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ARCIC -~ F-..rth ‘eeting, Gezzada, JOth Aug -~ 7th Sept, 1972

OPENING SESSION

Wed, 30th: O:0Deas

Bishop Clark opened the first session, after vreyer, by
outiining a proposed plan for the next 2 days:

Thursday: 1. Heport of Sub-Comrission on reactions
to the Agreed Statement on ..ucharistic
Doectrine.
2. Pr., H,Ryen to speak on the ioodstock
neeting and prcsent the proposed agenda
for Gozzada,

driday: ‘deet in 3 Sub-Commissions on:-
'Church as Euchoristic Com unity!®
*finistry in the Vew Testanent!
'Higstory'.

Saturday Full meeting to report on the profitability
of this way of working.

There will be 4dnglican and R.C. cel brations on slternate days,
and wrayers by members at 7.45p.m. each evening,

The renaininz papers were distributed, including one by
Bisiop Butler on 'Eye-witnesa: Witneczs', and 4+h  Report
of the .ucharist sSub-Com :ission,

R o A

Thursday 3lat., 9, 32,7,

RLACTIONS TO AGREED STAL 4 ENT

dishon Clark pregented the Renort* of the Sub-Commisaion
which hud examined reactions to the Agreed 3tatenent on
uchariastic Joctrine,

In discussion it wes made clesr that official
replies were very uneven, e.g. no replies from some
R.C. wpliscopul Confe: ences, yet from mont individual
nenbers ol .n7lich and elsh Hierarchys replies received
iacedintely froa 3 vrimotes of Anglican Communion but not
from the roct, v

" tt. ched borewith,.




AINUTES
Thursdey 3lst Aucust. 9.30.8., . (continued)

It is early deys yet for official rcactions fronm
anriienn Churches, Resolutions passed by ECUSA
llouse of Pighope in October, by cnglish and Irich
Houses of Hishops and Statement debeted by australian
ouge of lighopii.

Purther debates in Convocations, Genersl
sonventions, in these countries and in Canada, still

to c¢one.
(5ee also ARCIC 53 for resolution in
tew Jealand General Syhod).

r, Yornold said he had been gsked for
1)} stress on, and explanation of, 'substantial
airoenent 'y
2) .oidanco of theory (e.ge.aemorinl) not wellebused
oxeveticullys
3) cousi teration for eucharistic faith of converts.

The ishon of Osgory urged that we should not yield to
those vhio aslk the wrong questions., It wos recosnised
hovever, Hhat mmny of our erltics had not been thro
our axperience of the nroces of growling and working
tozuther. They could be ngked to exanine their own
ano antiong.

The moct fruitful way forward mas to invite cporoval
of the TVommissioie® method of pproach and of the direction
ta2a by the Statement,

“ho Sub=Commiacion's Recomiended Text for Publication
ran then discussed in detoil, and the secerctorices were
agled o ro-dyaft it.




11,30 a.m. ¥OODSTCCK MEETING

Fr, Herbert Rymn presented the documents from the Woodstock meetingj
covering letter, Chairmen's letter, outline agenda, and bibliographye.

Meeting: Mon. 22 - Friday 26th May, Woodstock College, New York,

Convenor: fr. Ryan. FPresent: Bishop Clark, Bishop of OUssory,
Bishop Vogel, Fr, Tillard, Fr. Tavard, Frof,
Fairweather, Hr. Charley, and Fr, John keild, S.J.
a Canon Lawyer,.

AlLB: l. Aid Full Commission to evaluate research done
on Ministrye.

2. Isolate the problem areas in specifically Anglican
and Roman Catholic understandings of Hinistry.

3. Froduce an over=view of how to approach the question
of Hinistry in the light of the Venlce document.

4., Assese in the light of the above all the material
and produce an agenda.

Conclusions:

(1) Problems are in Anglican - Roman Catholic approach to
problem of ministry centred in the nature of priesthood
and the problem of Anglican orders,

(ii) In relation to this: papers by Tillard, Tavard, and
Fairweather the major documenta for this.

(iii) ot a sStatement but an outline agenda produced, in relation
to three papers; specifying work of three Gazzada Sube
commissions,
tive 1 gives continuity with the Agreed Statement on Eucharist

No, 2 relates to Tillard and Fairwveather

lioe 3 relates to Fatristic period, normative for both
Churches,

Noss 4 & 5 (for our next meeting) relate to Tavard paper.

Letter of Co~Chairmen gives subatance of Woodstock's thought.




4-2-

Bighop Butler openvd the discussion by describing agenda aa 'misconceived
fundamentally'. Better begin with mission and credentials for mission,
not with priesthood.

Bishop Clark: Ministry, not priesthood is our starting point.

Fre hyent best order: Lucnarist = priesthood - ministry - mission =
authority,

rrof, Fairweathert: Segin with mission, sand totality of ministry in New
Testement, seotter, too, to produce a more comprehensive thesis
on ministry than envisaged by somne, i,e, & general statement in
the light of which controversial points ocxaminesd.

1t was agreed to reverse 2(b) and 2(a) to read:
'zinistry in the liew icstament, and priesthood'
The aim of the meeting was stated as to draft s:-me material on ministry

te be used for poseible inclusion in statement to be produced after
consideration of sections & & 5 at next meeting.

yigshop dutler felt root i.sue the transmission of redemption through
‘conmissioned witnesses', 'hear ... preacher ... sent'. In spite of
confusion over the word misglon, the necessity for a comsmissioned
ainister a possible sturting point,

urouy 1 were invited to consider iighop Butler's points,




(ARCIC 65 contd,)

MINUTES (continued)

Thursdey 31st Aug. (continued).

In discussion of Group 3's assignment, Pr. Ryan :«aid
it was to stress the variety of forms of ministry in the Patristic
period, which was normativeffor our theology of ministry but was
not monolithic, It was also to explain how we get from the New
Testument to o re-sacralizing or re-Judaization of ministry. The
Bishop of Osgory added that we have to recognize the plurality of
minlstry and 1ts development, and thelr implications. Fr, Tillard
argued that although exegetical problems of charismatic and
institutional ministry are important, our task is to tackle the
problems which divide our Churches, Fr, Tavaerd pointed to the
dznger of theologians wanting a Scripfﬁ;EI basis and exegetes saying:
start at the 4th century.

Professor Fairweather and Bishop Butler pursued the question
of the order of ministry Tnstituted by ohrist, 'meant to survive

and which hos in fact survived!' Bishop Butler referred to Hanson's
dismissel of 'orders by consecration’ ac a egend no longer worth
discussing', =nd then mentioned the proposed Anglicen-Methodist
ordinel which he felt contained slmost all that was essential for

a doctrine of wi.ai try. He asked that 1ts refzce be made available
to a1l =nd given to Group 1 to see if 1% could be used in the
construction of our opening paragraphs, and comnared with Chapter 3
of Lunen Gentium on the Ministry.

Julian Charley emphesised the different egtimates of the early
centuries of thne Cnurch made at the Reformation. . gﬁan argued
that the 16th century Reformed Tradition was not a bre n
continuity of doctrine but had a good foundation in Tradition, since
the Patristic age held the emphasis on sacrificing priest and the
counter-emphasis on proclgimér - of the word. Bishop Clark summed
up the tasks:

Group 1 Anglican-Methodist Preface and Chapter 3 of
Lumen Gentium, plus work as allotted.

Group 2 Ministry and Priesthood in New Testament

Groun 3 Snphasis on sacrificial and ministerial aspects
in Patristic and Reformition periods.

Fr, Jeen Tillard then presented his papert "fhe 'Sacerdotal’
quali¥y of Christian Ministry". '

profescor Eugene Foirwesther then gave o sumary of his
resesrchnes in the form © Five Provositions from the Common English
Reforastion Trodition on Priesthood and Sacr.lice.

1. There iz o strong doctrine of the priesthood end the
seerifice of Christ, the one true gacrifice which atones
for sin end reconciles man with God (Hebrews).

2. There is o strong doctrine of the vriesthood and the
sncrifice of the people of God, a doctrine of the
oblation of a holy life. (I Peter).

S0 far we are very close to the Biblical position
given in Jean Tillard's papeX,
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The Buch:' riot as the link between the caerifice of Christ

end the snerifice of the peovle of God., In the Bucharist
memorial iso mode of the one trus redemptive saorifice of
Ohrist, The recipients mystically share in the Body =nd
Blood, and in thepower of Ohrict's sacrifice they offer
themselves, eir souls and bodies, as t e priestly people of

jo distinctively sacerdotal act in the Buchaxrist, HNothing
priestly except the self-oblotion of the faithful, It %s
the ouprese occasion for this self-offering of the people,
which all do together.

TeB, Thic is on the basis of o prior denial of the
of:'ering of Christ in the sucharist - o violent reaction
dainst the practice of the medieval church,

donewal of ¢ qualified concept of sagerdotium, in light
of the renow:l of » qualified concept of sacrifice in the
~ucharist. (3ee MHooker ~uotation in Tillard PPe 3 = 4)
This was the basis of subsequent Anglican theology,
includinz the archbishop's Responosio to Apostolicae Curae
in 1597, It: roots are in that>Episcopal doo'rine which
-trisged anew the necessity of proper quelification for the
ainioter of the sucharist,

dele therc is a parallel movement in the sarly Church,
wiaen nn unexplicit eonseiousncse of the sacrifidal e%emenf
on .ucharistic doetrine and the concept of the .ucharistic
dninter gradually become exnlicity and in %gglichni@m,
whe e the violent d6gavlieg vl the concept of sacr ce in
the .uchorist and so of the nriest ag 'nacerdos' wag slower
to ve overcome. “here renained too & strong strain which
would stoy with the ingligh Reforastion position,




(ARCIC 65 contd.)

The three Sub-Comminsione met sennrately and prepesred the
following drnftay

Bu minnio : General introduction
Sub=Comienion 21 Ministry in the New Testament, nnd
oricathood,
Sub=Cormispion 3t Saerificial and minieterial ssvects of
ministry:

1, The euchnrist and priestly ainistry,
"+ The ministry of the word nnd Sacraments,

3¢ The cure of s~ulm and the pover of the
keyo,

4. The priesthood of dPishope and presbyters,
e« The ordnined minirtry within the church,

The Commission met in nlenary seseion under the Bishon of
Ossory'a Chairmnnship,ond the Chnirmen of the Sub-Cormieninne
were oaked to reort,

b-Cormirnaio

%;gnnn Yoirel s~id his Bub-Commission's aim wne to draft n goneral
niroduction, For this the 8Bouthern Africes Goomissisn's vnner
had been valusble nnd the Angliean-Mcthodiest Ordinal rather thon
its Prefnce, The aim wne to trnee from the inter-personnl life
of God in Trinity the origins of miceion (psras, 1 nna 2); to

l1ink with the W ndsor Statement (para. 3); =nd to relate minictry
t- the anoatles (w-ra, 4),

In discusaion Bighon Butler ssked for o reference to §Ellgn
humanity, Bn;Ingnmgng and others objected thnt the Holy Snhirit,

not the cuch~rint, in the 'source of ministerial nower',
‘Minicterinl Prienthood' wae felt to be a nhronre with annoeintinns
which nrevented 1ts being read as 'non-cultie' and it was agrecad

t> omit ‘ministerial’, w noked 1f me shnre in the
priesthood of Christ or in its effects. said th-t
by bantism me nre nde merbers of Chriet's dody, :

surgented thnt there was no need to quote fyom a Roman Cathnlie

prurce for the sake of mntehing an Angliean one, mm
and Profepsor Scrriebrick objeeted to the clericalism of 'they
erbody the ninirtry of the whole Church,' The text vma then

referred bnck to the Sud-Cormiesnion for re-thinking and re--ording,

a n said thetr brief wnm not yet completed - a
2eetisn on nriecthood h~d been drrfted but not discuesed, Their
aim had been primnrily to look nt the New Tentanent and work fron
there, They saw ninistry ~nd eecrvice na the £ ndanentrl 1ife of
the church, eterming from the ministry of Cnrist (nnra. 1). Fron
there they moved t»n the sneeinl ministers, initially anostlen,

within thies fron the beginning (pare. 2). Ther then sp~ke of the
aignifieonce »f smreinl miniatrier, how they rere rained un, ~né
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their relation t» the aportles, (pora. 3). Finally they tried
t> define in the later New Testament developnent the main
232?&12?& of ministry thnt are more explicitly formulated and
ordination =2¢ we know it in its emdbryonic fornm,

In discusnion ,F_‘:._Mm pointed to the problem raised dy
the fnet thrnt "priecsthnod’ tranclates bdoth ‘hiersteumn’ and
"hierosyne’. E%s_ZQx%fﬁ asked whether we want to loente the
anoatles among the ministries of the church or to see ministries

ng flowine from the apostles, He nlso, like others, asked whrt was
meant by the authenticity of miniesties da-onding on their relation
to the anontleﬁ‘ The Sub-Commission were asked to oconeider
enniflnting No 1's drnft with theirs, and omitting thedr own para.2.

Sub-Co:micaion 3

?gnn %ﬂ‘mﬁ“ rald that they had ecnsidered various histnriecal
questions, ieh eould be exnanded, if required, later, Their
intention was to trnce the usage nf the title of nriest (sacerdoe)
in relation to Bish ps and Presbyters in the sncient Church, and
how this developed in late medieval theology in a way that enused
anxiety to the Reformere, Polemicnl 4ivinity hnd earieatured the
other side becauce of a lack of elarity about the relation of the
eucharint to the sacrifice of Christ, They had epaid little

about the nartoral ministry and interceseion for the floek' but
the mord 'smriest' 714 not wholly refer to ‘eultic minintry'., It
vae felt that the inwardness of ministry had deen forgotten in
the HiAdle Ares, There wea also a difference of nastoral style,
derenting on whetiier the saersment of penance was compulsory or

not, In Aincussion ;ﬁ;hjhgggnnng felt the firat two pnges were
infornntive but from paze 3 on it beeame interesting, In

ccetion 1E it wnp npreed to rendy '314 not successfully and ceee
d4d not even nttennt to exrlain, On ite lant sentence

objceted that there vas an identity between the cacrifice of the
euch rint ~nd thrt of Chrietdhut not dHetween the nriesthood of the
aininter nnd of Christ, On 2B nﬁa_ggffmann obanerved that it was
umueual for Anclienns and Roman Catholices to deseribe the

euchariat nn 'the sunreme nroclamntion of the Goenel', On 3

Fr, Tillard 9id not want us to avoid a rea point of controversy
over the conferring of the power of absolution nn the nresbyterate,

Bunfny 3rd Sentenbers 9.30 n.03.
B ) n anoke from the chalr with urgeney sbout the

direetionnw to be taken by the Commiesion, He fe¢lt we hnd
re~ched n full ston, and must decide whnt to 4o next, OConsensua
fnes not yet exlet, so we must face the iseues that renlly divide
us and sce if they can be reconciled 'r not, We nre tw~ churches
with two eo-nfescinng of faith, Can we rench e nsensus ~n whnt

we believe i2 be the minietry Christ gnve his chureh nnd wvhich we
exerclse? Thin ministry is anostoliet we munt get dovm to
apontolicity and say how miniatry is sn objeet of faith, We
belieye in the church, and ministry is interral to the church,

If this is true, then we nust nroduce something 'eonsonant
74th biblicenl tenching snd with the tradition of our eommon
inheritonce", & hove to gintg the Reformation Aivide on miniotry
and test thir ngninet the Gosnel, Begin with the polarization,
and then show that our minietries nre als- apostolie, N.B,
Minirtry ie rloo pyatery, not juet a matter of history and
church or”er, The whaole Gommimaion muet be engrgred in thie central
"ork, Sib=Cormmiceinn ? should finish ites »sper and this is to
beensme n nonition nomer for the whole Cormiseion, Next a-ring
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a Bub=Commicrion should then draw un a further Poringlnnd-tyne
position ~aper for the sutumn meeting,

Ers ¥ornold suggented that Bud-Gormissions 1 and 3 tackle the
key nuertion of apoastolicity while 2 finishes work on the nature
of nriesthood, We should then aim at subatantisl agreenent

on aportolicity.

¥E._2unzgx,urgcd thrt all three Sub-Commissinns should work on
e sane subjeot-natter, to nroduce a bnsic ponition naper to dbe
re-done next yenr,

gx._%%%%ggﬂ enid the nroblem of anostolicity dividednot our two
¢hur ut different schools of thought, noked thnt
if this vas 8o 1t should be Aefined, said there are
two levels of fnaith: (1) anomtolie succession the apost lie
nnture of minictry (vhich we should examine now), and ite relntion
to the apostolieity of the ehureh, added
that 2t some noint ve should vrestle wi ostolic Bucoeszsion, a

divisivc issue 5till; but firet exanmine the whole rance of
anortolicity,

g!;.g%%ﬁﬂlﬁﬁ confensed he wae ennfused and pazzled by guestinnn to

o v nrienthood. Bope Anglicans will want to Inow if Roman
cnthcaun'a"%'c‘f‘m‘jicve&tnnt ‘sace ' 1n cultic and if the
oongregation is external to e nriedt, B8-mething should nlso he
sald on the sacramentality of absolution, Will some Roman Cotholigs
obJeot to Anglicnns whote view of anostolic suceession is nore

de _footo than jurc diving?

%nggggggguliaiigggugt aded that on- of the funetions of the-logy
8 in gennrnte ecclesial folklore from truth,

Yap uried uc to consider 'what ie a priest’, pot 'is this
man a pricot?!

g;sngg_§¥glgg nrgucd againet focussing on nolarizrtion at the
eforantion,

§%§§gg_gl%§k snid thet our theme wnst whnt 4o e believe nn the
ninistry Christ gove his Church? Sub-Commission 1 and X should
focus on Anoetolicity, while 2 completed ‘hedr pAaner on minintry
which theothers c-uld then oxanine,

Bunday 3rd Scotegber: 4,730 n.m.e Meeting in Sub-Cormissinns,
a & ntenbe .

g;?@a;;ﬁ;ggg¥:§,asked Sub-Comminsisns 1 and 3 to present their
otes on Apostolicity,

Sub=Cormission 3

;z._zgxngn oaid thie was ot a docunent destined to be inserted
n a text, dbut was notes for discussion or el~rifiecation,Be
distinguished two levels of apostolicity:s (1) a quality of the
Church (ii) signs sand eriteria of this bnsie apostolicity, Para,3
deseribed the nrocess of discovery of apostolicity. Pora, 4 was
a tontntive emnelusion, though more refleetion needed »n some
diver encen,

In Aiscucsion glﬂngn_ggglggbaupgented 'faith ' Pr.Tillnr~
fuertinned the words 'not objeets of faith', dut n
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distinmuiched betreen the word of Ood and the sorintures, PBighon
felt nara, 3 on development ehould have referred alno to

corruption, asked whothar in asseaaing oriteria

one vas ecneecrned 4

or Just with a number o

Wﬁ' distinguished between whnt difrmncee wo a and would
not {mp isagreement in faith, W felt we should
hold 'n tension the "unworthiness" and enll for "holineece",
HM preferred to speak of signs of a growing fidelity

e apostolic church never perfcgatly fulfilled,

Swb-Cormission 3

Woia his group set down a muber of heads of their
scunagion, nlded thnt they were unsympnthetic to the view
thnt beeaure we nre badly informed about the anostles we oammot

say they hnd no pnrt in founding the ahrch,

In discussion observed that there wae no definition
of apostolicity. 8aid that Bpisooni
vagantes nnde it imvortan deny thnt apostolicity wne

rafegurrded by a pere succession of ordimtion,

W 821d the cuestion of whether By anostles we meant

e tvelve or more was not so importantt a later gencretion
looked baok tn its Parivation from the mother church in Jeruealem
where the apostles and others wore active, pointed
~t the annfmr of thinking of aposctle ar a title, rother than its
meaning *men given direotly by iet & oormission which we
belicve wns iven dircotly to the Twelve by Christ”, He added
thont when we discucn ordination, we should@ nek whether sone

kind of external cxzmreesion of commipsion or amnrobation is more
important thnn laying-on of hands, He nleo asked

does one select one group of scattered or diverse evidence ns
more normative than another, W said the letters of
Ignatiun, being to Aifferent churehes, were better evidence than
Herna, ie later =nid that what was important at first was

the auccossian nf the Bishop of Rome from Peter, dut the

of Rome'e first immortance becaune of Peter and Paul,

naid they ere ncking whetherthe reception of authority or
Jurieﬂa;:ti'm fron Ronme were gny papd of what e meant by anostolie
suceossion,

W, noting the consenscus »n apoetolieity in the renorts
e two Bub-Cormiesinns, contrasted our view with that of

Oongar, who defines it ap the nission or commission of the Twelve
whieh errriecc on throughout the history of the ehureh,

1 2 aleo presented their pronosed eorrections
8 paper on Ministry, for inecor—oration into

Bighop Clark suggested that tomorrow morning, shile 2 worked
on the revision of their document, 1 and 3 ooula meet together to
consider 3's additionnl pointe on priests and priestliness, .

(Instructions were ziven later that they should also ree-nsider
end if needed expend their re~orts on Anrostolioity,)




9,% a.m., Groupe 1 snd 3 met together, Group 2 sepnrately.

4,30 p.m, Wtwk the chair and gave out 2%s
'Provisiona cumen 1 - Ministry', 1 and 3's reviced Note
on Abostolicity, and their ‘'Provisional Outline t'or a Doounent

on Ministry',

W prceented the 'document No, 1 - Mininstry®, ana
explaine all ¢ :rmments hnd been taken note of and most,
including 1's sugrcested pnra, 4, incorporated in the revised
text,

In %i_gmg&i_@_n sonc further amendments were suggested for the
drrfting committee to deal with,

840 neia m%mm presented the revised Notes on
Apostolicity with ite catalgoue »f nrobleme thnt need clrrifieation,

Winted out the two lines of argunent,

eg ng om priesthood and from apoutoliei?y that were being
folloved nnd needed synthesizing. footnote
nttempted to exHlain why priestly language came to be used,

Bighop Clark asked if the Commission wished to draw up a
preparatory document on Anostolicity on this dasis and nlong these

linesn, Wm miggented 4t misht be done tomorrow
norning but s was orvosed, Biphon Butler renminced the
Commission that a ntatenent on emoetolicity would need to begin
with 'Christ Lhe great apostolos of Goad',

Bi . neked if enough guidance betveen now and next year
or a samission to vrite a section on avostolicity,

gy felt two more full meetings needed, dut
-mmrm and others disagreed strongly, while emphasising
e need for a complcte text to work on at the start of next
year's meeting,

W“ snid tomorrow should be devoted to agreeing on an
overa nattern from which n text ecould be nprepared by sectinne to
be nrpoigned to grouns geographiecally.

%aiggghgglglgx added thnt their work should be submitted to a
ther gzroun to »ut them together, Mﬂ?m streesed the
need for short thceses to guide the grouns, not just an outline,

QQE%;LM urged uc not to etand on the edge of the bath for yet
annther year, unwilling to plunge in,

oy asked that the work of the Lutheran-Roman

Gntholie and Anglican-lutheran Commission be taken into aceount,
and sald we should not £all behind their ororress,

W snid it would speed matters if pgrouns worked goon
on new materinl ond sent it to A./R.C.I.C. merbers f-r comment,
gﬁmgmm_mm anid we should fix the groups and decide
when to neet nrisr to leaving here,

&._mv.;l{wf?roviaioml Outline for a Doocument on Minintry'
wne then Aiscuecced,




gnid 1t wre not our task to treat apostolicity on ite
own, but only those asnects which were direotly related to the
problem of priesthood, said one eannot
resolve the nature of stry a diblieal-historieal study,
Better, a statenent of doetrine of chursch and ministry and
apostoliq ministry, backed amd illustrated dy the biblical and
historieal mteriai.

Pr. Yarnold suggested that our ongoing work should be alloonted
to three groups: (a) 5 and 43 (b) 53 (e) 6.

satd we should meet tomorrow in Sub-Commissione nt

. - econsider the Provisional Outline and the allooation of
work, and then meet nt 11,0 to discuss thie together in Plenary,




