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THE REPORT
SECTION A

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMISSION

2 A The Commission was established Jointly in 1967, on the
ore part by the Roman Catholie Secretariat for Promoting
Christian Unity with the approval of His Holiness Pope Paul VI
and on the other part by the Most Revd and Rt Honble A.M.

Ramsey Lord Archbishop of Canterbury on behalf of the

/nglican Communion,

2. The problems arising from mixed marriagesl had been
recognized as one of the chief of those "practical questions"
referred to in the Joint Declaration made by the Pope and the
Archbishop in Rome in March 1966; and when the Anglican/Roman
Catholic Joint Preparatory Commission met at Gazzada in
January 1967, one of its first acts was to recommend the
setting up of a special commission to consider the Theology
of liarriage with special reference to Mixed Marriages. The

recomnendation was immediately accepted on both sides.

Ja These events fitted in with other ecumenical developments.
Early in 1967, from 26 February to 4 lMarch, a group
designated by the same Vatican Secretariat had met at Neml

with a group convened by the Faith and Order Department of

the World Council of Churches to discuss prepared papers on

the pastoral and ecumenical difficulties inherent in marriages

between Roman Catholics and other Christians., The Vatican

Seoretariat accepted the need to pursue tpilateral" discussions
of the problem with major groups or communions ©

with the possibility of continuing relevant exchanges

£ Churches,
with

the WCC as occasion arose.

I are
& 1 and "inter-Church marriages'
"Boumpgical :gizen :g use in some places; We have :::gtszd
:gzmgor:ngxgerm "mixed marriages" for convenlience,
prejudice to others.
D —
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4, The members of the Commission are named on p,2,

lMembership on the Roman Catholic side remained unchanged,
though 1llness regrettably prevented the
from attending the Pifth Meeting,

Bishop of Menevia
On the Anglionn olde, an
early illness and two episcopal retirements occasioned the

changes which we have recorded, At all our meetings

Archbishop Simms and Bishop Unterkoefler pregsided over

alternate gessgions,

Se The Co=mission has met six tines: at St George's Houage,
Windoor Castle, froz 16 to 1€  April, 1968; at Pineta
Sacchetti, Rome, from 27 to 30 XNovember, 19633 4in London,
from 22 to 25 November, 1971; at Haywards Heath, at the
Priory of Our Lady of Good Counsel, from 9 to 12 April,
1973; at the Divinity Hustel, Dublin, from 1 to 5 April,
19743 nand at Casa Cardinale Piazza, Venice, from 23 +to

27  June, 1975, when this final report was given unanimous

approval,

€. At the first meeting (1968), among the documents used

to inifiate discuasion was 2 working paper on "Mixed Marriages",
prepared by the Vatican Secretariat for the culloquy at Ne=mi,
in which one mecbter of the Commission had participated,

This occasioned a preliminary survey of our proble= in 1its
entirety: the nature of marrisge, its sacrazentality and
indissolubility, and the procedures of our Churches in
relation thereto; the mixed marriage, requiring, im both

from
{ts difficulties and its opportunities, pastoral action

nce the
the Church, in some respects juridical in foraj he

lating to

Catholic Church re
law and practice of the Roman e

then
veanonical form", to the cautiones (as they were
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concerning the upbringing of children, and to dispensation

from the impediment of "aixed religion®; and the necessity

of pastoral care, exercised within both Churches and, where

poasible, jointly between them, in proparation for the mixed

mnrriage and in ite continued support in the life of the

Church, At the end of this meeting agreement was recorded on

"The Pundamental Theological Principles”, which, because
they have govermed our deliberations, in some sense, ever

since, are here quoted in fulls:

THREE FUNDAMENTAL THEOLOGICAL PRINCIPLES

i. That Holy Baptism itself confers Christian status
and is the indestructible bond of union between all
Christians and Christ, and so of Christians with one
another, This baptismal unity rezains firm despite
all ecclesiastical division.

ii., That in Christian marriage the man and the woman
themselveo make the covenant whereby they enter into
marriage ao instituted and ordained by God; this new
unity, the unity of marriage, is sacramental in
virtue of their Christian baptism and is the work of
God in Christ.

144, That this marriage once made possesses a unity glven
by God to respect which is a primary duty; this duty
creates secondary obligations for the Church in both
ite pnstoral and its legislative capacity. One is
+he obligntion to discourage marriages in which t?:
unity would be so strained or 8o lacking in vitality
as to be both a source of danger to the partioat tive
themselves and to be a disfigured sign of or ge ec
witnescs to the unity of Chriat with his Church, R
inother is the obligation to concert its pas:zraof are
and legiolative provisiona to support the un tyit B
morriage once it is made and to engure as bes ARl
that these provisions be not cven unwittingly

7. Our Second Meeting (1968) was held at & time when it
h
was ¥nown that new legislation was in proapect to replace the

e
Instruction, Matrimonii Sacramentum, of 1966, and some hop
wag entertained that our unanimous Report might influence

no
{ts content, In fact, upon advice, our Second Report w
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drafted and presented with this in view, and in

Accordance
with the advice which we had sought the Report was brought
to the notice of the relevant Vatican authorities, 1In
particular,

while aware on the one side of the theologionl
principles underlying the guarantees for the Roman Catholic

upbringing of the children of mixed marringes, and on the

other aware that the pastoral and ecumenical consequences
of these requirements are disturbing to many people, we

could recozmend that "no more be asked of the Anglican party
than was proposed by the Synod of Bishops in Rome on 22
October 1967, namely that he knows of the obligation in
conscience of the Roman Catholic party and at lezat does not
rule out the Roman Catholic baptism and education of the
children.," This oodification -:as, co-incidentally, wc helieve,
allowed in the new legislation, the Apontolic Letter
Matrimonin Mixta issued motu proprio by Pope Paul VI on

31  larch 19701. The other legislative proposal in our

Second Report concerned canonical form, Adhering closely to
the intention of the Decree ef the Sacred Congregation for
the Oriental Churches, Crescens Matrimoniorum, dated 22
Pebruary 19672, we suggested a similar provision for marrisges
between Roman Crtholics and Anglicans in the following terzs

(exprecsly leaving the details to be worked out if the principles

were accepted):

The contracting parties are the minieteig ggegglio

atrimony, Wmen one Priy if, INCLtles should
easonable -

33023:1§:%§e§n themselves whether they ghall contr

A.A.S. 62, 1970, p.26l-
5. AlA.s. 59, 1967, p.166.
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marriage before a Roman Catholie minigt
before an Anglican Rinister, ang ;hethc;ri;ra

Roman Catholic or an Jinglienn church
weé would recommeng that? on conditioﬁ tgg:rerore
goint pastoral Preparation has been given, and

reedom to uarry established to the sat

isfaction
of the bishop of the Roman Cathoiie party and of

the marriage

the parties and with
the concurrence of the local minister, we would

hope that he would be assigned an appropriate part

gf 229 rite used in that Church and not any addition
0 .

Again we urged the importance of gcod pastoral care to enable
the spouses (in the words of the Pastoral Constitution of
Vatican II) to "experience the meaning of their oneness and

attain to it with growing perfection day by day".{Gaudium et
Spes, 48)

8. Before our Third lMeeting (1971) there was a long
interval, occasioned, first, by our waiting for the new
legislation, and secondly (its contents having been perceived)
for some general picture to be obtained of the diverse
interpretations given to it by Episcopal Conferences in the
liberty and discretion which it extended to them, We had

to recognize that no new legislation could be expected for

a considerable time; it was important, therefore, to take
the measure of what we had. During this time also the
Anglican/Roman Catholic Internmational Commission (ARCIC) was
developing its theological study which would, in tiwme,
strengthen the ecumenical foundation of our own work :aze
it did when it published its agreements on the Buchar

A bishop of
- (1971) and the Sacred Ministry (1973). The Archbis

sion to
Canterbury, meanwhile, had appointed 2 small commls
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examine the doctrine of marriage and itg applioation te

some questiong of discipline in the Church of England, ang
’

the Report of this coumission, Harriggo, Divorce and the

Church (1971) was also before us. Here, therefore, with
Iat;inggia Mixta and the reports of local eplscopal direction
and local pastoral activity, were ingredients for the agenda
of our Third deeting, Prez it ezerged the pattern af our
future work, and, indeed, of this Pinal Report,

9. Ve were gsoon made aware that btehind the differences sf
practice, both pastoral and Juridical, lay deeper problema
of theology. Behind the requirement of a promire concerning
the baptism and upbringing uf children, not simply as
Christian
Christians and therefore members of a/Church {an obligation
which none of us would dispute) but particularly as Roman
Catholice, lay a doctrine of the Church which Roman Catholies
cannot abandon and which Anglicans camnnot accept. Behind the
various means developed in our respective traditions for
dealing, juridically and pastorally, with marriages whioh
have broken down or other defective marital situations =~ of
which more will be wiritten explicitly later - there lay the
possibility of deep dogmatic differences concerning the
strict indissolubility of marriage, whether “natural" or
"gacramental”; and this possibility called to be explored,

RBehind the Roman Catholic requirement of "canonical fora"

for the valid celebration of a mixed marriage, as for any

although historically the
in intent,

legislation was disciplinary and regulative/ there lay in

some minds the possibility that its retention in the new
al defensiveness alsn,

marriage of a Roman Catholic,

motu proprio implied some ecclesiologic



some notion thrt the Anglican priest could not, fir rensons

concerning Holy Orders, be eupawered to perrform for

a Ronan
Catholic partmer that office in marriage which n priest in
communion with the sece of Rome could perfora. In short,

by the time of our Third Heeting our Coomission had, on the

one hand, ochieved a sufficient degree of mutuzl trust, =nd,
on the other, cxperienced o sufficient degree of cutual
provocntion, to seek out and face the materinl which eccnsions
suspicion and ukstrust between our Churches concerning
nrrrisge and mixed morringes. Our task henceforth wns to
exanine this, plece by piece, ~nd in this wony to work tewards
o resolution of cur difficultics. wWe hoped, and we formnlly
requestcd, thet the ecclesiologicnl questions would be
undertoken for us by ARCIC, which had within itsclf greater
theologicnl competence thon we could command. This request
could not be met: ARCIC had 2lready on agenda too heavy =and
o timetablce too strict for any such diversion to be
enterinined, Accordingly, we had to attend to these gqucstions
ourselvesy and, having attenpted them, we were the nore

convinced that there remained much in them requiring more

thorough theological analysis. (v. _infra. para. 68).

10. Por our Fourth deeting (1973), therefore, we nade were

extensive provision, We published our Third Report, with

1
the permission of our respective authorities™, in order

that others in our Churches might know and, if willing,

coument upon the questions which we had raised., We invited

scholers from both Churches to contribute papers on the

philosophical and theological aspects of indissolubility,

inology
perticulerly as these had found cxpression in the term

The Toblet, 227/6926

LXXVI, April 1973, p.195; t, 22
i&rTﬁ?Heﬂo . p.}lg; A in Ghrist, TX.2, PPe 203
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of the vinculum S-.tricopid. We invited four consultants to
agsist us at our meeting, two exegetes ~nd two philosophic:l

theologions, in o concerted effort to enco=pias .t lewgt the

major theoreticol dimensions of the indissolubility of

marricge. We benefited grently froa this assistince, nd

we record our thonks to the authors of it. is o result we
were oble to stote agreements ond disagreements on the methods
and results of exegesis of the relevant texts of Holy ScripturéE
We were nble to re-affirm our ecrlier cgreement in our
understonding of marringe o8 being of its n-ture = lifelong
snd exclusive union, “nd in our requirement of “n intention
to enter intc such 2 union in everyone comtracting o true
morri~ge. At the some time we were nble to distinguish core
sh-rply the lines of discgreement cmong cononists ond
theologizns — lines nat co-terminocus with those demarcating
our Churches - over the propriety of the various responges
=-de to m-rri-ges which hnve broken down or otherwise been
fourd defective, Both the theology of murringe ond responses
to0 defective morital situitions receive fuller trectuent in
1~ter sectiocns of this Report. The Pourth Meeting left for
the Pifth ~ further discussion of the question, posed by
exch Church to the ether in relation to its theory cond
srectice, "If this is whut you do to enable your Church %o

recognize (if not nctunlly o soleanize) o new zsri;nlof )
union ~fter the termination, otherwise thon by death, a

o a £
first, how ccn you still maintoin that you hold morringe, ©

"
{ts n~ture, to be exclusive ond jpdiseoluble?

1, See below, para. 32,






