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Your Gr~ce/Er::.i nanoe , 

llfa wri t a as co-cht.tirmen or t he 1~n5lico.n-Rom..'1ll Catholic 

Oo'l!lmi seion on Mixed Ma.rrir.gcs . I t is v:it h sr co.t s.-itis f ,'lt\ tion 
t hnt the COOQisaion haa met ng~in nfter r.n int ervnl ot three 
ye~r s . This neeting hoe confir med our conviction or the 
iopor-t ti.nce of continuing dialogue in t his fie l d. 

We enclos e a rc ~ort of our rn~~ting held in London , 
Uove::iber 22 - 25 1971, in which we cu ph~sisc c nuribc r of 
pro blems which oeoo to ua to r equire j o int atudy by :,nt; lici.n­
Rocnn Ca t holic experts , e ither under our o·:m dir~ot i on or 
t h~t of tho .'Lnglicnn- Ro!l~n Catholic Intcr n~tion~-1 Cor::.ni ssion . 

\ie h ~vc clre c.dy outlined t cnt:-.tive :-.r r ~ne<:nent a f or these 
studie s to bo pursued in different pr1.r ts of the world . Since 
eooc of these pr obl ~r.:.c would b:.:netit by ~:iuch ·::id1;r r i:i fl <--ction , 
we e"tlOnl;l Y r econ ocnd th :-.t Your Gr~-:cc/ ~ :il1en-,,c nould c oi1s ider 
allo\·1in& the public~:t ion o f our r c pol·t . Th is woul d hel p to 
est~bliah tho vie \'t t h~t the pr oble!is of !:li xcd u .. ~rri:'!2;C!:! , 
which touch ao ra&ny ord i na ry peopl-0 in thoi r d:-.i l y lives , 
n rc being s criou3ly f ~ocd pr.s t or t-.l ly by our tw-0 Churches . 

Yours cont sincc~r .:!l y, 

(Sibncd) + Erne~t L. Un t c rkocfler 

The ~os t Revd • Erne!.lt L . Un tcrko~flc:r 
!3i3hop ◊f C:1'\r .lcs t on , $ .C. , U. S . , •• 

( Signed) Vl}or ~o i',r r.r:.Gh 

T!1e ?Joct Rvvd . George O. Sinus , 
: .. r o:"1bi ohop of .. :r::ingh 
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CONFI DENTIAL 

A,/R.r .c.~ .11 

1. The Commiaeion held its third me e ting crt the Hational 

Libornl Club , London , f r om November 22nd to 25th 1971. It 
t'ev iev:od even ta and devolopr:iento in the thr ee year u since 1 ts 

mcc t'lng at Pine t a Sacchetti , R'"'me , i n Hovembot- 1968 and in tho 

light of these re- oxamined the agreomenta rooched and 

r eoommendationa made at it& two provious mooting& ond eubcittod 

to the r espective Church authorities . Ohief am.ong thoao evento 

wero tho publ loa tion of tho Apno tolic Let t e r itntriconia. Mix ta. 

in the oprins of 1970 end i t s coming into force in Octobe r ~f 

the same year: Episcopal Conferences i ssued their dtrociioriu fr r 

·the implementing ot the Apoetolio Le tter i r. their own r egtonu . 

Equally s1gn1£1cant is the development in mony porte or t ho 

wor ld of joint paetoro.l activi ty and exporimont and the 

communication of experience !rom tam111os originnttng tn oixod 

carr iogeo. At the ea.me time tho wider theolos lonl cxplf\rflt ion 

undertaken by the hnglicon/Rom.nn Catholic Inter ~ntionol Oomc i so i ~n 

hao made c onoider oble progress , relevant indeed t o ou.r taak , b~t 

not y et beginning -to r coolvo some ot the pr obloce which 

constantly reveal themaelvea ae lying ~t the TO~t ? f ~ur 

diffioul tie• . 

2 . Chie f among theoe is Ecclesiology - tho pr obl<>e or the 

Church . The Anglica n is unable t o Ac cept the no t.ion or 1.he Ch.urch 

1 b 1 1 h. r . ft~anioee th~t i mplied by tho cau,t1o on Ca thol c u p r l'lb ng ; ., " 

the oaut1 • was r e t a ined in th-' /1, ;"10o t olic l,(l tter pr ecise ly na 0 

oonaequcnce , pnotorBl in intent thou~ Ju.ri d1cAl in f or~ , of 

th1o Eoolea1ol o6:f , .. 1 •h his ooncoptton o! t.he-Th8 t.ngl 1can tnu Rt , ... 

Ohu.rch , remA1n disoa tts f ied with thi u, t housh ht! r ecogni r. os onJ 

l •+.e•,• '"'nd o.oh i f"'Tnm•mt ot r.uc h e l se in "olcomca tho o:icui::.en i cnl. •• ",. ,. 

tbe Letter . 
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3. I t is necessary, t her efore, tor theologians to go to the 

root ot this pr obl em as quiokly aa possible , !here are 

expressions and statements i n the Concili ar documents ot Vationn 
I I and in subsequent Papal t t 

u erances which ought to be oxacined 
to aee whether their dev&lopment could contri bute t o the r emoval 
ef this ccclesiologioal stumbling block. This is a proper 
v;c believe , tor the Anglican/Roman Catholic Interna t ional 

task , 

Comniiss i on rather t han for ourselveo in ord er that any ~tat econt 

:resulti ng ·nould carry the necessary weight. 

4 . We have j~9t brought i nto conjunction the wor ds "pa.stox al" 

and "jur idical 11
• Too frequen t ly th~se words seem t o us to be use d. 

with et:1otional O'lertones having the effect of mnking t hem 

!'.ntithetica l . A past or a l purpose may often r equi re a juridical 

framework; to legislator s and aJministrator s of the l aw t his 

pastoral end mus t e lways be pr i~ary : insensit ivity to this truth 

can lead on the ono s id e to an i mpressi on of obs truc t ive l ~gnliec 

and , i n r ~acti on , to an impati ence wi th any f or m ot r egul~tion 

governing marriages . Further study or t he re l ntion of the 

past or al to the jur idical is called for· ond ~i &ht well be 

undertaken by th is Commiasion in t he iu.media t ~ f uture . 

5. Another o f our difficul ties ha s both a theol ogical and ~ 

philosophienl f oundot i on : it is the notion or en i ndissol uble 

v i nculum . We di ccussed the r elevont Anglican prnc tioc- in the 

Report of our Wind3or mee ting , pc r ~g r a~h 3ix, i n which w~s 

r ecor d ed the expocta.ti on, coor:ion t o both Churches , t ha t pe r sons 

ento:ring oorri~c.e mus t do so wi t h n tull i.?nd unconditional 

inten t i on ot lif~l ong end exclus ive com=:i t oen t , Tho publ i c .i: tion 

in 1971 of tho Report of ~n Archbi s hop ' s Co:'!'.oi csi or> , en t-i t l ad 

th ~ C!mrch (S . P. C. K. ) occ~s i -onod ~ fur ther !Ma!!!Jr.Jr=,i~!\!jfl!!C:.,1....!D.-i:.,v:_io~r_,c:.,•'-'""·":.sd'--'= '-'==~ 

discuos i on o f t he rr:?: t t 1;r. In thi s the quc~ tion arose , Ia the 

• r ••,•. kdo•:m of ::i::rrir.,;c coopatible wi th notion o f irre tricv~bla v v 

the conce pt of ~n indit;aoluble •;i nc ulu:n? Ne •r.ould wi sh t o 
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incl ude in our own progr o.m.me an early examination of this 
question. Tho difficulty is fel t not on one side only : 

feel th~t th0 Ro~an Catholic practioe or 
Ancl icallo 

d~cl aring nullity 

Presupposes a jurisdiction which cla ims to oatablish, circu.r.iscribe 

.nnd even change the· grounds upon which valid morriage 18 
~ontraoted, thus giving to that Church meons by whioh i t can 

accommod&to an nppo.rentl y absol utis t doctrine to the r eq_uircmen t s 

or pastoral prActice. The publicity accorded t o mnrringe cas~a 

i nvolvi ng c elebra t od per-sons aggr nv~t os thin un(ll'!se, nnd c olls 

f o r a t l east aome c l arificn t iou of Romen Catholic pri nciplo and 

prnctic&. In the clarificntion of these questions we would 

necessaril y explore the understanding of th& word 1val i dit y 1 

hel d in ea.oh Ohurch.. .The r e-cxnmino.t i on of indis oolubil i ty 

which we envis3ge should include a joi nt oxcge t ic~l Gtudy of 

the "Mattheean exc eption" on.d other r ol evnnt t ~xts undcrt c.kcn by 

scholnrs abl e to work i n proJ:imi ty. 

6 . Our Windsor Report, parngr n ph 8 , r ecorded n mutual 

unders t anding of the ~acramcntal char ~c tcr of mArri~ge. 

a ccord s eemed to be undermi ned by n r e~di ng of thea Report, 

Mz.rriage , Divorce and the Church. Hcvi :1g diacussed the mat t er 

again, therefo r e , ~•10 f ound our origi n~l !\ecord confirmed , at 

1enst in our coooon belief i n ••ent·l i·on.l 1 tv 1n m:,rri~go, r. sncr....... ,·, ., 

lth "tho necoss ity i f not a oug .. pr opr ie t:, of s tri ct "s :::cr.,'uil ..:-nt :-tl" 

ter minol ogy r eaoined open to tion on the /,nt;l ican ~idc • 
(lUVS • • 

7. In our 
. , t "thu duty t o oducn t c rlindsor Repor t ,.,,e :'!f~r e\ld tii :. 

childr en in 1 i reu..,..se:ri bod by ot her 
the Romnn C~ tholic f~ith 3 c -

t h t of pr eserving t ho dutitJ3 such ria • 0 
u.ni ty of the f!lmil y" 

(Page 6, 11nea 5- 7) . 11 T.-. t tor the :pr o01$C In the ;,poa t o c }JU 

r equired of the Ro:n.nn Cct holio 

viribus f or thQ Ro::icn C~t hol1c 

p~rtner is t o provide pro 

oducotion or the children of 

usually trnnol a t od 

the 

mRr r i ngc . Qdvorbial phr:i.s-0 i .s T,lis Latin 

into Engl ish "do ttll i n his po....,er" • 
Engli sh phrase might 
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be a nd ofton is adduoed to juotify the Roman oathol1c pnrty 

acting in n way which disregards the oqual righto in conscience 

of the non-Roinan Oatholio party, and even to jus tity thQ Roman 

Cntholic adopting an atti tu.de or pursuing hie purpose in v:aya 

which ~ight endanger the lI!arrioge . I t is reoognieed thnt 

responsible Ro~..an Catholic comentntore on the Lett er (includins 

many episcopal conferences) do not put this interpretation on 

the Lntin phrnse, but ra ther confirc our Windsor et ntomcnt 

quoted a bove. The Roman Co.tholic undertaking "pro virlbus'' 10 

g iven envisaging the marriage sit u.ation , with all the mutual 

rights end o bligntiona which the theology of rorriago soea na 

belonging t o the anrried state . 

s. The use of the Lo.tin phrase in the official t ext olso o~rks 

r ecognition thnt, DS our second Report from Rome in 19i8 put it1 
11 ••• no dispositions whio~ the Churches oo.n m.cikQc enn wholly 

deter mine the fUture of a mnrria.geu . 

"We o.oknowladge that ns the spousos :ifter their marriage 

'experience the meaning of t heir oneneaa and attnin to it with 

gro1ting per.feot1on day by dny ' (Onud1um et Sp••• 48) t hey <,ust 

be encour3ged to cooe to a 

relative to the ir c onjugnl 

come.on mind in deciding 4uestions 

and tamily life , " 

9. Prolonged di::Joussion of epi ocopr.l pr.ac tioe in this regard, 

based on n prelimin-c.ry survey of the r cculo.tione i ssued by 

l d the need tor dee per va rious Episcopnl Oonfer ~nocs, r cvc~ c 
s trict r equirement ot study of some a ttendant 4uestions. The 
Romon cct holic p~rty the Apostolic Le tter 1s simply thc.t the 

. in eonsci~noo t o provide t c.ckno·:,l~dge his nuty • 
shn.11 be brought o . £ the children rand thct 

viribus tor the C:'\t holic uobr1.ni;ing o 
pro • do ., ..... r e of this should be mn ... .. . 
thA non-Roonn ca tholic pnrtn~r 

v understood and acted upon, 
If this ·.verG- uni vi,r 3olly obliga tion. 

f '1 ltv beyond that created by 
•e ldom oriso any di • cu . • 

Nevorthal ess there would 

the eccles1olog1o~l 
t i oncd nbo11e . d1screpo.ncy men 
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Anglicons find ground tor uneoso i 
n poaeiblc vnrlet1co or 

interpr etation nnd ti 
prac ce. In particuJ.or thoy would wish th~t 

any priest conducting pastoral interviews with persons 

intending n mixed tDDrripge should \'ttlrn them explicitly -it $Uch 

be the oose - that the gr Mting or r otuoal. ot tho diopenontion 

by the ordinary a i ght be intluonoed by wht1. t th<l'y say or do not 

ssy in these interviews. 

10 • Upon Canonicnl ForCi'!, we ma.de concrete reoommondn tione in 

our Second Report, n~mely that "on condition t hot joint p~atornl 

pre paration hus boen given , and freedom to marry est~blishod t o 

the ~ntiofaction of the bishop of the Roman Ca t holic p~rty ~nd 

of the c ocpe t ent Anglican authority. the Clarri~go t'lny val idly 

a nd l awfully to.ke plnce boforc the ~uly authorised minister of 

the Church of eit her pnrty" . Though the Apogtol1c Lett-tr cokeo 

different provisions·, (llat. !Sixt , 9) further r cfl<otion would 

lead us to rei t&ra te our original suggestion, for the f ollowing 

r easons. First , it is prof~r ablc £or any practice to be br~ught 

\?i thin the goncr~l l aw r a ther thnn be tiede the obj~c t of 

frequent dispensation. Secondly to e xtend the scope ot 

cllnonicr.l Form to include Anglican minie t ~rs colcbrntinG the 

.Anglican rite would be nn oocurnenic~l ~et o r pr of ound 

significnnco, g iving . notabl e subs t nnce to t hose officinl 

hcve dt:cl~red t1. "spec inl utterenccs which, in vni-ious w~y& , 

relntionship11 to e xist b~t v:c~n our tno Churches , 

t • t o t hose ,·,ords of the 11.. We wish to drciw special at tcn i on 

) 1 t t or 9 to "hcl o the Apoo tolio Le tte r (uo . 14 which d r ec pns • 
, th • conjug•l end to~ily marriod coupl~ t o fostor t~H~ unity o. .cir , . • 

b d on t!w i r life - n ulii ty .,,hich in the onsc of Chi .,-;tinns i s nsc • 

ds it i • t o bo des ired thnt t hooe 
b ti too To t ho~e en ... tl!> sra • 

•• t • bl iah r e l ~tionshi p9 of sincer e openness nnd 
p.aator3 s hould -

t of other oof.!'lounitics . " e nl i '-"i~ t cned c onfidenc~ with minis c:r e 
o · foundc.tion o f these rela.tionshipe be 

t'/c wi sh t o urge t h.:'.! t the 

7 
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laid on the w1dor beeis ot a gener al 

recognition ot a joint 
pastor al oor.un.itment to the search for unity; out of this would 
gr ow t hat mutual trust and mit f: n y rom which a oomcon concern 
tor mixed me.rriages could onl y benet:it. fhor o aro several 
r es;ions, notnbly in Canada, whero there he s elroa.dy beon 
conspicuous achievement in this f:ield . Th oee reeponeibl o for 

thei r the training of the clergy should• bo pnrt1oula"rl y r.ware ot 

opportunit.v:_ to create right dispositions in those on whoso 

initia tive further grovrth wil l depend. Wo could onvisogc 

concerted paotor nl l etters of guidance issued to the cl~rgy of 

both Churches to help thom in carrying out their p~storol t ~sk. 

12. One or t \70 matt ers ot t heol ogica.l statement romo.in for 

elucidation, which \'le would hope t o undertnkc in the nenr 

future. I t has been argued that tho cautio, becnuse i t 

requires c. prior undertn:;ing ~rom the Romnn Catholic party, is 

inconsistent with th~t passage of the Vntican II Docrcc on 

Religious Liberty (l :5 } whioh nsscrts the right ot pnronts "to 

de termine, in ~ccordonce with their own roligiou~ be li~fs , the 

kind of religious education thut their children nrc t o receive". 

The question requires examina tion . A rolnt cd question i s the 

sense in whiCh the obliga t i on of the C~tholic perent to bring up 

his children in hie o,m fnith can be snid t o be "of Divine Lown . 

The Anglican. would n.cknowledgc o D·ivine L~·H for Chr istians to 

tl i • i l' n out .,..,,..,.uld qucotion offer a Chriotian upbr ing ing t o .to r en \,re , " 

• • ••nition th~n this could be snid to have whether eny n~r rowor v "s. 

11D1 vine II snnction. 

l}. I t is the Coooisaicn's intention to pl~n i t s future 

nctiv1t i ce on t he l ines h~rc suggeated. 
We would confidently 

hope tor the oo-ope r r.t ion or the /.ng licon/Ror.it:n Cotholic 

Of o ther npecinl iots whero the 
Intern~t ioncl Co~niss ion and 

t od ir.n '-' r.r1oe . noed, ~s we hr.ve sugcos , ~ 
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14. Meo.bore unnnicoualy record their thnnka to the A.rchbhhop 

of Cnntor bury for his hospitality, nnd to Prebcnd• ry !l 
"" •• Cooper 

a nd t ho lintiont.l Libcr~l Club for the rem.'\rka.bly enooth o.nd 

comfortable ~rr a.ngecente cnde for the moeting. 
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