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A
lthough the primary purpose of this baper is to attempt

to
answer the question posed in its title, 1 should like to begin

by noting some qualifications implicit in the subtitle; an

Eplscopalian's response, Firstly, it is an Episcopalian's response
for 1 am an Episcoralian, or more precisely, a Friest of the
kyiscopal Church in the United States of America. 1 believe ¥k
important to emphasize this at the outset, for the Anglican
Communion's image of i1tself is that of a worldwide Communion of
Churches in communion with the See of Canterbury. Anglicans
experience the reality of this worldwide communion, but are loath
to give it magisterial or juridical expression. This can often

be confusing and frustrating to Christians of other traditions,
but it is an asrect of our ecclesial erperience which we value
highly. "We are a family of autonomous Churches, varied and
flexible, linked by ties of history, tradition, and living fellow-
ship with the See of Canterbury, the focal point of our communion.

In the face of God's majesty and love we often feel called to

pursue a middle way, not as compromise but as a positive prasp

We have come to value reason and tolerance

We

of many-sided truth.
and to be comprehensive even at the ex¥pense of striet logic.

are prepared to live, both in fellowship and tension, with those

who in some points differ from ue," And thus 1 write as an

Episcopalian, as a member of one rarticular Church. 1t is a
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€Xperience, a strain of ethical pragmatism, and g history of

religious rluralism, It would be surprising indeed ir our attitudeg

toward the relipions nirture of the children of ecumenical marriages

did not differ, at least in details, from thoge of our brothersg

in the Chureh of England.

Secondly, this is 2n Episcopalian's response. 1 say

this to emphasize that my training an experience diffep in signi-
ficant ways from those of most of my fellow Episcopalians. For the
past six years I have lived my ministry almost entirely in Homan
Catholic environments; first as a pgraduate student and teaching
assistant at the Catholic University of America, and more recently
as Frofessor of Canonical Studies at two Homan Catholie seminaries
in the Fiddle West. This has, 1 am sure, led to a very uninglican
tendency to analyze ecclesiclogical questions in juridiecal
categories., 1t has also led to a very real appreciation of the
problems faced by Roman Catholic priests as they minister to their

people in a country in which ecumenical marriages are very COmmon,
and in which approximately 1/3 of all marriages end in divorce,
Finally, these experiences have formed in me a deeper aprreciation
of the ecumenical marriage problematic than is shared by many of
my fellow Episcopalians, Despite the fact that my wife and three

children are all communicants of the Episcopal Church, both as

tl
jndividuals and as a family we probably worship more frequently

of ties
at Roman Catholic altars than at Anglican ones. Because

have
of personal friendship and professional responsibllity we

ship with another

ery close relation
all been brought into a very \s Eucharistic

: 1 Church,
ecclesial community which, like the Eplscopa
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' its very nature, Thys my own marriare . while not ecumenical in

itaelf‘, is lived in an ecumenical context which makes the question

the title of this paper a very personal
lengthy, but necessary, preamble behing me:

Episcopalian'sg response,

one. With thig

» let me provide an

"How important is it to Anglicans that the children of

mixed marriages be brought up as members of their ouwn Communion,

and why?" An honest answer to this question must bepin with a

candid recognition of the pluriformity and ecclesiclogical tension

within Anglicanism which is the necessary consequence of the high
value we place upon comprehensiveness "even at the expense of
strict 1+:I,givt:."2 Dr, Casserley has distinguished living Anglicans
into three groups; those who "if Anglicanism did not exist, would
probably find their place in one of the great Reformation churches;"'}
those who, in the same circumstances, would find their spiritual
home in the Homan Catholie Chureh:; and those who "find both the
alternatives, either Romanism or Frotestantism utterly unacceptable
and in fact too appalling even to contemplate., For thii third
group Anglicanism is the only possible spiritual home.," This
description of the Anglican Communion is more than a sociological
analysis of "the way things are." While it is true that the fact
of Anglican comprehensiveness can, in large measure, be explained

. gixteenth
by the historical events and theological pressures of the

2- Ibid. p. 242.

J. V. Langmead Casserley, Christian Community,
1960, p. 113.

4- loc. cit.

London: Longmans,
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and seventeenth centuries, the ecclesiolopic

al lrnificance of
that comprehensivenegsg is something which an
Eradually come tog understand,

its historical causes and prege
mise between Evangelical ang Catholie ecclesiolopies,

constitutesg g synthesig of

bt rather

what we believe to be complementary

Eifts of the Holy Spirit, It is characteristic of Anglicanism at

1ts best to be the locus of a dialectic between the Catholic and

: 3
Evangelieal traditions; & Churech, in Bishop Cosin's pithy phrase,

"Frotestant and Heformed according to the Ancient Catholie ﬂhupch.'ﬁ

The fact of Anglican pluriformity, however we may chooge
to evaluate it theclogically, means that different Anglicans are
going to give different answers to the question posed in our title,
Members of the first of Dr, Casserley's groups would doubtless feel
aquite strongly that the children of an Anglican/Roman Catholic
ecumenical marriage should be brought up as Anglicans, and would
find it less imperative that the childrer of an Anglican/Fresbyterian

marriage be reared in the Anglican Communion. HMembers of the

second group would, mutatis nutandis, take a similar attitude,

Members of the third group, though far less likely to enter such

a marriage, would be insistent that they share their faith wi th
¥

their children by having them baptized and educated in the Anglican

d
f the Church as Held an
H son, "The Dnctr&nﬁ o clebt
2 %ﬁm?f:ﬂﬁa gﬁfrch'uf England," in F, Hewton Flew { ,

The Nature of the Church. London: SCM, 1952.

Theology.
Quoted from Robert J. Fage, New D‘.Lrgcticma in Anglican gy
= H:H‘ York: Seabury Press, 1965. P. 5




Chureh,

Loes the fact of Anglican plurirnrmity

then mean that
our question is impossible tg )

ikt Does the fact that the
I
Ellican Communion seeg itself as g locus of dialectie mean that

the
re can be no specifically Anglican responge? 1 think not For

despite our differences and tensions, the Anglican understanding

\ 7
of marriage and the family' and the Anglican vision of Chrigtian

Unity provide materials from which an Anglican regponse can be

fashioned,

The third report of this Commission has noted that "the
Anglican would acknowledge a Divine Law for Christians to offer a
Christian upbringing to their children, but would question whether
any narrower definition than this could be said to have 'Divine’
Eanctiun.“ﬂ Within this context, what is meant by "Christian
upbringing?" Certainly for an Anglican it means far more than an
exposure to "the Creed, the Lord's Frayer, and the Ten Commandments,
and all other things which a Christian cupht to know and belleve
to his soul's health.,” A Christian upbrinFing is achieved within
the life of a Christian commnity, a Christian Church, Heither
the proper performance of the baptismal ritual, nor Christian
catechesis, however extensive, constitutes a Christian upbringing,
Christian upbrirgdng is the living of the Christian life,in 1ts

sacramental and evangelical fullness, within the context of a

1G58: The Encyclical Letter from
ith the Hesolutions and fieports.

Ehg Bishops together w
Dﬂdm? ErI -G.H-, 1?5 # TJ"P. E-'!Ef-lf - Enl?]--

B A./R.C.C.M. 11, #12.

7- Cf. The lambeth Conference
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Particular eucharistic community, For this reason

to the problems raised by ecumentica) TAFrlages tm
of exposing the child to born Communions andg
own decision latep* 18,
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to an Angliean, whally ursatisfactory

If *Christian UPBFINEARE® means livire 're

Frietjap

1ife within a Christian Community, then in ecumentical mrriages

fnvolved., For an Anglican, the basis for such ar IFUIFy 1s found
in the various formulations of wha! has come 1o te ROwWr as Lhe
Lambeth Quadrilateral. This four-fold statesent s, for Arglicar
both an indication of those wifts of God which we Fave rece | ved
&8 part of the one, holy, catholle, and arostolic Churen, ard *ar
indication of what God is calling the wrole Churcr ir Fiatory o re
fully te Illl-." T™he Quadrilateral, origirally feveloged at
the General Convention of the Eplscopal Chureh in 19F6, ars
subsequently approved by the Lasbeth Comference nf 1FRF sety
forth what we believe to be constitutive eleserts of the Church

of Christ,
l= The H Seriptures of the Cld ant hew Tectamerts
o e R Ining a1l things necessary to salvation,’
m ] and as being the rule ard ultimete gtardar! of
M

O T,
AL tr .
. 2=-The A tles Creed, as the Baptissal Systol | ard
e, ‘-' '-" “ . cene :‘"m as ‘-H nrrlei'“l‘ atatessrl ff
~ the Christlan faith.

i sacraments ordaired by
with unfailing use of Christ’e wors
and of the elements ordained by Him

thriet Himes If --
vl == r""l"""‘f""'i
a of Iretitution,
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: _ S oamministrarion to the wvarp e
of nations and reoples called of Gog 1nw§i?§ s
unity of his Chureh, 10 e

It would be s mistake to vwiew this brief sehems —o seripture
]

Creeds, Sacraments, and Pinistry -- as = "static formulation of

Fositions in whiech Anplicans are Entr?ncth."ll hather, as the
B Y =3

recent reformilations of the Quardrilateral indicate,l2 these

elements are seep as indications of Ged's eall to advance toward

the fulness of Christian urnity. The GQuadrilateral has heen

reformilated in the mast, and there is every reason to believe that

Anglicans will continue to reformulate it, Yet the shape of

the Quadrilateral is a remarkably stable fact of Anerlican theclopy,
What we mean by, for examrle, Apostolic Finistry, may bte expressed
in new ways; but it camnot be painsaid that Anrlicans consider

such a ministry as a constitutive element of Christ's Church,

1t would be eaually mistaken to view the duadrilateral
as an exercise in quantitative ecclesiology. A Church which has
preserved all four elements is not thereby seen as "twice as
much a Church" as one which has ypreserved only two. The furction
of the WQuadrilateral is not to unchurch (by some kind of fractional
analysis) those communions which are defective in one or anocther
area, tut to voint to pifts which we believe we have received at

atitutive of the
God's hand, gifts which we believe to be con itu

fullness of Christian 1life.

: : a,
0= This is the formalation given the wuadrilateral in 188

11- Lambeth 1968, p. 125.

12!* Ibgéi Fl'i' 123-5‘






