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From : CANON D. M. PATON ITHE RECTORY,
Rector of 51 Mary de Cripr 17 BRUNSWICK ROAD, [
with 8§t John the Bapiose /| \
PR January 16th 1978 GLOUCESTER GL1 1HQ »
Tel. : 0452-22843 18 J}%ff;}fa

The “‘evd C.J.Hill,
Palace Court, Lambeth.

Bear "'r Pill,

Thank you very much for your letter about “imuru and all that.
I was there as a ccnsultant, and I had also been in the sub-committess
before and at Lambeth which set up the ACC, so L understood the nature
of the animal pretty well; but 4 am still not sure how to answer your
question. I recall very little of any of the discussions; and indeed
I suspect that what made the Limuru decision possible was a change that
had alreacy begun to take place in the way the thing was handled. (In
this respect, the situation is not unlike Vatican II, which disclosed
a very widespread but unsuspected change of a not totally dissimilar
kind.)

l. At some point in the '60s the dyhamics of the debate
changed. Un_til thig point, the opponents of the ordination of women
to the priesthood hadbeen able to Beep those in favour on the
defensive. There came' a point when the balance of forces shifted,
and the traditicnalists were themselves forced on to the defensive.

I would date this in the C of £ to the Lhurch Assembly debate on
women and "‘oly “rder in 1967 (I think) and n particular to the speech
of bemffify “ampe in which he demolished in particular the arguments

of Demant{in that report. No one in serious discussion has since been
able to talk about women in that way. (¥Vhat doesn't mean that many
Urthodox and somé ‘‘omans won't gox on doing so.)

2. My recoblection is that at Lambeth '68 it was felt that
the forces in favour of ordination were stronger than those against
but no one was guite certain enough to force the battle to a conclusion.

3. The ACC people at Limuru had @nd * think felt they had)
a legitimacy which was new. (1) They were bishops priests and laity
and not only bishops (2) The thing had been set up not merely
(like its wet predecessors) by bishops but by formgl appproving decision
of the supreme courts of all the FProvinces (bishops priests and lgity
again). (37 The "rovinces had mgibfestly chosen to represent them
at this new ‘and therefore unoredicatble) occasion solid citizens whao
might not be all scholars or whatever but were peoplex who had the
confidence of those who appointed them., (47 The meeting itself had
a very good balance between worship,work, and friendship (Philip " otter
and "“ewbigin were Much impressed by this)and was of a sensible size
and meetinn in a sensible place.
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4. It was the kind of body which would take seriously
the ccnsidered repeated request of Hongkong; and would feel
free to take a line if impressed.

I enclose a longpiece about Hongkong, of which you may
find in particular the lssf pages suggestive. I do not think that
anybody at Limuru was in any depth aware of this history - I myself
obly discovered the/connexion between Lei Tim-oi and RO on the
one hadd -nd Jane Bwang and Joyce Bennett on the other about a
year ago - but Limuru felt, I think, that these people were
serious and should be taken seriously.

5. You will cereeive in my paper that Geoffrey Fisher won
round 1 by limiting the debate to tne question of whether or not
RO was ultra vires, and RO never found a way to establish His

‘‘Cornelius' position against him, But in the end of course

when it came to Limuru, it was the Lornelius doctrine $hat won.
Dublin 1973's summary with its repeated emphasis on the Moly
Spirit is revealing; and explains why the Bublin vote was nearly
unanimous.

I think this suggests why the issue of communion between
Anglican provinces which do ordain and those which don't was not
(as ! recall) either at Limuru or at Dublin the kind of major
issue which (some kinds of) RCs think it shopuld be. If the
issue is discussed in the precedent/ultra vires way in which
Temple and Fisher dealt with ROHall, then it is a major question.
If it is handled on the Lornelius kind of basis, it is not.
Some provinces have recocgnized that the Spirit calls some women
as some men toc the priesthood and have acted; other provinces
have nct experienced this His action, or have not yet recognized
it, but they recgmize the integrity of one another in the Spirit.

6. This does involve a different perspective; but is it
ang more different than e.g Lanon B 15A on admission to communion
compared with previous official Amglican ways of thinking, or
some of the Roman changes, especially in the way that in some
(NOT alll) quartgrs theology has ceased to be a branch of canon
law, so to speaks:

I hope this is of some use to you. If not, I am sorry.
I should like the article back in due course please.

Yours sincerely,
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