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A.a o:.r ~=-trtk:ta t o t~ 0::.,01.q dhcunloa accuted by ch.a 
wcrt.d eo.:1rq.at ~ for :M Dc.:t~ o! th hltb (SCl>1) , tbe ltc-.J.n 
Catbt:, ...tt.r1 cf the A:jllcc-L-ua Cattollc Olaloau• ot C.n.d« VO\lld 
11~• ~o o!!er ec,ae ~--tu oo tJ:a do~.aGt of t~• SCDF entitled 

urratlcr-..a e::a tbe Pt::.al bJ!On o! UCIC (herufcer ObHnation1) , it1 
vt:.10 1t 0f:1:s a ,r,~1.aJ.Jan nalu.tioa o! tbe vort of th• AnJltC&D 
~ Ct tbo!!c i.!l~•r--....tU=-al Ccwaiuio:, .UCIC) ~ 1t1 Final hport(n) 

~':Ara l ~t• 

•• •r• 11.t'~t ; r •~• ~J l !or tbe ~b1en,acion1 eaanat1na froa v1tb1n th• 
ic::,. ~ Ob••"•t·-~• ~Y• b••n transaitced as a contribution of th• 
~CliF t 0 !crtber dia!ofl-• 111.tb.io th• ioaan Catholic Church , a dialoau• 
1~al~1~, 11pecu!ly it1 !pi accpal Cool1r1nc11, on the utter• rai1ed by 
t h• F1na! hp,ort. ~ta .:a ll for further dialoau• iapliu that th• 
at:ur11t1ana ara iate'"'C! t-d oot u a final jud1•i::•at but pnchely •• 

b uoat1 001 ofhn~ u the begin:iin1 of a further proc•u of 
aauunacnc .. 1cbin tc• Cln:rcb . Wil an appuciat1v1 th.at theu Obur
vat 1• r.e ¥er e ,repared vitb sraat di•patch, in o rder to avoid undue delay 
1a thi• 1mport&Dt utter . 

~'l-1,~ Chri1t ' ~ call tor uotty is an ursen t one, unity muat ba built 
oa a at r -1 fouadatton. In a f1r1t ■oaant v 1th1n thh proceu of 
aas.••111M1H, it 11 uoderatancbble that ctut Obeervatiota lin&le out vha t 
&ppeer to b• d1ffkult1u U2d aab1cu1t1u within the Fin.al Report, a• 
baf1t1 the a&Dd.ate of th• SCDF . Our ovn contribut ion 11 1ituated wi thin 
a H<.ctid 11101NJlt, t h.at of squanly tacin1 tha difficultiH and aab tau
itiu ra1Hd by the SCDF, of guardin& the text of tha Final Report 
1g11rst oisunde rscaodin&• and :sisinterpretacions, no oa tter ho~ unintan
ti01:1Al, &Cd of sett ing forth the context within . bich the Final Report 
o tfers its conclu&ions. In a subsequent 1¥7Clent of t his pr oce11, we hope 
t~ar ch, !piscopal Conference• of the Roman Catholic Church, especially 
those vh!cb already have a long-staruiin& fllliliarity vicb th• Anglican 
Cc-i=a.:.nio~ , will re~ch a balanced asses1auent, true co th• depo1it of the 
:aith •nd ha1ed on a prOl)e r l!Ilderstaccing of the final Repor t . 

As io:::i.a!I C'atbolic aec.bers of the Canadian ARC dialogue, we a re 
h~artendd bv tbe cveral l pos!tive e7alu..ation atveo ac t he beginning or 
the :.-su·vac1ocs. ~o utter 111-iAc diff1cul ti.e1 the au thors of the 
Jtisen·at _-~s ~ave ~nc~c•r•~. they sctl l ack.nowledge the quali.ty of the 
.~-.cci.~: rap;::-od:.e:aent ac~i•••d, baaed upon renunciation of a "sterile 
;x-lua1ca_ ::ent allcy" 1 0d upon entry into a 'patient and exact i n& dta
!~J"-t! • ! • ~ ). 

~e .:?,se:-i.atiot:...s 1.nclcde " t b.~logical opinion" a_cong eecorulary 
pc1~ts C'!l ~1l1cc d!Yergecce i s poaatble uithia un1t y (A/ 2 11). ~e 
.:~ns1der tl:.at as e Yrol e the Ct>5ervat1c:i.s are expres5ive of a certain 
.-:~rre:tt c f t?-ee : c-6!cal opbico within t"t-e l.o::ian Cat holic Church , one 
~~1c~ F:-:zes !1tera! zc~erence t o precise fcn:iulac 1o~s . above all thoae 
c- f Vat!cao l ~d ~re=.t, vheru• tbe 7he Fizul Report 11 eipnuive of 
~1..st as :eglti:::.ate c~rrecc:s of t be.ological op i n1cn within the ~ 
Cat ho!ic ~ ~rc.h . It tries co overccr....e his t o rical difference• in 



2 . 

• r . ... 

for.ula t ione betvun Catholics and Anglicans, .and to 8rdve at the 
r&al.ity of t he f aith to vbicb the formulations point. It assesses the 
v ei1ht and 1.aport of eaxlier biblical a.od traditional fonrulations, and 
•••k.a to re■tate certa i n dogmatic f orculae in modern terms. This is not 

f h -•ndment of Christ is only allowed but alao fecoces neces sary i t e cv-
to be tak~ sertouely . .:. 

Rav do ve kn.av th.at t he ARCIC fon:ulations point to the same 
u .a l1t 1.ea of f ai t h as t he more traditional ones insisted upo~ by the 
autb.ora of Obacrvat iona? On the surface, the· safer approa~ is to 
demand adherence t o such tri ed and tested formulae. If Anglicana assent 
to tbem, then ve are sure, on this view, of having substantial agree
Milt • !uch out\Jar d adheren ce t o the l etter is 1:1eaningful and rea~ only 
to the extent tha t it point s to an inward agreement of mind and heart. 
Any t vo persons are ab l e to under s t and the same formula in qµite • 
diff•r~t way. Tbua t he oecl>ers of ARCIC have opted for attentiyeness 
to the spirit, for the "patient and exacting dialogue" rightly praised 
by the Obaervationa , and t his has resulted in newer formulations on the 
baa~• of which con.aiderable a r eas of substantial agreement betv~!n our 
tr&d1ti.o'rul are claimed . Hov can we know that this substantial m~eting 
of adnda and hearts claimed by ARCI C is valid an!i in conformity. _to the 
traditions of both our Churches? FoT the last fifteen years of 
ecumenical dialogue we have gone through a painstaking pro·~e~s of 
qoeationi.ng i n which we have clarified, interpreted. tested ~ut_., and 
reex-preaaed our beliefs i n new ways. These fifteen years bave ~enabled 
ua to 1rov toge t her in a shared perception of the truth which we consid
er to be JllUcb mo r e solid and significant than any hasty bureaucratic act 
of put t ing one's signa ture to a formula imposed unilaterally. The same 
quality of dialogue on a much broader basis within our Churches will be 
needed 1£ this shared pe rception of the truth is to yield the f~uits of 
unity ao a r dently desir ed by Chr ist our Lord. · 

Th• method used by ARCIC has at times led to new fomulae, and, as 
we have said above, the i nitial reaction of the SCDF was dratted with 
despat ch . Thus it is no t surprising, given the conciseness and the 
sometimes new language o f the Fina l Report, that the Observations show 
misunderstanding of many s t a tements in the final Repcrt, taking some 
isolated sentences which are f ormulated in a new language without 
list ening to t he argument s which led to these new formulations or 
placing the~ vi.thin thei r cont ~t. 

' 

In the course of our point by point cot:l:lentary on the Observations 
we hope to bring t o l igh t some o f the differences in theological per
specth·e t hat we see betveen The Final Report and the Obs-ervat1ons 
perspective quite legi t imate i n t he l ight of Vatican II and otber rec~nt 
documents , and clear up cisunder s t andings of the final Report. 

De t ailed Co~ent s 

A/2 1: State~ent s Left in Historical Sequence 

The Observation s r eoark that the Final Report lacks harmony and 
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hoi:iogeneity because the '.'elucid_ations" have n.o,t . b~en inco~i:.~ into 
., .,~ =the' odginal s~a\e111e_at;_- -A( som4: point !t tu.Jilt ~e : good to _incorporate 
"' clarifications ·and eluci~ations · into _a single document which p:i::..esents 
;J . the- mature understand4}g reached by our dialOiUe. But there is also a 

2 significant - advantage· in .. presenting the fruit of ARC IC' s labour as it 
;~ came out of the-historical process of the dialo_gue. ?ince the hoped for 

outcome of the Final Report is further and wider dialogue and a deeper 
sharing in the faith. That there v11s a _long .process of graving togeth

~-.s:c. a, that hard ·questl1:>ns ·vet'e asked and an~ered, . t.hat :.issues- were- dealt 
= : wi.th in a gr~dually deeper ·way ·ov:er_ the years or the .diaiogue is not 
~= . sot:ti!tbing of which . ARC IC is ashamed. . to- ; be :: COV'e'red over . in the 
; • ~=" h*geneity of tr singie te;;·t ,. b~t ra.ther an_ ·exemplification of how, 
- · ~:- under the guidance of the Holy Spirit, Christians can grow together in 
· ---= the - ability to -discern each other's faj,th _ and ~ress -•bat ~ c.akes them 
: : :.~one . In the hist-ory of the Church , authotitati.ve docc°riruLl .pronounce-

,, : 111ents have often served as . ti.oely stimuii in tne direction ·of : greater 
~ _ _. _· :. unity , but behind them there was a long .ind often tortuous proc;ess of 
- - 2 .: .;aevelopment, and ahead of them tbe·re was a further process of develop
~ ' :; ::c,.ent, elucidation;_ interpretation .= which ofien led-to -fui:ttrer authorita
- . · .-i'ive pronouncements . · ·Toe level of clarity and_ the ir.on- clad guarantees 
: - : - ~longed for in the Observations appear to Qe core appropriate to v~at the 
!'- . : ford will achie~e for us in patria than·· to what ve -can expect_ .o_t each 
: , ~other as we stnigg_le in via _to live out the cystery of a faitl! . t}:tat for 

illl the light rt cast s remains obscure. ''Now· through a glass darkly" 
: -. cllarac:terizes not on1y our 1.ife: as Christians io separate CCI::!Unions, 
.:- s _:;_lrut also our qtt~si:- f~r ,. un.1ty. __ · · · 

-

5 ~- \lhile the 1Uin_aocU111ents_ of tne ii~a! ~eport are net consoiidated 
"' - -in ~ attecpt to · ruch an a-tecporal perspe_s:tiv.e, s\i.il '-'8 would point 

· ·ouf that the Introduction to the Final Report (FR pp . ..5 - S) reilects on 
the entire chronological range of texts presented in the report, and 
finds in thee an overarching unity based on the t hece of. koinonia, -•hich 

· was very sfgnificant in Vattcan II . This . IntroductL:>n can certainly 
~ - -· bear further developcent, but it does show that we are . not dealing w--i th 

0
· :-: a -collectic,n of ~ocuments l~cking hamony and homogeneity and. p.rcne to a 

·.·:--r:~ mie.cy-0f conflictuig -inter-pretations, but with a report- "llhi.ch, in 
s -:, ~ _spite of ~is ...g-eneti-c -erder , is ~rked by real- ~mity o f \•isio(\·~ 
. - ~ 

=id2 ·11: The Meaning of "Substantial Agree~ent" 

\lhile there uy be ambiguities in the meaning of "substantial" as 
__ used-in English and in langu~ges of Latin crigin, t be authors of the 
.. - Final Report Yere ".ery careful to define what they meant by the tern 
.:.,:_ · ~ub.s~an.tial agreecent-" r - Substantial agreement ceans ·11 unanit:!ous agree-

. ment of the cecbers of ARCIC on es_sential catter_s \./here it consider that 
doctrine...adt:iits no. divergente" (FR 17) , on questions \.lhere "agreecent is 
! n.dispensible for unity" (FR 39) . Substantial agreement can coexist with 
divergences in matters of practise and the theolog,ical judgecents 
relating to those matters of practise. In the -tlococents on the 
Eucharist and on Ministry, _substantial agreement is c.laiced by ARCIC, 
and continuing divergences- in those areas a-re- claimed -co p-ert_ain to 
oatters of practis~ and judgements concerning them, (FR 24) Authoritv I 
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CIC f om claiming substan
outlines the four matters which prevented AR r h ity II does 
tial agreement on authority in the Chu,rch. (FR _64- 65 ) _Aut e::d in those 
not state that substan~ial agreement has . been. fully-- achi d shows 
four matters, (agreement in facto esse) but in a verx nuance :~~ording 
that substantial agreement is at hand (agreement in - ~ieri). 

l1 tn t · the two 
to the !inal· Report, this degree of con~ergence i~ -n~t- &UC 4 . held 
Churche~ are deem~d ready for · immediate corporate reuniort, but is 
to be sufficient t~ warrant early steps to bring t~e t~o churc~es mo:; 

.J • • - visibly · into the one koinonia, making possible the ~ull achievement 
_ _ · ~hat is ·already ·ar hand·. (FR- 97 - 100) 

A/2 iii-: The Possibility of ..Ambi~ity in Interpretation 

' 

The Observations claim that certain -formulations of the Report are 
insuffrci.ently: explicit and fear fhat they . might be read in contrasting 
and ultimately in-compatible ways, which would preclude ·their use for 
reconciliation- of the Churches .- Is there in ultimate anal.ysis any I 
formulation which guarantees that those who · outwardly subscribe to it 

- ar~ · inw~rdly_ one in t:dnd and - heart? Apart from the possibility of 
dissembling, there -is the fact that peopl~, e~en .with the great¢~t good 

· .will, . come .to a - common c-ext with_ different- l)erspecd:ves, · app~oaches, 
·· exi-s.tebt1.al. conc·erns. In ecumenical ·di-a·logue, we strive for the -maximum 

achievement of clearly articulated consensu; ·- but t hat consensus will 
never replace the crucial step in which, after lengthy investigation and 
deep familiarity wj.~ each other,: the . partners. a~e able --to - tell one 
another "When you affirm that you recognize your own deeply held 
position in cbe same formula: in whfcn ·I ~ecognize m.y. own, I be~~~ve you, 

· and . I am · read.y tp join _in witnessing to the union of minds and. hearts 
that our common formula signifies". This step might have adminal:rative 
and juridical · consequences, but it is at bean an act of faith 

•. recognizing faith. The certainty which · •it · offers is personal• 
oysterious, but in - the long run more secure than -;hat, - offered by 
formulae that claim to be so clear that th.ey will never require: further 
inte~pretation and so transparent that outer adherence to them 
automatically implies inward agreement to them, all possible loopholes 

.· having been eliminated. t} 
The Observations would like to see an evaluation of the weight of 

Anglu:an .document's which seem to contradict or be incompatible "·1th the 
Final Report. Of course the same could be asked in regard to Roman 
Catholic documents as well. It must be recognized, however, · that in 
both cases there was and is a development of doctrine which supetcedes 
certain _t tx ed f ormulations or understands them in a new context and a 
new light. Just as the Roman Catholic Church will ultimately jadge the 
concordance . of the doctrinal statements issued by ARCIC with its own 
traditional formulations, so too will the Anglican Communion, and the 
same credence ought to -be given to both . The method followed by ARCIC 
i nvolves a priori willingness to accept that the ecumenical partner is 
able to and \lants to correctly interpret the significance and weight f 
documents in his own tradition. The Final Report is offered to th 

0 

. . e t1Jo 
Churches in ·tne ·hope tha t the same norms will continue to prevail i 
wider dialogue that is now beginning. We know that the SCDF hn the 

11 • 1 1 , w en it 
praiu s ARCIC for avoiding a steri e po emica l mentality", has the 
concern at he a=r t. same 

f} 

• 
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J T - . 
- I I 

.:.... B-f--l :1~ i¥ Euchariat and t ·he ' sacrifice of- Ch~ist 
.J • 

~-- - ' - ' - -. . i ., - . ., - ' - j - .: ,.. 

r - _ :, : ,. - : : Th~ ~~·servations· clai1!1- that -f f wou],.d -h~ve -been ::helpful to · find in 
~-~ e ,-1 th~ _Final~p.ort t~e faith _ of 1 Ca_!:boli~s. ~'fully~•- expr~ssed regarding the 
b.· - : . ..,_ _ sacrifice _ qf ,the: _Eucharist • . ~t is -01,1r ·. ~onv~tion! t hrt - the Roman 
c. -. _ • ~a tho lie.· faith i ~ suf~iciently --~xpress~d .in ,.. the -: statement _ on Ministry 
~ _ - ~ ~nd i~s Elucidation .{FR 35-36, 41; also _-cf. 18. ~ -2.0) ~- The real presence 
- · - · of th-e sacrificial" act of : Cht;ist · i iµeirly affirmed- 'by the anamnesis 

which is the generally accepted understanding of the mysterious presence 
of Christ by the theo~ogians._ Anamnesis is-~ot_jus~ mer~_:rec~!ling of 
the past event, b"ar an active involvement rrom the- part of the Church in 

,- __ , the sacrificial .movement of _C~rist. Furthermore; th.e ptopitiatory value 
~ ~ ~. ~ ~ - ~t the_ Eucharist is .sufficien~ly stated ;1.p~ nes ta:teme~ of Eucharist 
: _ ._ :l' and its Elucidatio~, whe;e . it s_ays ·th~t c th.rough ~ the. Eucharist "the 
~;~ 

2
/ atoning work _of ~rbt on ;he crqss -is proc-laimed.- arui:..made .effective" 

; - ~- J_FR 1~ ) and the. Church co_ntinues to "entreat the benefits oLhis passion 
• . :.-- op· behalf . of the whole _Church." (FR 14) !-fuile the Firutl R.ep.ort does not 
; · _ .-_-;u·se tJle 1.tOrd "pt:Qpiti_a_tion", it e:'!(presses the SIIJl!e reality with other 
..,~ · ~- ~ :~ords ; (lncid.entally ~ .the. Final Report does- n.9t t deal farmal,ly_ .with the 
~•- ~ . . :: _four t rad:f.tfonai : values · of · the Eu;haris~ as expr~5sed_· J.n- 'l'.rent ,: but it 

. __ ,.. .· !ipes not deny anyr of tbem-a!ther) _. .. __ - -_ _ __ ,....._ -- - - , . 
i. t r- - : · · : - - ' -· ~ 
:'·~- :·· B/1 .2: The Presence of Christ in the Euchari~t_ 

- ,, - .,- , .... " 
: . - '. The Observations~: ~r~gret. , th!!,t , the trideutine definition of 
~ _. ~ tians~bs tantiation _ is :noF · f,ou:1d _in--~he -Final Report. -Pbviously,- the 
• .. ~ ~; _Yinal Repo;rt tried to avoid the controversial -~ord ·1tra11sub-stantia tion" 
· · - · . while professj_pg the true presence ~f Chris t. in- th~. _E_µchari st . , Again, 
··· · : _. t)le real.ity : _of _ transsubstantiation is clearly affiruied. - as the 
' ·,, . - "Observations recognize, but the terminology - - -which is. highly:, debatable 
_ - -~' today even al!long Roman Cat~olic theologians - reoaius open. Even Paul 
- . . ' l vr recognized the validity of such terms as transfinalization and 
~ ~ ~- J >ansignification, ~ provided · they . mean what transsubstantiation wanted 
~'.. . '· ,. to· express, namely that this bread is now the Body _of -Christ. This is 

clearly the view of the Final ~eport . 
~ ... ~. 

,, . - .. It is tr:.ue . that if certain words., are fa.lcenTn- IsQlat_ion fror.i the 
whole context (e.g. appropriating bread and wine, a~sociating ·Christ's 
presence with the consecrated elements I . e tc -. ) . - -t hey c:ould be 
l!li.sunderstood. r But after. ARCIC' s indication of it-s. true belief in the 
pres.ence of Christ at several places in t-he Final Report 1 such 1,mrds 

' cannot mean other but that central belief · about the . Euchari st that 
!., r - r '\ 

·_ .C.hrist is truly and really present- i n the elements. Further 

- I 

2 

· ~lart fication i ef always possible, but that will be the ta~k of t hose who 
· explain _the succinct text of agreement to the pe-0ple of botb Communions. 

In this · connection one regrets the Anglican-Lutheran statement of 
i912, · wbich certainly does not reflect the ,.view pf ARCIC' s Anglican 

').' ·· participants, and ;-- un1.ike t'he ARCIC statement-, W{l!;l not submitted to 
~~ ·/~ Anglican synodical _,bodies and much less received thei r approval, but we 
· · · cannQt ju,dge the , wo;rk . of another coµuni_s s j.on here. On~ would expect, 
~r , however, that the Anglican Communion will have to ~ccept e i theT one or 

the other view. May we remark that the Anglican-Lutheran statement 
could be interpreted or expressed in a better way if the rema ining bread 
a nd wine are considered as " a ccidents " and not the sub s tance. 
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B/1 3: Reservation and· Adoration of the ·'Eucha-rist 
' , 

The Observations objects to the divergence in theological 
judgements regarding the adoration of 1the Eucharist, claiming thst su~h 

, ado.ration is a dogmatic definition 01£ Trent. First of all,, Trent s 
definition refers to the adoration due to the Eucharist; acknowledging 

n Christ's true . and · real- presence in it. In this point there is no 
f. .- ·divergence· from .the mind of the · Final· Report, which acknowledges the 

-: .,,; - ;pe1'11l8nent presence · of Christ in the Eucharts t. Di!ergence in practise 
. :;. _ · and in· .tbeological; .:judgement · refers to the- specid · devotional _form of 
. ~ worship given to the reserved Eucharist and its · advisability as_ a form 

of worship; but for this reason one cannot fault the Final Report or 
the Anglican Communion, since neither the first 1000 years nor the 
Oriental Church follows the same custotll-. of - devotions or has · the same 
theological judgements as the Western Latin Chu~ch_ since the thirteenth 

:e.entury.· ·. -· ' - · -

__ . . In. i°e~rd -~to the Black Rubric, which had an adventurous_ hJstory I 
- - . e'len in . the beat of -the Reformation - in · tne sixteenth century• most 

Anglicans would ·consider it as an historical accident which is ~ot held 
binding any more by Anglicans in general. 

B/II 1: Ministerial Priesthood 

; : ~ . The . ·ohserv-a-tiohe, regre.t.. that · th~ sacrific~l language ~•~ot be 
- _ · . - found . .in regard · to the priestly nature _ of ·the· ordained ministe~ . We 
.- · -,--think, howtver, that in the section ·on "the Euchari,st it was sufficiently 
_ - - - made :clear that : the Eucharist is the sacrificial offering of _ ¢hrist 

toge~her -~lt~_ t b e - Church - through anamnesis.. (F'R 13, 19 - 20) the cultic 
action · of the· Euch-arist is· perfort11ed by t"h-e ordained priest · who is 
therefore truly- a~ting in the person of Christ off-ering the sacrifice • 

.:_:.-..:_ ("!'R m . 
I • 

B/II 2! Sacramentality- of Ordination 

The Obsertations object that the Final Report does not say clearly 
· enough that· Orders were instituted by Christ. Preseht - ~ay Roman- eatho
lic sacra1t1ental theolbgy sees the • institut.jon of the sacraments in a 
different light than was possible at Trent. Institution of a sacrament 
by Christ does not necessarily imply . a direct and explicit act- in the 
c~urse_ of the earthly life of Jesus by which he singled out certain 
words and actions and gave a mandate to his apostles to 'repeat these 
words and actions as a sacrament. We are in agreement with the Obser
vations in considering that the historical-critical method does not have 
the final say fn the interpretation of scripture. However scripture 
scholars and theologians within the Church who are f.aoiliar with thi 
method commonly make a distinction between what Jesus explicitly sai: 
and did, and {Jhat his words and actions icplied concerning the intention 
which may not have received explicit formulation until after the 
Resurrection, either in words of the · Risen Jesus or throug·h the 
Paraclete (Jn 15: 26, 16; 13) inspiring the prioitive community. Thus 
even if the historical-critical method does not give us warrant to cla 
that Jesus explicitly founded this or that sacrament, we are at im 

one With 

• 

• 
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our tradition an~lithJ >U-_F ~1:i~~n _partners to -ai!i'l'tld:~ 1:haVeaus did 
institute the sacrm:rent:s ;- ttrcluo.fng thaf oT'{jrders, at least in this 

•~- i~plici~ _ way _q_ui,te .acceptable within the ,f~am~ork of, contemporary 
~.r.. - · r. '. Roman J :atholic· th.eo1Qg-y. , Ihe Observations-a !so--~e!er ta note ' 41 of the 
~~~ ! : Minis \ fy . and Ordina~·an--" st_atemeut _(FR 37,) , ,- and fear that after all 
-. \ , Anglican~ ~ .r_~'t:>-e to, :8ccept .., that_ Qrders is ii: sacrament dnsti'tuted by 
· _ · _ _ Cnrist. ~,ote -4. giNes :i the.. · Anglican - inten,tetation:' of their own 
~,- . c:~_c;,ori~essp:,nal _s.t~te!D-ent_ .and · sit-uates t:_he .,d;l,ffer.tnce-r betw.ee-n., ~Bapttsm and 

· J ~cijarist on the on£1'illna and -other sacraments ~on . the .other , i:n whether 
~? : -~~6t not th~y ·are ·absolut.ely .necess~ry fo~ s~lvat..ion. Aw Roman Catholics 
-~ - _we have no -reaf!On .to .doubt the veracity of what is being - said by our 

__ -A,!lllican partners in the d~alogue on this point. -
' . 

' _-_ B/II 3: Ordination of Women 
~ - ~ _,.,,..;..._,.;,;_..;;;..;.___,;;.,;;;,.;;;=;,;;;,,,;;.=c.,;,;;,...;;..;;;.....;.;..;;.;;;= 

:_, r 

. - ~ ~. ~ ~ !..- - ~ 

: . - . ~ ~ ~ 1 
- The ordination of women in·

1

~he Anglican commutiion certainly creates 
a new question on the road to reunion. The Final Report has not 

-r•o- c. ,addressed t~is .par~icul~r_ question "1hi~h i s - a · ne1o1ly :a.rising. issue, not 
_: , : ·nesent in our 400 ye~r . old ~ivi.sion. . This - question. vill have to be 
·' : : -:; .f_a~ed in l,_oth ~hurches, _ O!]- both doctrinal and practical/ di&dl)'linary 

1.evels. 

B/III 1: Petrine Texts . .. - --., 
- - - - ---- ---- --

_ The Observations fear ~hat the Final Repvrt wishes to~adopt as its 
~: ef~f~c~ive norn ln ~crlp~~r~l i?ter~~! t.ation only- whet ·hTsearica l criti-
~ 'cism ma:!,ntains .. thereby allowing '! tha bomogeniety ,of. the ·developments 
· . . . - which· a ppear in Tracii.tion· t ·o .remain in .donbt," pa rti_cuiatly in regard to 
:·. ~:·_~he role ot'Peter .. 'the Observa tions . fea r tha t _the Find. Report's formu
. - · - · 1ations do not · conform to Vatican I' s s ca t emenc- tho t Pe ter r eceived 
• 1 : · p'ri~cy o f . juri sdict'ion directly f rom -Chr"i s t. · The _ana l ysis "f s crip
. = J - - tura.1 data on Peter's role in the Church a s found in the Fina l Report 

(par. 3-5, FR 81-83) yields a conve rgence of pos itive expl i c i t 
indications · that this role was one of leadership. Given the v i ews of 
ARCIC on what jurisdiction enti ils "(Pa r l T, rR ts:89T, thi s- ceans i n 
effect that Jesua _conferred juruidi ction on Peter personal ly . ~'hi l e t he 

·~!:~:·Einal Report uµd·a ltnl!'s a t 1.ength the ce11crn l rty oT'=Pet e r 's r ole amor.g 
- J .. _ _ th~ twel,ve, it does not believe that the S_criptures prov ide a basis 
~ ~ sufficient to show the transmis sion of thh roa. e t o . t hose 1,:ho :would 
; - r·•·iat ~r ;be bish ops of Rome nor t he expHc i t i ncent:ion of Jesu s during his 
~- .- _ earthly l ife that s uch transmiss ion t a ke place , Bue che Final Report 

· · wishes to affirm that the deve l opment of papa ! primacy i s l e gi t i oa t e and 
'· · .prov idential. I t is possible t o think thnc ,s uch a _deve l opment, i t 
:- -· -argues , " is not contrary to t he New Tes t ar:ent 4'nd is part of God' s 
:· J . pu_rpose regarding the Church' s unity and ca tholicii:,y" (FR 84 ) -. I n f act, 

· then, the Final lleport argues in favour of a pos it i ve apprecia t ion fo r 
· : the Chui ch 1s tradition on this poi nt, no t agains t i t. While t h is 

: . : _po s itive a p_prec~atio~ us e~ a differ ent. l qnguage nnd conc-eptuJl struc ture 
.. · tnan do the fonuula tions of Va tican I, its s ub s t antial a ireeoeot with 

t oe realit y a ffirmed by Catholic tradition ~hould no t b ~ missed . 
. , 



R. 
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B/III 2: ·Primacy and Jurisdiction of ,the Bishop of Rome 

'Ple: observations again use r the language of Vatican I to criticize 
the Final Report. arguing that it does not >espect the exigencies of the 
term "ins~ituHon". which require that Jesus him.self provided for the 
universal primacy• the Ob-servations seem to want to insist that this 
institution occurred directly and explicitly by action of the historical 
Jesus during his life on earth • . While agreei~ w!:th the !_mpo>t,lnce of 
showing the christologif a r o aiffs" for papaf prim.scy • and even Christ's 
general intention for a ministry ·of unity in_ t_!l.e ~ hurch. we t~ink that 
-these-gtials · can. _be achieved securely by locating the inatitution of 
papal pri1J18.cy in the unfo.ld!ng. intervretation of Christ's 1-~fe- in which 
tlie priin.itive Church engaged unde~ the guidance. of the Spirit of_-christ. 

_ Current· R.OJUn ' Cathoiic theology links the institution .:9f _ s 91tt-of the 
- , seven sacfauae~ts_ not ~o the direct action of Christ cun::.1ng· his earthly 

~' -- llfe._ but-to -the- :tnte-rpretation of t_he will of Christ and the develop-
- ~ ment __ o_( the ~ea~ing of the. 1h;ist event by the primitive c-ommunicy under 

· -c-qe guidl!~Ce of_ the Spirit• .. a point to which the Observa tions draw our 
a~ tenfion- in the ~rece~ing _section. If theology does not irtsist that 
the historical Christ directly instituted each of the seven saMaments. 
it can hardly insist on this for the institution of the papal pri.c.acy. 
When, .Y,aiican I -used the word "ins_titution" • it of cours e did not have 
available to i i. the .develop~ental -apd.. historical perspective of Vatican 
II: . it simply wished - to emphasize that papal primacy is- part' .:Of t h e 

_ will of ·God .for_ ·his Church. But the Fj.nal Report also e:xprusly- wishes 
_ . - to atfirm this point •. while using historical and developcental language 

~ - - _: ~l:o do- s o: "We b~iev_e that the prj.macy of the bishop of Rot:M -can be 
-affirmed as part: of God's design fof. the universal koinonia" (FR 88) . 

We are. in sympathy with the Ob serva t ions des i re to show t ha t 
visiole · unity is "not something extrinsic adda d to the p.&tt'tcula r 
churc;_hes" and . hence that papal_ jurisdiction over the churches is "not 
something w~ich bel~~g to it for hu1n4n - reasons nor in order to r~spond 
to historical needs . The Final Report its elf unde rstands that papal 
primacy helps to effect unity, describing the universal primate a s "th e 
sign of the visible k.oinonia God wills for the Church and an instrument 
through which unity in diversity is realize d." (FR 86) "Communion with 
him. rr it writes. ''is intended as a· safeguard of the ca tholicity of ea ch 

_ local church. and as a sign of the cocmunion of all the churchea. 11 ( FR 
58) We a&ree with the Observations a nd t he Fina l Report, th~n. i n 
understanding unity to be an organic eccles i a l rea lity, not 8 j uridical 
imposition from outside of the particular churches. But whe n th 
Observations speak of the office of unity as a "cons titutive pa r t o f the 
very n.a_ture of the Church", denying tha t there might be a Church '-'hie~ 
lacks nothing from the vie\ol)Oint of the Roman Ca tholic Church ex ce t 
that it doe s not be long to the vis ible ma nifes t a tion o f full Christi:n 
c011'1111un i on , which i ~ ma intaine d in the Roman Catholic Church it 
und~rmines the long s tanding r e cognition that the Orthodox Chur h ' c es a re 
i n communion with the Church o f Christ; in the Roman Ca tholic view 
they lack only a vis ible s ign of this communion. In addition v 1 ' 

· h • at can II understarids t e Church of Chris t to be a- communion of p ti 
1 . a r cu ar 

churches. each of which is fully Church in itse lf and manifests this 

• 
' 

• 

' 
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ecclesial character in a visible way by its . communion _with other local 
churches throu_g_h the ::_.pett;J rut...:J>"'f:ice. .:..: _ Be.'c.&u5~ ot'Tii -2unde~ari-ding of 
the Church as a communion of particular churches, Vatican II was able to 

!;:.: ~- - !. eval\Jate "1a0re .. p'os::1.tivelf" "the e,cclesial -status:.:o"t' ~g~ea~~ ~i;td P,:-otestant 
~,.: i... Chur.ches- ~despite · 'the•ir: lack · ·or : some; ecdesi~l"- e-lemenb, ·-;--including a 

" - visible. sign -by wh:Lch to manifest- ·thelr commu'nibn i lf ·t ~e- one :church of 
1 - - Christ - - - v - . , :-i __ :- r - · · .-ri - • • - ~ - - : • • • • • 

: : __ -_· - • _- ~-- ·•· - . ·.:r:- :~ :. .· ~ _1 ..':- ~-- --;~•-~Jr:: ~).:,~·-:. -. 
=-:- ., .;Jt/III_3 <, Infailibilit3/;-~nd~~ndef~cdtiility -~-·~ , _ .. __ "'~~=· :_ ,.. -.-

r . : ~ - : n: - ~-:- ·-:: J - .. - :- - .., : 1 _1 =- - - r - - - .. - _- - ,.. t -- • - r ..,. :, • 

11 - - . •. ·- ,: ~e Obs.ervations..'noee -=the dif f ~renc·e between the · Final Repoi:t' s use 
· (., - _;: cj-,_ 'Jindefectibility11 (c1tfng · "Authority I", ~'-par : 18·, FR 61-62), and 
rL : . -Y-a~ican I's use of the · te~~ evidenHy of · 11infallibi.~!_ty'.~-~ -~CI C_ itself 
.:- - .::. w~s 4vare of th:f:.s:. dJ.ff~reuce--. 0 In" Aufhority -·1 11

, -· al: _ t tie _p9int the 
9 :- 1 · OQ.et~rvattions cite-, -~CIC does- wish : t cf- sp~~k-_ o~ t:~e· Jl?Pe' s · %xe°f~ise of 
.. _ --:_sinfallj.-b..ility,.__ the topit- -6f Vilticin 'f' s pcrst or ·Aete'rnus. It . notes, 
.:. -:.. ..:. f. ·:Jls>lltev-er_. : .that .the 1;en~ of: 1:-he• term- "''fnfaT lrbHity" is -co!lvey~d-:._ in the 
- sbr:1.• -ilucus11ions on the possibiI:n -y·!.Qf re·stat'ing -tne o itg{nii )apoc..st''olj,__c words 
; .. : ·.--_ :in new- ways -and : crn - the protectio~ -frorf ernr : - wh i ch :is _g,{ven to 
: . . :- e ~umenical councils. (PR 6~ note- 3-,-· --ceierrin~" t o :_par .-. :µ -_, FR 59-60' and 
.. , - p-a-r. 19 'FR 62'). , __ ,_ - - - ! :_t . • ! __ ; -- _: _: :i .. ,. 

•· - - - · - - - -= 9 ~: z_, ~ r ... ,J - ~ -- :- ~::.· r;:_ 
• :,:...-:: - C ,, - - r .. , . - -

_ ••,;;, ...AROl-C returns- to , th~- discllss-lon of• _it\fallibiltt:y- i.n- m'bre ·~etail in 
r. : ·· : l JIA~thorit7 II" - whl!TEf,- a!fter! _: firs t 'tem£hdin1r_. ~-~eadifs - . of the 
_, - :·J.n-defectibility -of_ 'the Church .(note- -3, : FR_ 9-1-)·, it then - goes on to 
~:.ir -_ :·. diecuu the rea~gy . of : 4.n_fiU.'ibiH.ty i-n =t-he ChuTch_:'"S ~li.!.~ . (FR · 22-97): 
g • I . -rAuthority II".:avoids . the : u s e : of : t1ie - tl!'r1!! ""1.n(al!i'.bn~ ry•L Qhen' possible, 
r - · d~ to 'i.ts etisleadii:tg -eonnot"atrons ;· - ilii-s may mse some :readl!'rs _ mis tak-

. :,. eiity to_co~clu_ge. that .th~ r~aU:ty '1:S• not d ealt with . ' - ... £ -=-- - • 

_ . ~ The Final Reporc_un~ _n t ands that eithe r .. 'a c6iincl.i or _a un i versal 
-: r __ . _primate can cake a decis"'1ve jua-gement in'- matters :Jof ,f aith, and so 

,eJCcluca error -( pan 26·, FR -93) . It u'nder-s tands that c"the · a,ss«fnt ·of the 
~ - ~ aithful i~ ·the· ultimate 1ndicatio~ that such-. a judgement . has been made, 
~, rr- ~ e •. that, infallibility h~ ~~n _ae..rci~ed (Par . 25-, FR 92) ~ · For ARCIC, 
; :- : ;.C:hi a .assent is -th~ ultimllte •i ndication or sign · tha t a. t'Pahic ular7 judge
::.r: s.=i~ nt ha s excluded error because -it .!h.o.w.s_ .t:.he consensus of the whole 
I - .:-- -<ihu-r.ch in the truth, a sign which the ancient church· uncfers"t.ood as the 

t·estit110ny of the- Holy Spirit. However, 'the ARCIC- doe s . not wish to 
undennin.c the ·authori ty ·of a· un1v er sal primate · the rrocess 0f 

___ . the Church's ex-erci1e of infall,ibillty. Wh i l e~ it under s t ands t ha t the 
__ ,.,hole Church has responsibility for preservi ng the Church fro m f undamen

~ c.l error, nev~rtheless it tacogni2es tha~ a t =times this ~es~ons ib i lity 
~ - ·- is_ ~ xercised on behalf of . tKe whole Chur'th by a univa.rs:1-l.- -p r-1.m&te , an 
~- -, exe-r.c ise which need not stifle ttr~•-frcedom of the pe-rsohs 'in t he ' Church 
-Jr _(par. 28 FR 94) . In addition it acknowledges t ha t "1t! ~ould be · incor
:- - rect .to s uggest : that in controversies o f faith no cc,r.c ilta: r or papa l 
• definition possesses a right to attentive s ympathy and a c~eptanc e until 
::_ '. it · bas been examined by e~ety individual Cnr istian and ' s ubjected to the 
--~ sci;utiny of his private ,:l ud~emen t"(pa r . 31 ,r ~ 97) •. · . ' 

• · . ~ • l - , , -· The Obse rvations f inc'J a dive r gence f i:,om Ca t holic ,doc1t r,:l.ne in one 
I I 

sentence whi ch state s his t oric Anglican hesita tions abo4 t a ~erta i n v i ew 
o f pa pa l infallibi lity (pa r. 31 , FR 96- 97). To unders t and th is sentence , 
howeve r, it must be place in i ts contex t within the who l e Reoo r t . The 
Final Report follows the noted sentence with two othe r s , be~inning 



10. 

"Neverthelesa .•• " , which show the willingness of Anglican memb~rs of hing 
ARCIC to acknowledge the weight with which a universal primate 5 te: 1 cnu t be re~a rded. Some A,nglicans have ~:xagerated the claims_ of Vat . an 
an papal infallibii-1-ty ; But Vatican I itself sets condition~ OD,_ the~,-, 
uercise of infallibility: by the pope. Only_when ~hese conditions have 
been fulfilled, as the Final Report correctly notes, do Ro~n catholics 
conclude t hat the judgement is preserved from error an~ the propositioq 1 
t rue (par. 29, FR 95). · 

In addition, it must be said that paragraph 25 of-Au~hority tI 
(FR 92) provides the most significant context irrvhr~lrthe aforesaid 
sentence is to be interpreted .. _ In it Ro,111an .Gatholic as well as Anglican 
ml!!llbers of ARCIC' agree: tnat · r~ct!ptiQn ol ~ -·d-efinirto~ 15f ··me faithful r i,s 
the tin.al sign that the definition has oeen p~eserved: f!o~ error by . tbe 
Holy Spirit, thou-gh -not th~ first mea.ns by which tbe definiti~n acqui1:as 
authority (par. ~5 FR 92} . · The Final Report's statements on._reseption 
and th~ preservati.Dq of tl:}e_ Gospel in the Church in Authorit;Y lI, -p~ra.-:- : 
8!•_phs 23-28 (FR 91-94J sboyld ·oe underst-0od as the .theoretical /rame'!ot.:k 
\lithin which· ARClC mem"bers tnen try to ans.wer historic oQj~ct:4-ons ~~ bq.~h 

The Observations re111ark that infallibility refe.rs not to truth bu~ 
to ce"rtitucfe: ft !-fonder~ noJ,1 certitude· or assurance cou ld be ac~i~~<! j.'-t 
the s·ource of authority is not found . in the subject ·ex;p.ressing a defin,i-t;ion, 
such as a council or universal primate. The relatio to Lumen Gentium, 
article 12, however , explains that indefectibility refez:~the ~ontinQ.ation 
of the Chur ch , and infallibility to the truth which it p roclaims~- TtTs 
the supernatur~l virtue of faith in_ God and His t-lord, rather than the authority 
of any cre~ted subje~·t, \!lhich ls the basis of our -certitude; it is this_ faith 
which al._1QW$ us 'to ·recognize as· contorming~tQ God ··s .. Word .those papal defini
tions which arJ ~xercises of the Church's~nf~ilibility.. Post-refopna~i.9n 
theology at times too poiemic-ally -overemohasized _the_ authority of the 9-r~ated 
subj ect(s) oroc:.laim.iJ1i, set in contrast with the con~e_nt _of his (their) . 
proclamation; but this is a distortion of Catholic _tra_d1.(ion . Thoma-s Aquinas 
taugh t t ha t bishops are believed by the faithful only insofar as they 
articulat~ the same f ai th which t he apostles and prophets left int-heir 
writings.4 Pasto·r aeternus continues this Catholic 1:raditio·n when it insists 
that t he pope 1n5de£1ning dogma cannot add t o the deposit of faith, he can 
onl y clarify it . - - · 

--'The Final Reeorf, then, also. makes ~lear that"no t~aching authori ty 
can add new revelation to the or ginal apostolic "f,aHh" ("par .. 23, FR" '91) ;- It 
is not to undermine the authority of a universal p_rimate, then, but to 
clarify its sour ces and l imits, .that the Final Report states, "The Church's 
teaching aochortcy is-a- sl!TV!ce to ~tr.Leh the faithful look for ~u:f"dance · 
esp~cially in times of uncertainty ; but the assurance of the truthfulness 
of i~s teach~ng r es t s ultimately rather upon its fideJity to the Gospel than 
upon the charac t e r or -office ·of the person by whom it is expressed" (par. 2] 
FR 94). Hence , for example , Roman Catholics do not assent in faith to the ' 
I~culate Concep tion and the Assumption of Mar y as dogmas of the Church 
prima rily because a unive rsal primate has defined them· th • ey assent to them 
rat he rL because t bey _recognize in them the apostolic faith which thi - ' 
is bound to pr:ocla im . - J?Ope 

•• 1 
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; r.. - = .... :- ~:- !~,.. .. ... --:. _ ·- A~ . :: _ ::.:~~:·· .,· .J~ ., : I J .11.' 

~On clie ?~he·~- h:and ~ i>_e:,r~al)~s ~t~~ ~c·o~n~~~ ·'.of~J he~,,Q~se~ iti8ps 4 !~it'h 
certitu~e- in ~-a · _1:e~s_--~_t.rt~; .. ~ ·,111ot~ · P~icl}ot~S~<;~+ · ;~~~·n 

1 
· -,~he _ ~in_al 

Rept>rt, bowev~r, - ~roes seem . to share this concern as· vel! •. 1,1~0, . it, 
a:kn~wle~ge~ -,t_he ;'~lu-~ 1:~a~ '!1Jt'~6ri,tS:~~~e 

O 
~~~t~g~6~ti ,.~,iiv~ ~~~ g~~dance, 

in uncertain · -times, ·and when i E takes a g~nerally posi~ve _atti~u.de 
toward the role of teaching authority. ., r. 

1 
• - · ' - · 

B/III 4: General Coun~ils-: 1:--! · r ... sr-:- L t ~P c.,--; 

.·:-:. · ~ : • .. :!Jl:1::- ; l~ 

. Tlie Fii_al Report- ··~~stii1g~sh~1 ' ~etv~~;{iJJl ~~1.pls, '.· ~(\ c;~~!ti~r 
statements: - tho'Se ' · whictr "')f6rmulate - ··central · truth·s ~-of . salvation-, 
regarding fundame~tal ·utters: bl· f1'1ttfi : . incr -t1tos5~ =wnl ci" iJflit.e ' to. 1iss. 
central - mt'ters; " Christian beliei h=.oiai thit. cinly~ tfi~ ·_ fi.; st .are 
protected~ trom ·error; - the -88COt)6-,-- rwhi -1e· . :l.mpo.J.:.C"~nt _fci~ --~fie. }llJ..SSion ~oj 
t .~e 7Gh':1:ch and --i~~luded _within !he, g~ne;a'.f ,~rl'.<!1t1 ·o,~ .lfis~p ~a~ :t_e~~}TA~ 
and "' judges -within th·e ·whole ChuY<!h,- are ahin_g .fhose • .St!lte~ent,s_ fr.om 
general -councils wfiich · 11 sometimes have--erfi!a•• hi -=-ftf . __ ·ni,e F:.fqaJ Jt1fp..9it., 
here is not suggesting that bishops in council mus't · 't'es""f rict· theuisel.ves 
to consideration of only fundamental matters of faith: . it rat.her _wants 
to do what the : Observ~tions wish·, .i ··.e·. 1~o· cffstfo~u(sh' :~ °:t_n~ ..:Con~iliar. 

cd.ocuments between -what is 'truly ~defined and the · other· ccinsi'de_rat-ions·. 
::7'-wh'i:·cn are found tli-ere.'' r'· · =-' . . -. ,- ·. : -J:- c. 'J. - ).: r : . ;;- : 0 

• 

-, ~ - - • - - - J - ! ; - .l. : -_; -=-' . - -: - - : .""!...' - • ~ -- ---
r ,:,: : -~/.III' 5: -Reception - "' - . - . - . - -. . . 

: : -. : . ~ - ·E • As we ha'1e ·noted abovei ARCIC in•-= ~1A11~h~ ri~y 1.J'\ · _pai .~j j ~ ~a~· ~j.v~~: 
.1: - a theoretical framework within· which it" understands- 'th e· exerc.ise . of 

-i nf alliM.lity ; - in-· ·par ; ··29 · - · ·92", :i~- -stat«:s : M st:o.rit- differences' · of 
-: emphasis= b'etween -tne -t:wo -c·o~unfons ·whicl-( '_{t lie fie\~ "tab l>·e' ov e·tcome by~ 

: · C - r -the vi'sion frov-idecf i=ti the< tlieoret'i-cal fratrie\,roTk. - The· s·en'iincl?· noted by 
t he Observati6ns : i-n · Authorit5• tr,· par. 2~, - i § an-· example of· i uch , a~ 

;:.; :-- - historic difference ~ n emphasis. · - · ; - . . - -
r- ,::. _ _ :- - :' .. , • 

The Flit-al Report• s understanding = of · ..:t:he process of ~~cepti6n 
- - . follows a r ec:n: -scholarly (fonsensus ~among_ n~-;-~ l-y--An-g.fl-e-an bu,t _also 

r: Roman -Cat ho 111: theologians. The Final Report fol tows· · 1:_h_is . consensus 
when it understands reception · to be the final manifestation · that a 
particular statement is an exercise of infallibility. Along with Pastor 
aeternus the Final Report excludes juridical · "gallicaai~~ - which would 

~ make reception· an act juridicall y conbt!tu tive of i nfn l lib{li tv; it ~a s 
to excltide this . juridical notion of reception that Va tic an· 'I added to 
Pastor -aeternus 

7
the .:phrase ."exes e . non autem ex ccfnsensu Ecclesiae ; 

irreformabiles." - - Va ti.can I, however, did ncrt· intend · to exclude the 
~prbces~ of8recept~on fr?m the means by wh!ch~l ~f?1lib~~i~y • ~· exer~ise is 

- discerned. Hence we believe that the Fi na l Report is not in disagree-
ment with Pastor aeternus on this point. 

Lumen gen·t!um repeat's -customary teaching in d i stingui°shing between 
uteligious assent of the soul" - due to all · teachings of ,the 'bishops ·an°d 
in a special way to the authentic teachings of the pope - and the assent · 
of "the submission of faith" - due only to exercises of the Church's 
infallibility by them • 
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. , _ The ··1i,ro'c~~~ - bj .:wh_1ch: t he Ch~x:ch exe,fj!fs~ s ! ts '1u°f alli bility i s a 
complex1 one. c - 'The Final Report tdes to show the delica te balance 
between the role of authoritative statements by a council or a universal 
primate tfn1 the "one 0nand' arid 'the r.esp1ons:f:bilicy. of the whole Church for 
'J)'reservirig tb~ ·c-os1>e.l -~~ 'the other hand : ' rt· thu~ envisions that a 
_council' or ·univ~~sal pri!Mte nil g'bt be attsi sud' at a .time of crisis to 
articulate· -thr cin!f ·ai,ost:61ic·1 'ta1th whi~h the ' phu,:ch holds. Because the 
Final R'-ep"cn-t1='e-e-es tliiS ' i t-·u i u'lation as. I the l exercise -by those in office 

--- ~fa ~~!L .giv,en._ .~C? . tli~ .wl'!~le _,Chut ch, . } t sees J-?, . r~ception a kind of 
': : fin~l·'.· indi~.a~~o~: ~h~ r --~he. , B:!'trculatto·n' .°;t'ttdiy . ,J:Ef •. in accord with the 

-· fiith ~f1 1:_itos~ ~~r -~h0m-~~t _sp~4t 8 ,- _ Thf~, serii~ ·pf , con~iliar and papal 
. . _ inf_ll;_lli:~~~ity , ' t~~µgh _nb_t · unc!'erstoQ.q. ·de~tlY. . .PI. a11 _ the_ manualists 
; : · _, ~mm~cf_iate;y. ,.a ~ter, ~at1ca11 ·r, 'has pe·cQtDe a' wideli ~ccepted .,·i?terpretation 
. ,,; : ~ ~ ~a7:.. ~t R~~ _ ~}f~'¾f~ ~~~~i ~s,lans: ~tudy~ng \tati~an r-.~ ;: -. · 

:·.=· ~~~:_}f£'o_stc,_1~2t. s ?ii::t'i ai~n - _ 1 : -: u ' · · . :·· .• ·.: :.· 

~- . !:n . ' : · The': :·obs erllitions wo9ld ::11~·~ _-i . leriithte~ ·,discussion~ .o_~ apostolic 
succession than is i,r6'1i:ded in "M:fo1stry", par. 16. While all of the 
points ~i~:~sl!ed _ ~n,.. ~h~ Final Report _could b~ discussed moli4: fully, we 
find · that 'fi;S' t~ea.tmetlt b-f . &J>cistolic su~c~si lon • says enough to show 

C 

C suostand~l~: ~if~e~~nc ~· on J -f~~ ·.- tia_t'uie oJ',_apostol~c succession. The 
:. . ·· further question· - ~hethei' a ·parti"curar_ CoJ!i!;union' s . 9rdained ministry in 
: r fact stancfs 111- -succe.ssi bti' ·to· tl(e- ·ap·ostles - :.· is.. ~ .ques--tfon which can only be 
: a~ w1:,red_~ ~by,: _an:: _-an·~1ysis ~( . t-f}~ Covmnn_ii,.on •~- the_?1ogy and . practiH on 
~r.. ·other,.. c i nc,:;-ai- dtf~f r1._h_a_l i s ¢ues~ It i_s: thf i ·analysis which ARCIC has 

.. : . :;~r ~~d ~~ ~1:o1~~~~~iti~-~~~· :1~al ~epor't, · .. · ~--
'-- - . - - ~ r, - - ·-- r·· - :=-- ,·~. ! .. ~ c. .. 

C/2: Mora1- 'read1in&"'· 

We loo~ forw~rd . to an . expansion . of \:he ecutlet\_ic.al dial ogue to 
~nclii~--:,~t~\l~~ oral teaching, b~t we _ag~ee witn t°he. Final Report 
that · 11 soifie · dif,f1culties will not be \."holly resolved until a prectical 
i:!1f~ i a f ive' ~a~ ·bee~ _taken and our two Churches ha~e lived together more 
vfatbly in the one koinonia" (FR 98). We find a. great .deal of agreement 
bet~een but ' two Communfons on ~Qral teaching, and we have found t 
Angiican~· r~e~epti~1f dial9gu~ partners, eager to 'learn f_rom the emphasis 
of th'e ' koma.n · cafholic tradi~ion. Vatican J I' s discernment of ecclesial 
elements in the life and pracc'l se of churches outside of the Roman 
Catholic Church should also make us open as well to the insights of 
those churches in moral teaching. 

D: On the agreemen t- and · t11e Next Step 

Wl'iil.e _ we acknowledge that there are a till ma tters of importance 
that need t.o be' discussed before substantial agreement on all pertinent 
matters _r l;!'aches .a state of full a chievement, we have t Ti ed to show how 
many · of the Observations' objections to the Final Report are ba sed' on a 
mis unders tanding of the Report and on a t e rminologica lly rigid under
s tanding of Catholic dogma which is not mandatory within the Roman 
Catholic ChuTch. The assessment by the members of ARCIC of . the extent 
and quality of agreement r eached in their dialogue and expres sed in 
their Final Report i s to our oind well-founded. 

I 
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_We ar_!! __ in agr!~At_.!"ith .. t!'!-e Observations o~ ,, fQ.e-! .adi~~ability of 
E •• - _ further steps to -btr "ta:ketf. _. we- would off ei: -t)le foUoving_"'.suggeB tions. 
;. - • ~ • - - -. ~ - - - ,. ~ ': • :- - r- : _ - ~ - • - _; 2 ~ - - - : - • - ~ J C ! f'; .. : ~r: .. ;!-~:ff...; 
_t.-: - · -a) ~ile_·_th~ -Obs~rvations ,,~ .riled~ eQ.~-lt_a.eg~ ~hit.. ~ ..,~n.ti?~tion 
-c . ~- _ of- t~e dial_ogue· 111H be _ fruit~u.1,·. -~e- pr!!~ ~be ,ine-:P.P~lllistic 
; : _ stance . r~a~heci c. by ~ Pope_ foh:1-. f!Pr -:ff · _ ~~~ - 1~e -: ~r_c~i.s!i~P of 

Canterbu~_ .v~o
0
·_ate·_ vp.~~g -- ~? _ ~n!!.st~-: ffie..;-P.r~p~-~~ 0 to be 

s· : · = - - taken-~ \~~ ::.~~a\~gue~ ha~ ~!~n_.!}1~f.Es,fplfi !'~~~½ ~ &.- ::: ;, · __ : _ . 
- ,. - - • - . - • - . - .. • ~ -.. - -:,. - r-4:' "/ .: ~ = ~ : .., : _ .. 

-·• - · b) on the· basu-~of vhllt has. alxea-cfy beet( s9lid,ly; ..a~e.v..ed • by ilCIC. 
=--= -. : - ve are convtnced- thit ' at .:: th~-: ~~fy _fea·§i- i ieco~fif.o~),y: the . Roma.n 

CathoH;c ~rl:~ _ ~h4_t · the_·- ~~ilic.fn _ ~~oio~.- -I~..: =·~!'--~ t~.e . same 
· ·· • - ecclestal basis, · 49· is attributed to ttie ..:- brc.hodo,c .Chu~h~s ....in the 

- • - . Dic-re-e on Ecumenism" _i~ J nd;~a~,s:t- : l'lili( w~-~l_)f a ~re~o~ition 
of their ordt~s ana the same ·practical provislons on intercomcunion 
as the Roman Catholic Church is vtl.l1,~ _ ..t9:: ~f!e~ 2 ~ : ~rthodox 
Churches. This closer knitting toget1ie·1--fs needed to create the 

9 ~ • -

experiential conditions by which_, ~he J:e~oluti~q"--of, _.gut standing 
difficulties- be_~~me~ :~f !ec~ivel( P9!~~ol~ .. · - ~ ~ -,, .. J - -r: : ~ 2 ; ~:: : •:o 

- - - - - - ~ - - • • - • . . - -. - t. L • - - p -

~) :While the~ d0~sue·_ i~ -~o ~b~ ::-!xt'_e,:ndet Fo ·- ~1:~~~ ':E~~i. :)~t .:~s not 
- - fall into t he ettor· of sup_pq_s:;ng tiiat _cJetai.Te..cf .,J~~llHcit ~agr~e~nt on 

~: - all potnts- · on -.ghith _div~r&~nce~ :f.._s~_~v~Q- ~remotelj_- possibie is 
- - - 1 • -- ~ r r ~ • - • .J .. - G - .. r .. - · -

required _ ~~t~r~- ~otf:r.ete_ )!,!t.-icilc~l~ :?tj!j~_ t_o ..b~I\i_: ~ .)-~s~ !.can be 
taken. Tb·e:1>eci"tre on · E"cumeni61J1 e.Qdors~~ -,a .. . leiitiiut~ _y._ar.1.ety of 
theological- -~fle_~s_i .oii!( ~f :'doc t/ ~n_e' ,_ C!1~r~Ji; _si~c1R;f ne-; -~ -t""~. and 
s pirituality (-Par: 15~1,)J __ and" Ql!r at;_tJ.~ua'~ _ s):i_p_µ,ld,. _be . . one of 
affiri:u..ng and rejoicing "!ft this " richness -rat1ler than -niggardly 
seeking out possible deviations behind eve FY~ ,agreed~ ~ t~te~n!= and 
eclesial practise. - - - - ------ -

c ; .., _ - d) Al:rove all "let Os follow Vatican II'~s- p~c; rtte . 6n l:cimeri'ism when it 
.::..:._ ~:- states-: ''In order to -~es~ore . communion atid . up!ty 'or~ preserve. them, 

one must impon n-o burd~!l _beyo"i!a what_ ·is · _io<f;.spendble.' _ "(Acts 
15-:28)" (Par.:,- i8)_ "It is ou r ferient q9~e - ~na~ ~ thls· fair.:minded 
and to l e ~nt artit\foe of the fj.rst_ ~ of Jeriisalec~ b_e_ :upper
cost in the c,ind_s 'and hear.ts_ oJ 

I 
our bishops, and_ pe,o_pl

0

e as th~y are bcuc: 

-1 : -:~.---- faced_ vit_h the preci~us Oilport!,lniJ:y to_ a.,dvance , tlje _c~use of u~ity 
- !.: ::- with our ~gl1can_ brothers and_ si~ters. - · _ _; -~~-- ~ 

r - ·. *****-***** *-"'**** 
Membe rs o f t he Roman Cathol i c Sub -Co mmit t ee of t he .. ~ 

Anglican - r.oman Catholic Dia l og ue of Cana d a 

.,, , 
Rev. Irenee Beaubien, s.1. 

·r Rev: l-'.acBeath 8ro\.Tn, c .s.b.· 
J :~ · Rev . Joseph H~rdy - · 
- . Rev. Dr . Jean- Ha re LaportQ.,:- s.1 . 

------ --
Dr. Harry Mcsorl ey 
Rev. D-r . Attila ~•ikloshazy , s. _;. 

- Dr. Mar ~al'et O''Gar"a='. ·~, 

._ ··: Sr . Dr . Gert;-ude _ _k!c~~hlitt, s .n. j .m. 
Sr. Dr. Veronica 0 1 Re·n _l y , · c.s. j . 

,. 
I • 

1-- - . 

L j _ • r- • 

L : -
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FOOTNOTES 

l. Myaterium Ecclesiae; cf. Pope JQhn XXIII's opening speech at VatiQen 
11. 

2 • . For example, Karl Rabner, The Church !nd the -Sacraments (Freiburg: 
Rerder,_;1963), pp. 41 - 74; · "' 

3. For a discussion of this relatig, see Harry M~Sorley, "Some Forgot~en · 
Truths at;out -the .Petrine Ministry", Journal qf Ecumenical Studies, 11 
(i974). 225 

4. De Veritate, q. 14, a. 10, ad 11. 

5. Pastor aeternus, chap. 4 (DS 3070), 

6. For .~ample, Yves Congar, "La reception comme realite ,,. 
ecclesiplogique", Revue des sciences hiloso hi ues et theolo i ues 
56 (1972): 369 ~ 403; Aloys _Grillmeier, Konzi und Reception. 
Methodische Bemerkungen zu e~nem Thema der 'bkume,nischen Diskus1'ion:" 
-Theologie und Philosophie 45 (1970): 321-52. 

7. Pastor aeternus chap.4(DS 3074) 

2. ~his w~dely held interpretat~on is giv~n, for example, by Heinrich 
Fr.!es and Johant)es Finster~olzl, "Infallibility", :SacrRment~ '1-!undi, 
Vol _3. (~ontreal·: Palm P~bl1shers, _1969),, p. 135. 

• 

• 

' 
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