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There is §igh:fu11y‘rcal concera within our Church about the impact of our zctiion
oa ecucenical relationships, particularly with tie Osthodox and Roman Catholic
Fﬁ?f‘?f?' Téif o thir is shaced By peoplc in favour aud those oppasec to the
Osdiaccion of \omen TO the 2ricsthood. There is geacral recogniiion thal 1z will
coastizutc aaother obstacle in achioving closer rolationships but iz ig also belleved
thas iz will not cause a severing of relationships. Toe issua is an aliva one In
boshh Churches. Nay I sugrest that there =2y be a possibility of our action havisy
a eveative izpact upon tglatio:ships. I suggest this froa an higzorical perspacilive.
Waca onz studies the ecumeaical conierences and subsequent Vaticd Councils, it
sceas cvideat that these conieronces and Councils éid mat, ia fact, initicte
coapletely new coursas of action in the Church. They, in fact, cenlirmad sone

tiafs and praciices which ware undeIwdy and rejectcd others. It is losical Tt
tais should be tha cas€ in the carly Churcha whea cozzmunication wis difiicult and
glow, waen thinkiag dovaloped and action was taken very cuch in isolation. LAY
even with the Vvasican Councils, ghe action was wather the confirz=ing o< rajeciing
of things already uader way. ~ais zeaant that =any practices had been triad of
tesced beiore the Caurch passed its corporate judgesent < rried and Testad in
particular culzural contexis OF ia soma areca-of region. Soxe vare azproved LoT
=ore general practice, sc=e ware approvead for zegional practice, SO0=¢ were rolsstad.

Ia ouxr world of rapid cormunication, we think core in ‘terss of tha nossibility os
ccaicving a uaiversal concensus. This means that we would ba sceking to make cnaveTns
. judzecents about possible couzses of. actioa beiord ghey had peca. txicd or tcs:;i =3
some pasticular context. L womder, "Is this how developoents c3n oF s§0ulq Tahe
placa?”. I wonder, too, piven the zealities of today's world, if waiting o< o
enivezsal coacensus does not in fact rule out &ny aczion. In the carly CFL?CJ seny
things were tried in one ared and then cither approvad oT rejcctad for c;:nf.;;
goa. —erhaps, today, Wwe need again O consider this @38 3 valid way ofqact.n;.
We zecogaize that the step we are caking is coa:rovcr:ial. I do not hc:icve(0¢'-"
save tosen the decisicn "unadvisedly, lightly, orf wansoaly." The naéo:.cy Of‘Li:;:
prescnt ot two Synods believe it is a step Ve ghould take. They :isuflz ox t.ou,.;
velicve it is 2 response €O Cod's call., 1f we are prepared to act bu.;-lsi.:o_o
recognize that our action tust be tested by expericnce and if we are p:cpa.uu::
have other Churches help us evaluate the rosults of the aczio?, ;heq‘u~ nay: k& o
fact, oo making @ contributica to wider ecusenical relationshaps. &. ti{ ::‘:u;,:h.
the whole Church reflect at a deeper level. Whether out actio?.Eu:us o: v;n:t".-,
or mot will depend in part on the attitude with which we wove .h.ad.d ;;’tr_“vé;:
Orcad acropaatly, ioplying chat ERESS who dsagree with our SELIOT TR o iioa,
acsion will not help ccumanical -elationships. 1f we move ahn: .:~:c.‘;- o
dbut with nu=ility and with a willingze3s to have the results oL OV tion €«

fully cvaluated, then 3 real concribucion tO ccuzanical :clagioashi;: ray Woas
result. I hope that it is in this spirit that we are prepari
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ng to LoOVE.
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