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Thank you very much for ~our letter about Limuru and all that. 
I was there as a c cnsultant, and! had also bee~ in the sub-committees 
before and at Lambe t h which set _up the ACC, s o understood the nature 
of the animal pretty well; but! a m still not sure how to answer your 
question. I recall very litt l e of any of the discussions; and indeed 
I s us pect that what made the Limuru decision possible was a change that 
had alrea cy begun t o take p l ace .in the way the thing was handled. (In 
this respect, the s ituation is not un l ike Vatican II, which disclosed 
a very widespread but unsuspected cha nge of a not total l y diss imilar 
kind . ) 

1. At s ome point i n the '6Os the dybamics of the debate 
changed. Un__,til thi~ poi nt, t he opponents of the ordination of women 
to the pr i e s thood ha~been ab l e to ~eep those in f avour on t he 
defensive. There came a point when t he balance of forces shifted, 
and the traditionalists were themselves forced on to the defensive. 
I would date this in t he C of l to th e Church Assembly debate on 
Women a nd noly urder in 1967 (I t hink) and .n particular to the speech 
of Geaf f :f.Y Lampe in which he demolished in particular the a rgumen~s 
of Deman~~n that report. No one in serious discussion has since been 
able ta talk about women in that way. (fhat doesn' t mean that many 

_Li rthodox and s omb 11omans won I t got on doing so.) 

2. My recamlecti on is that at Lambeth 1 68 it was felt that 
the forces in favour of ordination were stronger than thos e against 
but no one was quite certain enough to force the battle to a conclusion. 

3. The ACC people at Limuru had {pnd 1 think felt they had) 
a l egitimacy wh ich was new. ( 1) They were bishops priests and laity 
and no t only bishops (2 ) The th i ng had been set up not merely 
(like its we t predecesG□rs) by bishops but by formal appproving decision 
of the s upreme courts of al l th e Provinces (bishops pries1E a nd l~ity 
again). (3 J The rrovinces had ma:'ih,Festly chosen to represent teem 
a t this new (and therefore unorepicatble) occas i on solid citizens who 
might not be al l scholars or whatever but were people¥ who had the 
confidence of those who appointed them. (4 J The meeting itself h~d 
a very good balance between wors hip,work, a nd fri e ndship ( Philip o t t er 
and •~ewbigin were "uch i mpressed by this) a nd was of a s ensible size 
and meetinQ i n a sensible place. 
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4. It was th e kind of body whi ch would take s er iously 
the considered repea ted reque s t of Hongkong; and ~oul d f eel 
fre e t o t ak e a line if i mpr ess ed . 

I enclos e a lond pi ec e about Hongkong , of wh i ch yo u may 
fi nd i n par t ic ular t he l a~X; pages s uggest i ve . I do not t t1i nk tha t 
anybody at Limuru wa s i n any depth aware of t his history - I mys e l f 
ab l y discovered the/connex i on between Lei +im-oi and RO on the 
one hadd ~nd Jane Wwang and Joyc e Benne tt on t he other about a 
yeqr ago - but Li muru fe l t, I t h i nk, that t he s e peop l e were 
serious and s houl? be taken s eriously . 

5. Yqu wi ll µereeive i n my paper t ha t Geoffrey Fisher won 
round l b y limit i ng t he debate t o t ne question of whether or not 
RD was ultra vires, and RO never fo und a way to establish ois 
·•Cornelius' position against him. But i n t he end of cour se 
when it came to Limuru, it was t he Corne l i us doctri ne 9hat won . 
Dublin 1973 1 s summary wi th its repea t ed emphasis on the Maly 
Spirit is reveali ng; and exp l ains why t he 8ublin vote wa s nearl y 
unanimous . 

• I 

I t hink this suggests why the issue of c ommun ion bet ween 
Anglican provinces which do ordain and those which don 't was no t 
(as 1 recall ) either at Limuru or at Dublin the kind of major 

·issue which (some kinds of) RCs think it should be. I f. t he 
is s ue is discussed i n t he precedent/ultra vires way i n which 
Temple and Fisher dealt with ROHall , then it is a ma jor ques tion. 
If it is handled on the Cornelius kind of basis, it is not. 
5 ome provinces have recognized that the Spirit cal l s s ome women 
as some men to th e pries thood and have acted; other ~r Lvinces 
have no t exper{e nced this His action , or have not ye t recognized 
it, but the y recgrrize t he i ntegri ty of one a nothe r in the Spirit. 

6. This does i nvolve a diff e ren t perspective; but is it 
an9 more different t han e.g Canon B 15A o n admission to communion 
compared with previ ous official Amg l ican ways of t h i nking, or 
some of the Roman changes, especially in the way that in s ome 
( NOT all! ) quartsrs theo l ogy has ceased to be a branch of canon 
law, so to speak. 

I hope this is of some use to you. If no t , I am s or ry . 
I s hould like th e article ba ck i n due course p l ease. 

Yours s i ncere l y, 


