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Thank you very much for youer letter of 20th May about the
Versailles Consultation. As you will know I was able to discuss
the matter with Fr Plerre Duprey on 23rd, and,uﬁﬁgifistonher Hill
was presant too. e ‘

I think we are agreed that kEpangm afxinex@tff=remt in our
two Churches there is not always an identical view of what would
be an acceptable course, and therefore we have to find a course
that combines accuracy anff integrity =x is not unneces: arily
liable to misinterpretatio An alteration Xmxim® or additionm to
t..e signatures on a JointgR= subsequent to the Consultation
would not be acceptable from an Anglicaggpoint of view. & fhe |u.
S3tatement would cease to be a joint Onﬁ&yhd_dﬁwkkhﬁhﬂ LALuJAFquJH‘,r%y.

concerning one ot fwo paints fost uos ; palt )
Reference for the Consultation were exactly those in the "Note'
which was compiled by tiae participants in the Informal Talks in
1975. This was agreed in my corre/ﬁondence with Fr prey 53E$A_

t

Mgr Purdy of Maicl Ju a-l 7.4, 1977./ffhe presentation oxs the
Statomenmt on our side is by me t he Churches of the Ang Com -
whiech in this case means to the Primates. It will, as you say, be
discuszed by the bishops at the 1C, but tihe report is not to the
Conf directly.

In the helpful and careful talk we had with Fr Duprey h=
xmxxExX a course of action was sugpested which may enable both
of us,tm while recognising the other's problems, to a$gomplish
what we £.el ks necessary. Ixheiimxe With e support subsequent
consultation, .i believe t:ais would be acceptable to us, and 1
hone yon willcﬁ&‘;’it achleves what the Secretariat feals is
ne-~es ary. In brief, the course would be that e Anglican <
pnolication of the document fo he member Churches would & GwaawX x
factual Introfluction to the 8 Iﬁﬁ? , and then text, st—the
S, Thic ,would be sent tolpp@aPrimateg with a covering
letter whicﬁm?%%erjh to the understa

éhmp

nding ¥ Afthe RC participants of

the relation of Para 6 to »naras 2 and 3; and d ,say

that WMalPurdy would be able to speak about the S.L%t at the
Lambeth Conference.tiﬁinclose copies of the Introduction and

the Covering Letter we have it in mind to use. It is our sincere ho

that this prmdmex procedure is acceptable to you.

As you will appreciate we are now hegianimecheehe under a R
certain amount of time pressure as the communieation muspt be sent R
to the Churchies omibgede-whibde Defore the IC gathers. G
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I think I should add a note about your third page'We the Al
undersigned...etc" Vo

S8entence 1. This, if I understand aright, makes the point |
vou feel must be stated and made clear. Our covering 2§
letter is intended to do thisM%Www bov b

Sentence 2. "Transitory” , I think, does not corresfond with

any suggestion in the Statemgnt. More importan is
"not..destineed to change"2EERLQHLST—¥—ge$herrﬂﬂﬂrﬂﬂm
happizst of translatiens—fron—the-Frenech.-The phrase seems
open to considergble misunderstendtng;—wi R : Vold

o —even-beyend—the-whode

.Sentence 3. relevance foffthe imterprmiztimm terms of
referen seems to me a reasonable inference, with room

for difference of opinion, so that to 1nclgde i; %g
reasonable - which apparently was the opinion of 1 e .
people engaged in the consultation. 'Open and shut treatment

could Tfairly be challenged.




