3 January 1678

Jesr archbishop,

I am writing to you et the cu gestion of Uevid Chenlin of the ACC.

I sa to be o member of the ~n;licen/komen Csthclic Consultstion con-
cernin;: the Urdination of #“omen, meetin; ot Verseilleec ot the end of
Februery. You may know thet the met'er we sre to consider is " to
what extent and in whst weys chuiches with women priests end churcliec
without women prieste cen be reconciled in sscrsmentvl fellowchip".

I un'or: 'ond that bLishop Velentine of xupert's Lend is to be one of

e other Anglicons.

1 an particularly interested in the forwulationm of our subject not
only beecsuse it mesns that tne .owsn Ustholics #:e being & pocitive
sbout the msi.ler but slso personully becsuse it relates very clovely
to some wor:z 1 recently did for Lukwe Wischer which was pub.ished in
the July i cue of the Lcumenicsl .eview on the Crdinstion of .omen in
the .nr.icen Comuiunion ond the Lcumenical Uebste.

in the course of the wo:ik thet 1 did for this srticle it secmed to ue
thet the clesrest meccage to cowme out of sll our recent toing: and
Lhet no rovinece inten s to bresk ccm union with snother over

froinge is
thi. wotier and 1 take the stiitude of the cenirsl Afriecen Bishops in

their app csch tu the Church of Csmda, in thic resrwect toc be importent.

«& 1 upuer: ond it, @t the very time that they pleaded with the Carnadion
church to delsy scticn until sfter the Lombeth conference, they slso
d cided to rewirin in full cosmunion with eny anglicen church which did

ordain women,

hot . om particulerly snxiou. to fin is sny cetting out of & thecliogicel
srrument for thic sttitudes I recugrise thet in our own case ang.icsn
sre e:trenely reluctsnt to bresk cou.unionwith eech other and
that 1t ic uifferent mstiler actuslly to enter into full coumunion witk

o church wiich differs from one on this point. but i sw sure 'hat if we
ore to diccucs his with the homsnc they will expect uc to heve & theo-
losicel roticmsle for our sction. 1 reise this point with Levid Che;lin
ond he sur-ested you we e perreps the . eison mo.t likely to heve scmet ing

to eay on this. I ew therefore being bol#l enough to write to you and'the
het you msde some very sijni€ident

moreco 86 . believe it is in thic sres .
com entc wiieh 1 juoted in my srticle. I om not sure what the orichmocf
there com-ents were " on ecumenicel relotionships' but they come tc”ue
in ty,escript sttoched to some Lcucs paper vis The Feith and C:der Comu-
icciond I do mot even secw to have the coament by me: 1 g%in§ i have
iv oeited it with other spers in Church Louse in iondon. For,ive me for
bothering you ond plesce jJuct pess this let.er on to so.eone else to
encwer if you wish but I sw perticulerly snxious that ot the concultotion
we =lou'd be sble to sel forth tc the xomen vethulics good ressons for our

inLer-sn: licon custom which might poucibly be » fure runner of relstion-

chuirch

olips between Comuunionse

Youre sincerely,



