~h e l i f' e L,f t: h 1,1 RrJ 111 c1 n C,-. thol ic Clour c h, oi\nd 
hlllu t hR nd 11 1 1J l. r y nf t hf' rope r.m tl d i;:;t r a n gthen l: h i? l i fe and 
wit n e ss of t l ,u A 11 gJicc1n Cl,urchP. o (C f. 1"111 9 ltc~n 
Con!;u} t a t ivli' Cou11r.:il , !;nrrn.:iu n l~e e.nr..t , 1987, r,.6Lt), 

1 11 thr.> 111 tc:> r e s ts o f nu r com111on \;Pi1 r ch for II r e u olu l: ion ct 
o ur di ff 12re r ces, t l1 6! non, .. •rn Ca-t: hnl ir: con,mun1on mus t m~ lce 
c l ea r t o Ang l i ri\n,; - t: t ,,~011 g h r en AWt'l d r e f lscti on, a11d a 
pra r. t1 cFJ v er y c o nsc i ous or U,i;, n11cd t o r 12mov11 unne c !iG Eiilr y 
alJs f: F.i c l e s l:u r eu n i on - wlwt is ma 11 11 t wh en it is cla i mi,d 
t t. a t.: t h P. p c1 p ~ l c, f f- t r: F.! i " " ,n ~ i g n n f t he v i B i h 1 e le o i II o 11 .i ~ 
Ciod wil ls l1Ji- !·ha Cl ,u rch ~111<1 ,'111 1n•1t r u menl: th r ough whic h 
u 111ty i n d ive r r; il: y is r F' "' l i za rl'' <F i n a l fh~(?_91·t , /'\u t:l'i ority 
II , n . ll>. 
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A11glic:.;i.nB - ,"\nd, i.111.Jr,H:.>d, H1J11,~n Cc'\thoi1c:11 tht11T1selve-.; - will 
f .:1 i l to a f'l P ,~ e c: i.1 t ti! t hr~ f: r u e 11 ..\ ttJ r-e of th i !3 mi n i o try , i r 
tlieti dn not: place it: within i:ho conti1::t w1r1 hi!lv'-' alrrrndy 
ou ◄:J ined . UndP.ro;tood ,,d thin f: ld1i contr<>>rt, 1:ho P~•:rine 
af•fic:e 1T111r;t ba 1,H~ern ,'.'\a nnR Llf' the veiri<.!ty of gittw 
best□11Jed, in Christ:, tor t:I,!! s1?rvir.1:1 of oth.ars C 1 Pnt 
'◄ =10): the bearor of this nfficl!' does not giVI!' unity t:o 
the Church; he i~ callRd tu s~rv~ and give expre~~ion to 
th<1 unitu which is a gift at God himself! the f c.dth 111hich, 
together wiH, his b,~otho,~ bisho ps, he mugt articulatl~ is 
the fc\ii:li 111l1ich liVR!i in tl,f' 1ut,nlR Cl,urc:h thi-ou~h 1t~ 
obedienr:I!' of f.;iit;h (lh:m, 11 ~q cf. v~tice\n Council II, Q.tl 
v ~1" bu 11, , n • 1 ~ > • 

Roman C;;\-1:holii:ei sel!' t:ht? pri111oi\C:4 of f:hr., bi!.3hop of rtorm, a!! '"' 
mini!31:r!,l of unity and communion 1n the univsl"Sl\l Church, 
Thciy eee t.hi,; r,rimac4 au udllerl blJ Chrir.t., -'- hie gift ·to 
tt,e Church. It· in m~ant: to b" u viniblo l"ou,,drlf:ion f·or 
th@ uni .ty '3lld communion 111hich Chrigt wigheo hiG Church t.o 
posse11111. In 1:he word!! of Pope P,wl Vt, it; i." i11t11nded to 
bD "the indi~pen~~bl~ principle ot truth, ch•rity and 
unity; a pagtor~l mission of guidanca, of sarvic11 -nd ct 
brotharhoorl" <28/4/67>. 

Thus, the e :1ercis~ of -tt,e prim,;icy is Justified in so far 
as it is~ true sarv1ce of unity And co~nunion at the 
universal level. It i!:I vitally important th~t th• 
fostering of unitu through -n ~nnrcise of prim~cu bl!' 
bal~nced by a spirit of collegial1t.y ~nd ~ raopect for thn 
~utonomy ot lccAl Church~~, en6ur1ng that Chri5t1~n 
fretedon, giv&s l!!'XPB!HJion t.c ~ haalthy catholicitw in thi. 
lite ot the univ•r~al Church. 

In a rRc~nt talk, a Je~dinQ An~lic:~n ecumanist askad tha 
questior11 "C,!n tt.~ uanivar!!l\l, in11r,edioltP-1 ordin.i'll"IJ 
Jul"isdlction cf tho popn bPcome ~ lcind or r•narve powar 
for coping with~ cri~i~ or- ~c~nd~l, rather than th~ 
Ju~tificat-ion for A d~t~il~d ~entrali~~rl bur~aucr~c~ 
lli:ternpting t.:o do tl1R impoo;rnible?" To a1rnwer thi~ quo1otion 
it: ,,,..,y l,l,IP f:o rJ1 s t-ir1qui'!!lh bE!+:wenn d1-:::r.:ir:il,nr1ry or 
-dminislrative authoritt.i and doctrinal uuthcrity. 

ff Ad11,inigti· r.1t:1vr1 ~ut: horitq 1r; lricih\ 11 C'ent.rali::ed in tlil? 
Church, it cJoi:15 bacome b1JrPc111cr.~tic:; 1+: rlo1:,s tgnd l:o 
!'5n,ol:ht!r he~l th!J plur"1lism And f·rr:;,edom; it doli1& hi.cnmeo 
15e}f-perr,1:,tudtinq '-'11<~ cnlf-,J11!sf:1fying, losiin9 ni~ht: of tho 
fact -t:h~t it e>tistn f:o footer r.:nu,n,11n1rm and catt1ol1ct1J, 
not to r.tif-ll! ~nd dQ1;t:r•oy it. A p1~oper uncl1Pr1>t<\ncllnq of 
the Patri.ni;, 1:., ff·ici:o, 1"101t.1RvPr', rf1•-:.i;nr:i ,1l:e'l it f1•om tt,f'! 
dQvr.lnpml!n t nt "contr111!;::t-r1 ,~cln,i111otrr1t1vP 
rr-i•!ror1sibiJ1ty: "H,r• rJ:1t.re11,P r:011rrdli::,,t\rm nt tt,P 
c,,t-h1::>Iir: Cl,urr:h tr; dllit> not q1mpl!-J tn f;ha P1:1t,·1nR ofr1i::rt 
but to it s bP. i nq cnnhi !'lnrl 11111-1, 1:1,P. Pl1h• i.:1r1:hL1l func:t1on 
wl,ich tl,e bishop of 11111110 lJr,'\dllc'\I hJ fl'l!:.1111,l!'d ovur the;;, wt,olA 
of Lcil: i n Clii-Jsti a ni l:i,J. Uni foruoi ~l/ nt Cl,urc:I, 1.--w .;111d 
liturgl/ .-~nd ti,!!' ,;ippolntn1ia11I· tif IJi,,t,rJpr. b!-l !tom~ ,'\rrJ•,1~ f r om 
tl,r? c:lose union of' tti,~!!ir> h,o rJffir.~t;. In ttiu future tl,r,y 
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!lh o 11ld be 1nn r e t:: le"'r l y di s ~1n g ll i shed" (Jr.Jseph R,1 t :.- i nger, 
" P ri. mAr:y :rn ti E p i st:□p .-u-;1~" , Theq_L__Qj_gen t_ 19 ( J 97 l> ~ • 2 06 • 
Dra r:;c r 1b i ncJ +hr.? s1 t ur1 1:i o11 of th !? 11u1rJy Gl,u1" c:h, th1 9 a ut-t·,or 
wr iteai: " RtJ me '.-; pr i ni"1 CH, • • l,l'~ direc ti onal s tg11il· i c: c1nr:e f o1• 
tl ,e un i h J of f ai th, liut ii: has no st 1" ictly ad1rd1d. str..1tivr.1 
ch ar<"c-f: e r" ,p .. °'.Ql3 . ( 111 the di ~ t i 11<:tio11 bot1111?t!' n f;l ,e p;Jp,"l 
"I nd p.-, tri ar c h-"1 1 r.d' t ices , c f . a ls1J, J. l'1. R, Till,;i r d, I!lli 
fil. a ho.e__Q.LB.g1n~, pp . 4 9 - 50). 

Tl,us, if t he l\nglic1111 c:omrnllrlitJn we i· a 1Jnitad 1.1,i+.h the Romiiln 
Ca t.hcilic: Gf·,1Jrc:h, 1,10 rrray l r:1 011 fm•hrard tD i t:u bt'!ing 
r,~cogni::: erj ,ii !:! "' b ep.\rate Pn tri.=:1rt:hai:e, rHt a 1ning i t,; 
adrr,in1 ,;tratt v e a nd - disc:ipl i n ,~r y c\U t□nomy - with "t.he 
u11i v1=>r s ;"ll, irrirnedi "' to, ordjnc1r ,-1 Jur1sdj 1:tion of the popP." 
b ~comir1q "a ld nd o f re9 1!rvt? p,:1wPr f or r.oping with a eris.iii 
ur ~~a nd~l" (It should be po i nt~d out th~ t tha word 
"ordinary " j~ u s Hd by V~t1 c ~n Council I in thi5 con t e x t in 
.;, t 1c•r.:hr11ca l c:arion i 1:c1l sensR, to memI "co11n&cted c111d 
i 11,par tF1d w i t h l::he o f f i t:e, not- dt!leg.1ted" . It due!i' not 
me an t hat it 1 s t o h~ e >:t?r- c: ised tci 1r,lt'et the ord1n~ry day 
~D d ,:1y n e l!td6 and C/! 'Ses that oi4 1·i se in an~ diocRse - which 
s hould be the ren po nsihili t y of the loc~l b ishop). 
Jndeed, V~tican Council I s ayg of the p~pal Jurisdiction, 
" This: power of th t! s over~ign ponti ff in no wa!J o bstructs; 
tl,e ordinN1rY and immediate Pl1Wl!!r of !ipiscopal 
.iu r isdiction, by wh ich th~ bishCJP'3, lilstablist',ad by th11 
Holy Spi r i t , as succ:es9ors of the ~pestles, t~ed and 
govern as true paGtors the flock committ~d to ~ach on&, 
Un the con t r a ry, H ,ir-; power is a!1!3orted, st1"en9thenad and 
v tnd 1catPd bw thR s u p r e me a nd untv~rs~l p~stor, ~!3 Grooory 
f:ha Gr e at "li14B: '' My honour i s the honour or tha unlvorsal 
C:l,u1~ c h. My honour i s the ,:;olid s t r1111gth of ir,y brotl,ers 
( i n t he spfscopal dignity), Then am I truly honoured, 
wh ~?n honour ic:; not dP.n i ed 1-o r;rn r.: h one to whom it is due' • 
<Denz.S . , n.30l-,1. ln hi s offir.i a l r.ommant on the t~wt of 
the Co01.ti ·1: u ti on, Pa~tor .;1 e t s r n U!S, dur i ng Vatic.:in Coun c i l 
I, Mqr Zinel]i ruled out t h ~ ord i nary int~rvantion of the 
Pope in t he day to da~ ~tf~irs of dioCQ$ E! B so stronglu 
tl ,a t he declarod tha t sur:h ,3 USR of p..ipal .uthori t y 1L101Jld 
be " non ad ~ed1ficatignern 6ed ad dentructtonemtt), 

The o ther au t hority po!3se ss~d by t h P PtJpe i'!I doctr inal. 
I t i !.i c once rnP.d wi ti, thP. uni ty nf 1'l\il::h wld r.h l':J the 
ess o n l:i ,11 b,~5111 of true r.:o,r,munion . floman Ca t holi c s -.Pt? i t 
.!1 8 anal o g o u s t a thA poIi1Rr ~1 v en to Pe tm· ·t o c:ont1rm h1G 
bre tt-i1~1m CU: ✓. :? 132 ) . f he4 hr.> l 1nvo 1:1 11!\ t , bac:.:u1 !.'! n he jt;1 

g :lv1 11g eiu,r <?9 !1i on to H ,e 11 11 l' a 1l 1ng fail:li liv1ng i n tliP. 
C/,ui-ch, under c r,,r tr\111 '3 t ri ncien+: c or1di f:i ons thB popa ha~ 
r,nwe r to J5~U E> CJ t:A tmP.nt: s .~h Du t t he• f1:1tth i.1h1c:I, a r e 
s c, f e guardPd f r c111, e..- r nr. He r li <,cia i n Jt r.nuld b~ si..\ i u that 
s u c h ,1 p o tLlr.> r i s bent- de!l crJ h11d a !3 "ii k ind of r e!\nr ve 
powm·" f ni• u,;R 1n t h P f"ce o f r:1•ln i o:; or ~ Ir,e I· g~n c:4 (Cf . G, 
S1,1e1?11~4 e "I f r, ,,r,,, l def J 11 i t 1 n n 5 t1l·,nu Id d i n~r,pt• l\r fr om humo11 
t.1 c.tor4 t horp rioP.d be 110 •• ~q1·1?t r:. . Tl, e w bf"lonq 011J1-1 1:o 
l: Jme s w /,1n1 t l ,P Cliurr /, i a s;ic:I: , .=111 d t nrri b!-1 d1 » 1.P.11r.i o n5 
u,~t c ;,u1111:,., b P c 111· C?d b i; di s c u•;1:; ton .=111d dqi•er1n,e n t: . 'flu-r, 
Pr, l: r 1 nP. prrn·o q,1 t i v e 1,. no t A •;il ,, ry o f f: l,o Chu1·d1; 1t i !l .~ 
d ie.wg r e>ea b l e n oc:es"'1 1 t y , li he t h e s l, lll o f a !lu1~g &'on. H,P. 
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dRs ir e tor it~ u~p i~, as ha~ been rem~r ked, a 
p.-,tholog i c ,~ l c a nd J ·l:i on", "ThCP f.='orgotten Council", Qru:..2.W. 
flg_y1a11.1 51:i ( J9 ,1 Jlr,. 7 5 ,;:> J, But R□m.:\n Caf:hol i ca would self 
s11 r:h a findl au+.:hL11~1i:y ,:1a net:eai;;,~ry b:, preStH'VI! thP. unil:1-4 
in f,d th U1"'I: is ~ss1:!ni:L'\J for th!! li r~ lllnd 11,ilirn!on of t/111 
Cl,urch in r\l J t:1rcums.tanr:eR. 

Bor.ausr.1 he is c:.il lad hi a\1•tic:11late -t:he 1'.:\ith 11.1hi1:h is 
living in tl,c:i Chu1·c:h, -'fi it.s ,- ~pres~ntativa <C f . Gm~!iler's 
c:onin1l!'nf:.=1r!-I on the Vi;1ht:.i111 I d!i' r tnit:ion, l1"np_( '32:1213>, 
the POPI! mu!,t: listen to tl,e Chur1:h before { si;;uin9 his 
teaching. 

As its tru~ ch~rect~r ts mar~ ~nd mor~ recogniied Jn both 
o f our cnmmu111ons, Rnm.;1n <:,, thali1:u loolc f'or111ard to r.1 

tutu1·e i11 111hich it is rccc.1gni .:ed tt,al: t:tdo ministrv of 
univarsAl tJni ·ty, a lrHady art ".'1111:acecJt?nt probability" if 
God' s Church ls to be effe t ively un1t~d in lif& and 
witnes s, tind!I i f: s o,•iqin in th~ inf:l!Pnl:iona of the 
Church'llj Lord, who!!le words 1:o l'et1Pr 111arf.! " not pr1u:P.Ptlil 
11,eraly, IJut prophec:iar. and ,,romi!SmG, pi-ornie1n; to ba 
acc:ompli5hed by him who m~de th~m , propheci8W5 1:o be 
fulfilled according to ths ne~d, and to be int~rprated by 
th,;i ev1?nt" <,T . H. N~wman, 1;!3!3,iilJ qn th~ Devqlop101:,mt ct 
C/,riqti.;rn Docf;r1..r:ig, Lon don , 1960, pp.112-114) • 
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AUTHORITY lU THE ANGLICAN COHMUNlON 1 

Th• eubjl!ct of authority h hi9h on all current An9lican aqend••• Thh 

i• no new matter a11 reference to th• proceeding• ot th• Lllmbath 

oonferenoee back to 1948 will indicate, It would nem that the matter 

ha ■ bean provokad both by lnttrn,l concern• wlthln th• d1valoping 

• Anglic•n communion the one hand and, becauae of acumenioal encounter• 

notably with the Roman catholio Church on th• other, Th• book "Authority 

in th• An91J.can CO!Mlunion" publhhed in 1987 could b• uid to repreHnt 

the current ,tate of the internal debate within Anglioani■m, Th• book h 

offered, inter •lia, "to the 1\nqlican Communion , •• " a• an aid to it• 

• 

deliberation■ on authority, Attempt■ to analyse authority within th• 

l\n9lioan Communion once the preliminary ■■mantle ground ha■ been cleared 

have revealed latent que1tion1 that have proved very difficult to anawar, 

Indeed th■ very po■lnq of thH■ que■tJ.on• ha ■ rahed the iuuu •• to 

what fund■mantal oon■iat■noy there 11•• within J\nglioanl■m a• a Ohri■tian 

tradition, U■eful daflnitlon■ were qlven by ~rofe■■or Stephan syke■ in a 

document prepared for th• Anglican Prlrnato ■ H••tlnq ln 11178, 

initial analy•l• •••k• to define authority, firet •• relating to 

"deci1ion making" and •econd, •• a "th■olo9loal topic", 

In •peaking of th& l\ritJlicnn exporience of authority, Syk•• ld■ntiflH 

what: lie describe••• 
11

1\119llcan monument o" b•ln9 th• Article■ th• Ordinal 

and th• Book ol CollYllon Prayer, Wlthin thi.1 group th■r■ l ■ refer•no• to 

"t:he over~archinq authority of Scripture" . Bec ondly, Sykeu gee■ on to 

• identify and to seek to definl!I "lay authority", Thirdly, ha ,peaks of 

th• r•oeption ot thoolo9lcal criticJ.em emphuiiino th& work and 



• 

• 

• 

aohi11vement11 within the theoloqloal community. La■tly, ha cite■ the 

conoept of "diapareed authority", a phral!le which has its root■ in th• 

prooeedin9a of the 1948 Lambeth Conference, In an attempt to oarry the 

debate forward attd to meat widespread oonoertt, the An9lioan con■ultativ• 

Oounoil oonaldered the problem under the heading of "Unity and Diversity 

within the 1\nglioan Communion, a way Forward", within thi• report th•r• 

were noted "the inatrument• of unity " which ona presume■ are al■o t:o 

1ome extent instruments ot authoritv, 

daacribed as, 

The ln•trumente ol unity ara 

1. The Archbishop of Canterbury 

2, Th• Lambeth Conterenoo 

3, Th1t Anglioan Conaultative council, and 

4, The Primate• Heating , 

However, it muat be noted that none ol the•• parson■ or bodi•• ha• 

ooerof.ve authority throuohout the Anglican Communion. Their utterances 

carry weight, but not writ• of •ntoroemant, Wh•r••• An9lJ.oani■m may be 

1aid to hold a oor11 ot eseentials aa de•oribad thou9h p•rhape not defin•d 

by th• Lambeth quadrilateral and to place matter■ beyond th••• in l•••er 

oategories, t:hough eome having greater •ionitioano• than other■, th• 

problem r■main■ •• to how firm the oora J.• , Aleo othe r L■■u•• not 

oon1id•r•d by th• tram•r• of th• Quadrilateral have emerged, Two point:■ 

muet hare be notefl about Anglican authority, both in th• ••n•• of 
- 1 

deciaion- ma.kf.ng and an enduring canon of retar•noe, Fir■t, a• 8ykea 

notee, the partioipatio11 ol the laity l ■ profoundly and, on• would jud9■, 

irradicably embe dded within the An91ioan pr oo•11• ot both d~ol■lon­

n1akin9 and the determination or both church Ordal' and Dootrina, 9eoond, 

th• concept ot diep■raed authority appear■ to hold within it latent 

ambJ.quit1••· Ch11m1e• within th• l\nglloan Commun.I.on in deoldon1 and 

attitude• dealin9 with both taith and ordar have teetad the concept of 

• I, 

~ r: 
I I 
. L 

I, 
' 
' 



• 

• 

• 

dleperoed authority very 00 id b n• era ly. It needs to be borne in mind that 
the pr ovlncee of the 

Ang llcan Communlon have 11 very high d■gree of 
aut onomy. 

The potential for ohange within the individual provlno•• would 

•••m, ln • number of oa ■e,, to b• qr■ater than when tho•• provino•• were 

oon■tituted, 
In matt:ere of. faith, order and moral• th• inetrument■ of 

unity naad , lt would ■eem, a ol•arer d• finition and a more ol■arly 

a r ticulated rol11. In comparinq the concept and the axercl•• of authority 

within our two tradltiona we recoqnLEe, to eay the leaet, a v■ry 

considerable di s parity. If from an Anqlican point of view Roman oatholio 

pattern■ of authority ■e■m to be too centrallk■d, too authp'ritarian and 

too r■■trictiv■, from a Roman Catholio point of view th• c,onc,1pt and 

•x•rcl ■e of authority within the Angllcan Communion might well •••m to be 

ao dlapereed a1 to raiae the que■tlon whara la the aolld core of enduring 

belief, order and moral ■, to which appeal may ba made, 

16 Hay 1988 
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