Aty Bth July 1977 Q’V\
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and we had lunch togethar, There wore
for conversation. X ¥hree main matters

I sugronted that John should wri David that
he should have a talk with me about M':nrtm orR
might teke part in the Commisnion as in ACIDD, T
want to look for "something in it for® OFR, I thows were

that be

to be three mﬁ? b § 4 mugment ohould
in Scandinavia, “alens, mm. in that Thie
would involve tish Jnglicanimm outaide W:

2e¢ gggm g % I told John converan
::th thh :ym n BCC DIA . e o
me tha wore three elements in the work of
proposaed Diocese: the toral was well looked after
o4 toy Dut wi { P

3\;:-21001 v::‘ attand

nteren pnrtio. Qefle UFR: & MMNN
dimenpion was mo far - oogod. u: mn‘ that 1t wan -’:uy
that Bishop Satterthwaite had left in 1970 when he took

on his dishopric. !lle should have at Laabeth and

become inglican "“Exarch" for iurope. (A "Diccese" was nonsense.)

lHowever all was not lost. Tha sent Jjoint working
party of Gibralter and the Gener - 3
and constitutionsl questions, it as
for ;l:ropo o:ﬂgm Dioccowe in the txn::roh of ‘ngland
and repre General "“vmod. must not n
"ouckoo in the neast". It muat take the
bilities as woll as benofits., The Hdghop of Guildromd
god.u out that ecumenical end "Juropean” responsibilities
of the "Dicceseo"” should st lesat bo shared with H.M.Us I
sadd that 1t would be helpful for BW to "hold the ring" between
the F 4 G and CFR “"comers". We thought that the Oanoral ‘ymod
ashould have an advisory committee (an the Tommittee for
International Affairs) which the "Bishop for lurope” ahould
t0y 20 that there could be co~ordination of soumenioal
' “ activitien. (Pathapo{ how.nmr! the chairman
n

and

of tho Committeo mipht pr:gox'l ba the Archbishop of Canterbdury

or his 1y appointed dolegnte = o.ite 4t the present tine

the of leiconter.)

':h (o) 0 £ W ‘he ention
said I wan to waus this: by Jlovember would the

Genersl ynod feel that all had been done that could reaschably
have boen done following the debate in July 19757 There had
boen correspondencoi there had been fano=to=ano ‘ocuncn‘i‘cul
conversationg there would have boen the inglicmn/foman Catholic
informal talks next Jebruary, and ecumeniocal discussion &t

the lLeambeth Conforencei what about “‘ngliah” ccunonioanl
oconsultation? John © that thiu was roally a queation for
the Archbighops and louse of 3ishopa to anower. I said that

4n that case it was for CPH to pose the quention to them.

...Omm.oo' -



-

We agreed that there might be a consultation next spring,

I said that I hoped it would focus on Hovember 1975 question:
Yes and No ~how? (and not on Yes or Mo?). John said he hoped
a:rticipmta would be asked what ecumenical effect would be

d by the two possible Church of England decisions: to ordain
women and not to ordain women., It was to be hoped that a smsll
representutive group of Anglicans (sbout four, bishops?
would meet similar representation from the Orthodox/g:iontal.
Homan Catholic, lutheran/Reformed and Free traditions in

John further said that any further consultation ought to be
in the context of the FOAG conference on !Ministry (about the
Ch.U.Cs Fropositions 6 and 7) at M&high on October 18th
and 19th, I hoped that Ohristgﬁor 1 would bs able to attend
it and gaid that I would ask to write a brief on the
possible consultation in the spring of 1978 for the Avchbishop
to take up early next September,

hy Other matterss

a) I reviewed progress towards the formation of a delegation
and programme for the Archbishop's visit to the USSH in the
autumn,

b) I asked John to think of a bishop who could be the

Arehbishtop'e episco de for the Criental Churches now that
the ltlho;l of ‘!mrgnnnd m{arom were not in the running.
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