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Vers les: 27th Fed - : e

Mon 27th P A Se

%KLM took the chair There was ini

. tial disen
R e R
i i B rorr of Women and the Canterbury

Migs Christian Howard asked concerni
ng the degree of
agreement necessary for sacrsmental conmunion
could be a Roman Catholic pluralism, AN Fex Riare

Fr, Duprey drew a distinction betwee
doctrine and tﬁeology, 'een the content of faith,

Bisghop Qmezgn returned to the Terms of Reference of the
Consultation and agked what were the criteria for reconciliation,

Fr, Duprey noted the new factor in Anglican/Roman Catholie
Dialogue,

l_lg;,_% noted the Anglican insistence at the Chichester
meeting of C that the Ordination of Women did not imply
departure from the Agreed S8tatement on the Ministry,

31%02 Cameron stressed the divergence between the picture
of ministry presented in the Declaration and the Canterbury
Statenment,

Tuesday, 28th February: Morni ssi

Pr, John Hotchkin took the chair.

Miss Howard presented her paper and drew particular
attention to the movement of Anglican thought between the
Lambeth Conferences of 1948 and 1968, There had since been
an assumption in the Anglican Communion that there had t_:eegia
sufficient debate on the question. Nowhere was the ordina kog
of women felt to be totally impossible, The auestion wis a: :
as to whether the plurality within the Anglican Communion wa

also possible between Communions.

d paper
Revd,christo%eg Hill spoke of the backgroun :
presented to the Central African Episcopal Synod bytgzsgci)gmp
Mabula. Although against the ordination of \'ro%enéuen:ly iri )
appeared to believe it possible. The Bynod subsed

i th
the Church of Canada not to take action until aﬁ:‘i:nthe&g‘bzw
Conference, dbut it was agreed not to break comm .

ial 8ynod.
endorsed by the Provincial T¥ ce of the Anglican

Professor Faghole—Luk% noted the mportaa‘ge i Phcs e pe-
Consultative Council for rican Churches. i
dizension of Anglicanism was especially imporia
where political pressure arose. ' B

Professor Gri gs noted that some mba.tztenevertheless

the ordination of women possible, © Dey S i the
bei:f;:d in communion. There were larger issu
re

’ Qg. !)O . .

s d reden
rd noted that in Swe . Aoty
who tgéksaﬁogasolute view but remained in the
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Fr, Eric Doyle wanted clarification of the wora pluralien

B ho C 0
1M1fwferentism, agreed and asked when pluralism became

Miss Howard wondered why the issue had become go urgent now

In answver fes affir
med
pressure, but thought more significant a mgedegree P St

; ment within t
christian community, The convietion of women was not decigive

but their pressure was a pastoral factor He

. noted
of both sexes wer? equally inarticulate now, and thazrgxremnde
question of women's rights had diminished as a factor in the USA,

Bishop Valentine put the ouestion into context. >
the tremendous rapidity of change in the twentieth cen'ﬁ::;? e
There was also the current re-examination of the christian
ministry ordained and lay. Some Canadian bishops felt the
issue was not as important as the latter. He also felt that
the ARCIC document on the Ministry seemed to be unknown to the
Congregation far the Doctrine of the Faith,

Bishop Cameron noted that the ordination of women had only
come on to the Australian agenda because of the ACC, He thought
the issue raised questions of authority and Ged's purmose in
the Church,

Fr. Doyle noted a contradiction between recent Roman
Catholic teaching on the role of women, e.g. Gaudiuam et Spes
and the present Declaration, It anpeared that the doctrine of
the ministry was not susceptible tc development. He also noted
the novelty of the presentation of the ministry in persona Chrigti.
He asked what one said to a girl with a claimed voestion,

Professor Fashole-Luke thought the original Hong Kong action
to be the practical solution to a pastoral problem. He noted
the ACC claim that Anglican pluralism might be a gift to the
universal Church (Trinidad).

fessor Grif argued that definition was subseauent
to pastoral development. ;
Fr, Congar noted Cyprian's dictum licot di)vereum sentire
: tions).
e communionis. (Malines Converea
8?I‘]l":reo 1:'3‘;'14: was not only one of discipline for the.Rgmagh Sﬁfggig A
and Orthodox Churches. Thcre were three aspectS-d * Togvos® for
tradition and the identity of the Church indic'e:te sicn T ne
the ministry. 2. The concept of the ministm" as N eainattogl
nystery of Christ himself; it was not mercly BN 70 o"in' the
. anization. The idea of 'representation upg ‘t- in the Bible
ﬁrg n Declar;tion. 3, Antaropology vas impox: an SRicifhe
tg’;arole of man and woman was asic. The Chu Chi:‘istry Woneia
consider this more in the rhole ‘.’""t"ﬁt Zgrzgzeg. Women should
did much more today than the ancloft SRV, 4 iy the counoils
play a larger teaching and _pronhetic ole,

w? The Roman
. : urgent nov?

rch. %hy was the issue 350 p
ggtggiighghurch had made uml*,’t’em:l dchizﬁ??g ahould be &
Conception, Teticon rl\.,kgsur;xg?;gno;l A;g“.icax'\-Ordr:rs (1895)-“;13‘3
reconsideration of the 1eC .cognised as a real church '

Ang nion should be rccognis mprehensivenesse.
an ;;gzlgoggzm?‘aith and ministry, in svite of comp elear one, but

. : a
dination of women wag not e jur jvinoe.

| the or AN
iagr;uﬁigigg 2$1<1(-.nce thnt a male nricsthood

An Ecumenical Council was nceded.
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Mgr, Purdy introduced his pa er
Roman Ga o1 s actures of the Anglican ggmﬁﬁﬁgiegnﬁhihgtsg?rtﬁy
urch, € preferred the :
Lc{g.eting of the ACC that in the ena the Oh::'ZIix::dgfo{hthe i
mmunion should make up their Menglican
Antony Bhor's suggestion that the

vhat was right., He drew attention t
s : o th
of Canterbury's seconiletter to ¥oie Paui slfrgzedieethe Archbishop

legitimate traditions", raity of
Fr, Congar insisted that unity needea diversity,

Mgr, Purdy continued by speaki f
of the stylus curia, It was :t’;e lo:gs: rg:let ggc}lg::;égg 1?'112”“8
mmentary, he stressed, was not official. He also streésed ,
the odd way in which deductions had been made from the Declaration's
reflection that classical theology hardly treated the issue B
He agreed with others that vocation was relevant, It had a.
right to be tested, Attention was drawn to the ecumenical
discussion of the question in the USA (US ARC ). On the manney
of the Holy Spirit's operation in changing situations he drew
ggtac:ial :ttention to the earlier sectiomsof the Venice Agreed
atement.

Fr, Hotchkin drew attention toKarl Rahner's finding the
Statesent an authentic declaration of the Roman magisteriumy
but contesting that the conclusions can be drawn from the
arguments. The decision nevertheless stood firm,

Pr., Co noted the disparity of the arguments used in
the Declnraeion. Tradition was the conclusive argument, yet
even this was strange because of its negative nature

Fr. Doyle noted that Epiphawtus was facing a different
question., He noted that on the two previous occasions when °
the Holy Office had argued a cnse in this century (1927 and
1948) it had been explicitly stated that this did not end study
and discussion,

RevdaC,Hill noted the distinction drawn in the Deel~ration
itself and in the Commentary between the disciplinary decision
and the reasons for it,

Professor Griffi felt that the Ministry and Authority
documents of ARCLIC had covered new ground t?ut the Magisterium
raised problems for Anglicans just as Anglican experimentation
raised problems for Roman Catholics.

the

Bi Cameron and e r Fashole=Luke thought
document wo e regarded as ving said T.he last Yrord by the
Roman Catholic bishops in their countries..

rr, luprey ied
the Declaration merely sign;f :

Duprey did not think

a diegplinary decision., The Roman Church deemed the ordinatioon

of women inadriscible not merely for secondary or cultural

Church did not
reasons. It was more thst the Roman Catholic Eooy The W1

d take the risk of poasil_)ly goi_.ng aga e
g:‘eéhifsg?ulmhers felt that it 'as moossx‘blf angaasze:hglt‘ggoie
again that pastoral reasons prevented it. There

a quasi unanimity. ;
’ commended the Venice Statement paras. 1-7

BBJ_LD._.L__DS op Camero : 1 residency.
" itimate, e.8. la¥y P 4
d 15. Some experiments were illeg e General Syno
22 Australia thle)re was not only the ouestion of th f the Church.

} i 0
but also the Canon Law Commirsion and the constitution
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Bishop Valentine took the chair,

Fr, ggtcgﬁin introduced his
attention to the ARC Consultatio Do the Orile particlar
He noted that not all bishops in the Unite

question as finally settled. Legit
as also the divergent diaciplinegov:ga::rgizggfity %as a problenm,

Bishop Cameron added celibacy to that context.

Fr, Doyle asked who believed it was not gsible
t
women: esus, theologians, or the Church? Tﬁg Declnragiggdiig

inopportune and dioceses and parishes should still be consulted,

He agreed that at the pastoral level the question ¢
premature for Roman Catholies, % vag probably

Fr, Hotchkin noted that women extraordinary ministers of the
Bucharist d4id much more than ancient deaconesses,

Fr, Congar caid that the Declaration had indicated gigns of
the Church's teaching.

d Btates regardeqd the

There was discussion between Professor Fashole-Luke and
Professor Griffiss on the coming issue of homosexuality in the
Episcopal Church,

Revd., C,Hill noted the divergent Anglican solutions to
the relationship between Churches ordaining women and Churches
not. Some allowed women priests to celebrate, though they did
not ordain women themselves,

Professor Griffiss added that this was not only betveen
churc rovinces but also even within some dioggsgg in the USA,

Fr. Doyle pointed out the difficulties when?bishops were
ordained,

Prfessor Griffiss proposed that as the three ARCIC documents
had gone behind both traditions, so this Consultation might try
to point out the underlying theological issues. He suggested
that unity was sought for rather than achieved. For Roman
Catholics traditionally it had been given. But there wasAan
eschatalogical dimension: the Church was in pilgrimage.

theological view vas needed to allow a waiting to see the ocutcome
and in the meantime some form of communion,

.___%___..Q.B hould look at
Bishop Canmeron proposed the Consultation s
the aim of Roman Catholic/Anglican dialogue, then the attitude

of the Churche< to the ordination of women gnd the conseriences
of Anglican ordination of women to the original aime

Fr ap thought that the aim of dialogue vas more than
a hopE'TGggﬁﬁIfy, rather it was organic unity.

Professor Griffiss dislikedthe cencent of organic unity
ag suggesting s merger of bureaucracies, .

Fr, Duprey noted previous confusion over t?ﬁe;oggaﬁrga -
It should indicate a dynanic growing quality ra
organisational identity.

1 Anglican acceptance
i Griffiss noted a traditiona - e
of disggégggogf structures in the Caroline rccognipion o

Reformed ministry in Europe.
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Mgr. Purdy saw problems because ministerial
touched the heart of things., structures

Revd, C.,Hill noted the current United Ki
2. G, *L ngdom preferen
for the phrase "visible unity" which indicated a sagramentaie

reality. He agreed with Mgr, Purdy that confidence in the
ministry was vital,

Fr, Doyle noted that the High Priestly prayer for unity
was before ecclesiastical division, It was an eschatalogical
gift of Grace both given and to be attained.

Professor Fashole-Luke stressed the unity and diversity of
the Anglican Communion.,

Mgr, Purdy felt the cuestion was how decisive this new
factor vras in the dialogue.

Fr, Duprey saw full communion in faith and sacramental
life as the mandate of Anglican/Roman Catholic dialogue (Pope
Paul VI/Archbishop of Canterbury 1966). While there was unanimity
amongst Roman Catholic bishops, it was not de jure divino that
women could not be ordained,

Revd,C,Hill drew attention to the Anglicanfeeling that
Churches ordaining women did so in good Taith as true Churches,
There was a mutual Anglican trust which was important.

Bighop Valentine felt this was the case in Canada,
Fr., Duprey did not feel good faith was enough,

Revd,C,Hill agreed that good faith could be mistaken, He
referrcd hovever to Archbishop Scott's comment that in the
Early Church councils met to judage the appropriateness of
local initiative rather than initiate action themselves.

Professor Griffiss felt the dimension of trust to be very
important.

Bisho§ Valentine saw questions of authority in this as
in many other issues,

Fr. Doyle wondered whether even though Rome might procced
in a safe way, it could still recognise Anglican initiative
because the Declaration -as not infallible.

trust was very
Mgr., Purdy also felt that {nter-Anglican trus?
significant, though noting that for the Roman Catholic Church
the local-provincial church '7as not enough.
Fr, Doyle saw new sources for the discovery
developnent in ecumenical discussilon.

Profesor Fashole-Luke felt the recogh
was basic.,

FI" H()tg!:.kin a t t t well
S rus on ne Roman Ca thOIic Side asg ve L=

"’ - -

in the magi sterium, He doub ted vhe ther the MSl ican Communion

could go back.
Professor Griffiss rai
not mork. ik

- = - f
Bishon Valentine felt it might still dve right
time,

of dectrinal

ition of ministries

4 the ordination ol ¥ "mMe€n might
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Fr, Doyle reaffirmed that the minist

¢ -
He also drew attention to Phoebe in Romansr§VI?ulgh:iezgrdefined°
Timothy was, she was. He noted that doctrines had been re-defined,

Bishop Cameron saw less difficulty in dogmatie diversit
had no problems with Roman Catholics heldi ge could not,le}.,gand
the Assumption, ctrines ;

Mgr, Purdy noted Cardinal Willebrands' view that Angli
could not be expected to hold doctrines the hist B
they h~d not gone through, il el

Fr, Congar drew attention to the importance of intention.

i Fr, Duprey sawv it as important to trust the intention of
others,

Fr, Congar posed the ouestion as to how far the facts of
the incarnation were normative,

Revd, C,Hill felt that the ARCIC Agreement on the Ministry
and intention should be examined together in relation to the
guestion of the ordination of momen,

Fr, Doyle felt that the evidence of protestant women's
ministries could not be ignored, a2 celebration in such a case
would not be a vacuous act.Could it be said to be invalid?

Fr, Congar did not think that validity was the right concept,

Fr, Duprey insisted that the ordination of women was a
matter whicﬁ was a Tfact in the life of the Church and impinged
more directly on the Church than doctrine and an explanation

of intention.
Bishop Cameron said that for him the ouestion of receiving

communion frcm a women priest was whether it would be a
disobedient act.

Professor Griffiss cited Quick on the success or failure
of the ecumenical movenent being on the degree to which all
Chrietian bodies recognised their emcharistic acts to be
deficient in separation.

Fr, Hotchkin > ere ag a deficit. The separated
churcSZS Engd igtaggzgdtgg sign to the world Christ intended,
but the deficiecncy "sas on our side.

Fr., Duvrey agreed that Roman Catholic terms such as perfect
communion covld be misleading. "

. yle = at the Roman tradition was that unity
and cz;muggonecozig gZV;rtbg actually broken but he did not
accent this.

Professor Griffiss felt that baptismal unity “as
funda 'ental.

Fr, Hotchkin said that even the sign value of
could be defective,

2 e |
Professor Oriffiss repeated thrt the ruestion of BATCR.S,
ordination raised larger ouestions. I%. a0 T kel fean women
Roman Catholic receive the gsacraments frgm an ﬁgformed pastori
priest. Could a Roman Catholic receive from a i

bantien
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Revd,C.Hill noted that the Agreed Statement on the Ministry
had seen goiscope as fundamental to the christian ministry,
This had some relevance tn dialogue with non-eniscopal churches,
Moreover the ancient dcaconess shared in episcope and there was
the Roman Catholic tradition thot Holy Order was in the singular,
The fact of the deaconess and “he silence in the Declaration
on this issue was relevant to the debate.

b
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Wednesday, 1st March: Morning Segsion
Fr Hotchkin took the chair,

Mer, Purdy read aat a draft outline he h

with the ~Chairmen and other Becretary. NP, el
Professor Griffiss reacted strongly to the ou

put him on the defensive, There was too much weigﬁtiz;.thit

Declaration, which had no authority for Anglicans. He did not

wish to have to Justify the position of hig Church
tha; %{ w§s for Roman Catholics te get round that pgggigﬁi:r
roa ock.

- Fr, Hotchkin saw a road block in Anglican decisions as
well,

Professor Fagnglg:%gkg repeated that there were tensions
within Anglicanism but Churches remained in communion,

Professor Griffiss thought that the whole of the first
section was really dealing simply with the kagisterium, The
problem was not an Anglican one.

Mgr, Purdy rejoined that the problem spoken of was that
outlined in the mandate of the Consultation, not the Declaration.

Fr, Doyle added that the Declaration was now the formal
Roman C2tholic position.

Professor Griffiss accepted Mgr. Purdy's point, but still
felt that the purnose of the Consultation was not to examine the
legitimacy of the ordination of women. There was general
agreement,

Professor Fashole-Luke recalling the mondate of the
Consultation hoved that a way could be found to go forward
without repeating the discussion of the last two days.

Fr, Duprey sympathised with Professor Griffiss but
affirmed that the Roman Catholic position was unlikely to
change as it had behind it the near unanimity of the Roman
Catholic bishops. Did the two positions preclude communion?

Miss Howard asked if the eituation had changed by the
valid ordination of women oriests in the Anglican Communion.
The second factor was the Declaration jtself, ©She was not
hapopy that the issue should be left till an ecumenical council

met,

Bishop Cameron felt there were scriptural problems as well
as the problem of tradition, dut

!gz;ggg;gx pointed out that his apaft merely reflccted the
previous day s discussion.
o the mandate. He

Big%op Cameron felt it wise to go back t
also felt that reference to the ARCIC Statement on the Ministry
would be important.

Fr, Doyle saw the question as going back to the
the recognition of the ministry.

Fr, Duprey noted that the C

problen of

anterbury Statement had not dealt

ired
ap f the ninistry, the radical capacity requ
¥§§htﬁgemfn1§fr§ of the priesthood. At the Chzch:stg: 2ﬁzting
of ARCIC it had been clear that Anglicans déd :orbﬁ' s A
ordination of women asS a departure from the Cante ;ytradition:
The Venice Statement had puilt up a certain 802192 oin ol St N
history could be seen as guided by the Holy 8piri
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search to understand the Word of God,

Professor Fashole e echoed Bishop Vale '
radical examinstion of the miniatry? Rtine’s plea for a

Miss Howard understood this as asking how th
e t
of ministry was changed by the ordinatioﬁsor women, otal econcept

Professor Fashole- emphasised the context
a le~-Luke ual nature
theology. e Church was incarnate and 80 1in certain places 2§e
ordination of women was possible while not in others, He noted

Fr. Congar's stateient that unity required diversit
where trust was also required. ¥. This was

Revd,C,Hill thought that a document might begin by rcaxnisi
two facts. e first was not only that the ordingtion?of :Egen e
had actually taken place but also that no church in the Angliean
Communion had yet declared the ordination of women to be

imnossible., The sccond fact was the official Roman Catholice
position,

Fr, Doyle then saw both Churches as in the midst of a
developnent of doctrine.

Miss Howard cautioned the group on the simple equation
of the structures of the two Churches and she drew attention to
the tentative way in which Anglicarsreached decisions. There
were growing signe of a cheracteristic Anglican position, On
whether the Anglican Communion could reverse its decision she
found Archbishop Scott's comments helpful, Anglicans submitted
their decision to the experience of the Church, though experiment
was the wrong word,

Bishop Valentine intervened on the Canadian situation, There
had been a formal Episcopal Consultation in which it was stated
from the Roman Catholic side that there was no theological
objection and that if the Canadian Church proceeded this would
not halt dialogue. A majority of Roman Catholic bishops still
felt that in spite of the Declaration the Roman Catholic Church
would follow suit in the foreseeable future, though local action
would be dependent unon a universal decision,

Professor Fashole-Luke thought that”no theological objections'
was not enough. Positive rcasons were required, He again
stressed the cultural context to decisions,

Bishop Valentine recalled the Canadian General 8ynod decision
at Quebec, There had been massive exchange with the Ro?an \
Catholic community including episcopal concelebration é37guﬁion
At the 1977 Bynod a bishop-observer had openly received Com .

He asked what this outward sign indicated. .
Revd,C,Hill asked whether it was time to think of drafting.

Fr!Botc%E;n thought that the Group =ight then give
instructions to a drafting teanm,

%%gs !gﬁg Church was
Ho asked whether the Roman Catholic : .
committe o the radical non-capacity of a woman to be ordained

f the decision
Fr, Congar was not sure of the character o :
that had been made. It was based on Canon Law and a certain

tradition., It was very important to keep a distance be%;:eghurch
the Roman staterment and the concept of de jure diving,
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had not decided definitively but it w
as b
g:thodoc: relations were important but um?:?t;:ro:tﬁog;:ﬂmh
°°lun tholic Church had not suggested that the Anglican .
mmunion had loat its apostolic succession,

!x*c.dm.sm asked whether the Orthodox
action had radically ?itiated the 'W"onerﬁh';’:;;,w““"

Pr, Pprgx spcke of his encoursgement of the

continue in dialogue with Anglicans (Istanbul), rﬂ"&?gﬁﬁaﬁi
t'it; ::::tp:ho Anglican Communion had lost its specificity comparecd
235 ¢ Protestant Churches, They were over expectant of Lambeth

Pr, %mgz agreed that tradition meant moveament hut

the-lesas could not be broken. Only an ecumenical c:unzrx’;.w-

could determine whether the matter was of divine tradition,
Pr, Doyle asked who constituted an eccumenical council,

g,{-. conﬁﬂé replicd in terms of all Ghurches with an aponstolie
tradition, st all Churches had a sense of the Church unm
sacra wntal,

Mise Howard had some problems here, The Bcandinavian
Luthernns were rather different from the Baptists, Bhe 414 not
want a line drawn immedintely below the Anglican Communion,

Professor Oriffiss noted that the ecclesiology of many
Protestnnt churches was moving in a sacranental dircction.
He drew a distinction betveen the a stolic minietry and ita
particular three-fold expreasion, wondered what diverasity
could be a lowed, and agaln stressed that the non-episcopal
miniaterial tradition wae relevant to the Consultation,

Pr, Co agreed but considered the received fors the only
cortaln way &Ltnrically.

Wﬁﬂu thought that it was the cloarest ~nd
most obvious but 4id not wish to be exclusive,

Revd,C,Hi1L reminded the Oroup of the ARCIC Btatement on

Ministry which had seen 20l0CORG A8 ecentral rather than ite
historical cxpression.

Wult that a tradition which was locked in
the past came clofo heresy. He felt some Orthodox were
almost in this category. He wondered what explanstion should
be given to the divergence of Roman practice (o.g. Buch-ristic
sharing)from the ruling of the ¥agisterium, Could this be

rolevant t~ the ordina ion of women,
suggested the following beginnings for a

doum.tnnun majority in ench Ang!ican church

n eathnod
te that 1t is posaible %o ordain women to the pricath

::poon. churches have already procceded to such ordinations.

¥o Anglican church has affirmatively atated that auch :n e

ordination is impossible but mome churches have ot yet c°n

Church bellicven that ahe han
the question. The Roman Catholic Uhu o that A0 e

right to change an unbroken tradition th
g:t:: of‘hthl Chureh universal in the lont.. and nr:rwnl:at,
because it is considered to conform tn God's plan t; LA
., In front of thea two positiona the sucation '1. i L8 o
all possible for our two churches %0 re-entabliinh f‘:l /Soumin
betwoen them and if 80 how as full communion pre-suppo S
mutual recognition of ministriecs, In ather wordn CAT the Ro
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Catholic Church who judges it im
possible for theol .
to ordain women, recognise the legitimady of suc; ﬁﬁi§§31“°:i'°ti°"
for Anglicans? How can she think that such an ordination?g ugg
be impossible for her and possible for the Anglican Communign "

Fr, Doyle asked for four points to be t
1. That there be an expression of mutual res%ggg %ggotﬁgngggigationz
of each Church; 2, That tra%ition is a living reality and that
there is a development of doétrine; 3. That the question be seen
in a wider context; 4, That there are certain facts to be
recognised and to be discovered.

Miss Howard noted that there was a predispositio

nn
breg¥ an existing communion. To enter communign was anozgezo
problem,

Bishop Cameron wondered how a final negative decisi
could be given in the Roman Catholic Church? o

Fr, Hotchkin askcd whether an ecumenical council would be
necded to exclude ordination of women de jure divino,

Fr, Duprey thought even this might be difficult,

Bishop Valentine renorted that a number of Canadian bishops
wanted to g0 ahead but were not sure bctause the majority of
Roman Catholic bishops were against,

Fr. Duprey saw the relevance of 4fure communiénie a8 one
local church c¢ould not decide without ¢ othersy

Professor Griffiss asked of the influence of the nunbecr of
Roman Catholic theologians in favour,

Fr. Congar thought academic influence to be little.

Profecssor Griffiss said that many poeitions thought to be
academic beforc Vatican 1I were now pastoral practice.

Fr. Congar agreed and said there had been a deep underground
movement,

Revd.C,Hill said this was precisely the case in the Anglican
Communion in the last 30 years, especially with respect to the
order of deaconesses,

Miss Howard agreed and vointed out tha
but preside and absolve.

Fr, Congar thought that this is the way the auestion nmight
mature for the Church in France.

Bishop Cameron said that Vatican II had been accepted in
Austiralia not on its merits but on the dictum of Rome,

Professor Fashole-Luke insisted that some provinces had not

i men and he noted the
yet o nsidered the ordination of wo d 1 Barel K i sat,

£ the Church of England legal
T the ordinatiion

r. Pupdy said the Catholic position was th:ﬁe will of

oncilable to
of women Gould not be scen to be YeeoMTIALE, o psolutely out

st, but it was imnossible to sa ‘
S?rthe’question. It was logically possiple to tgkg 2 i:;pof
further in saying that the Holy Spirit might rcvead ; Ay oy
modifying both positions. He wondered if this would be

possible.

t deaconesses didall



ward said that even churches "
priests would still hope to be guided by zgzcgol;dgﬂgggtwomgn
would tell.Perhpas this was a kind of Anglican gg;gfpgg_é_g_ine

Professor Griff then
_ proposed two
clerify internal %£§lican and Roman catholgngzgggeg:?upa *

Revd,C,Hill proposed rather that th
er
to produce chapter headings. This was acgegggg%d be two drafters

There was then some discussion on the nat
ure of the
It would be submitted to the SPCU and the ACC and perhnpsdocumcnt.

eventually to the churches, It was finall
v . ¥y agreed after
Bishop Valentine and Fr. Duprey should be thcggoint drzft%grsl?h -

Wednesday, 1st March: ZEvening Session

Pr. Hotchkin was in the chair,

Bishop Valentine presented the draft A/RCCOW 8A which he
and Fr. Duprey had prepared. It posed the auestion facing the
churches and pvointed to the way forward, though not offering
a precise solution,

Fr, Doyle vas unhappy at the phrase "Bven if remote".
liss Howard wanted an expansion of the last two paragraphs,

She was also unhappy at "universal in the East and the West". She
4id not understand the last sentence of paragraovh 3.

Bish CameY wanted to sce a statement of the immediate
and ultimate Anglican/Roman Catholic goal.

Professor Griffiss also wanted to see something on the
meaning of unity. e hoped that something could be said to
give ground for members of his church who were unhappy at the
ordination of women,

Bishop Valcntine alluded to the danger of a sironger
response from Rone.,

Fr, Duprey confirmed this.

Fr. Doyle thought that if there was to be expansion, there
might be more on the Declaration.

Miss Howard was worried that the draft ecould be read as
if the only hope were if Rome ordained women Or Anglicans gave

w welationship with a
up the practice, How far could there be a rela X .

w ice. She also wanted to know
church with a differing practice P )

the end to which the dialogue was noving,
But could there be communio in sa ris as a stage. Would the
ordination of women prevent this?

Duprey said the srdination of women would be an obstncle

to the mutual recognition of ministries,

Mgr, Purdy was unhappy at the last sentence of paragraph 3.

Bishop Cameron agrced. e

Professor Fashole-Luke rencated that thgughttgzztrﬁ§v
unanimity in the Anglican Communion, this did no N
communion, —

» gpeeulation at t
% litglzaypthﬂt the churches must g0

Miss Howard hoped for

the document., It was too easy t
on doing things together.
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Fr. Dupre
immediately,
blocked,

thought that even if a solution could not be found
nevertheless the road to reconciliation was not

Biahog Valentine noted mutual commitment to new forms of
ministry.

There followed discussion on the second and third paragraphs
of A/RCCOWBA. There was some lack of balance noted by Fr.Doyle

and Professor Griffiss, Mgr. Purdy thought the phraseology
sybiline.

Bishop Cameron hoped there was no suggestion that the Church
had lacked the fulness of priesthood for twenty centuries.

Professor Fashole-Luke saw contextualisation as the problem.

The loly Spirit might be leading some churches not to the
ordination of women in some areas,

Miss Howard also saw the prompting of the Spirit as
indicating some plurality of practice.

Professor Griffiss asked for the inclusion of a paragraph
on Anglican difficulties with the official Roman Catholic stance.

Bishop Valentine agreed and wanted something on the existing
Anglican diversity.

Fr. Duprey did not dispute the importance of diversity but
queried whether one church could ask another to go against the
will of Chriast as that church saw it,

Mgr. Purdy asked how absolute that conviction was.

Miss Howard asked whether Anglicans and'Roman Cathol%cs could
respect each other's differing ways of handling the question.

Fr. Doyle noted that Roman Catholics have the same problem,
for some Roman Catholic women wanted to be ordained.

Professor Fashole-Luke saw Anglican diversity as a witness.
the tension within a
Fr. Duprey saw this but thought that ; .
commun;onyzs be distinguished from that of establxah:ngdA:§llcnn/
Roman Catholic communion. If Roman Catholics recognise

n to
Anglican ordination of women, they they must themselves be ope
the ordination of women.

i ~d1 tion
Fr. Hotchkin asked whether any church had said the ordinatiol
of women was impossible.

i ct as
Miss Howard noted that some churches had declined to a

it was not urgent.

icansa saw no

e Angl
Professor Fashole-Luke said that some ANg 1 impossibility.

theological impossibility but did see a cultura




Professor Griffiss insisted on the importance of some

discussion of the meaning of unity in diversity, otherwise there
was little point in their meeting.

Mgr. Purdy said there was some significance in certain things
being said together.

Revd. C.Hill noted that the document would be important
because of its origin. There was a difference between a private
theological paper and a joint public document.

Fr. Hotchkin agreed.

Mgr. Purdy felt that "authenticity" in paragraph 4 could be
misunderstood. It suggested an absolute.

Revd.C.Hill asked for an expanded draft and it was agreed that
Professor Griffiss and Biahop Cameron should do this,assisted by
other members of the Consultation.

Thursday, 2nd March: Morning Session

Bishop Valentine being in the chair,discussion opened on
A/RCCOWBB, A/RCCOWBC, and A/RCCOW8D.

Revd., C.Hill began by pointing out where the '"'scissors and
paste" work had been done. A/RCCOW8B was an expansion and
redrafted version of A. A/RCCOWS8C was a rewritten version by
Professor Fashole-Luke. A/RCCOWSD was a preamble by Miss Howard.

Fr.Doyle and Bishop Cameron preferred 8B to 8C.

Miss Howard liked the emphasis on man and creation in 8C and
also the stress on the importance of culture.

Bishop Valentine agreed but said that cultural and sociological
considerations were distinct from theological ones.

Professor Fashole-Luke saw tradition and culture on the same
level,

Bishop Valentine thought the cultural and-sociologica§ factors
might be added to the 8B draft. He saw the point that African
theology understood culture in a more absolute sense.

Fr. Duprey and Fr.Doyle saw a distinction between tradition
and Tradition. The Roman Declaration saw the matter as of
Tradition.

Professor Griffiss noted that paragraph 2 etc. ough:hzz :zsiiw
the opening paragraph of page 2, and it was.agreed that
made sense. Paragraphs were numbered accadingly.

3 would not read as

2 h
Fr. Hotchkin hoped the draft paragrap g O Cof the Anglican

if Roman Catholics were deliberating on the
Communion.
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Professor Griffiss felt it sh

owed a recognition t
Anglicans accepted the official Ro gn hat some

man Catholic position,

Fr. Duprey wondered whether paragraph 3C was required.

Revd.C.Hill thought the reference
thought 3D could be omitted.

to diversity relevant, but

Miss Howard added that a belief in the 1
was important.

egitimacy of diversity

Professor Griffiss saw a balance in paragraph 3 as against
paragraph 2,

Fr. Duprey insisted that paragraph 2 was not saying that the
Roman Catholic Church could not accept women priests. It was

saying that it could not accept a different ministerial standard
because of its ecclesial respect for the Anglican Communion.

Fr. Doyle asked for some redrafting of this paragraph.

Mgr. Purdy insisted that there was no one Roman Catholic
position as suggested in 3D.

It was agreed that Fr.Duprey and Professor Griffiss should
redraft.

Fr. Dovle also felt paragraph %& might be redrafted for the sake
of clarity.

Mgr. Purdy stressed the necessity for expressing the reciprocal
loyalty and trust involved in dialogue.

Fr. Duprey saw a pneumatological and Christological stess in
the last sentence of paragraph 4.

Fr.Hotchkin and Miss Howard appreciated its dialectical form.

Bishop Cameron approved of the reference to ARCIC and the
statement of the two possible errors.

Fr.Hotchkin proposed the addition of "Because of their mutual

esteemMecees Ve

be
prey he final sentence of paragraph 5 to
Fr.Duprey asked for t L
expressed negatively. Drafting points from other members were

accepted.
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Thursday, 2nd March: Bvenins Session

Bishop Valentine was in the chair, and introd
uced A/RCCOWBE
(the re-~drafted paras. 2 and 3 of the re-numbered A/RCCOWAD) nsh

prepared by Fr.Doyle and Professor Griffiss. D
were accepted. rafting amendments

Bishop Valentine then asked for comment u
E \ pon paragraph 6
of A/RCCOWERB. Bishop Valentine suggested the addition of: "How
this is to be achieved in fidelity to our tradition is one of the
challenges which face the Church in our time."

Fr. Duprey wondered whether this was the point to make specific
references.

Fr. Hotchkin and Professor Griffiss suggested that there should
be some reference to faithfulness.

Mgr. Purdy thought there should be reference to areas not imnedi-
ately th of which were Mightened by the present debate. He offered
to draft something to this effect.

Bishop Valentine then moved the discussion to paragraph 7.

Fr. Hotchkin thought the style exhortatory: he questioned where
it added to the argument.

Bishop Cameron also asked what it added.

Miss lloward wondered whether 7 and 8 were now necessary.

Bishop Valentine also thought the material was found elsewhere.

Revd.C.Hill thought the idea of an exchange of ecclesial gifts
important.

Professor Griffiss insisted that the question of the kind of
unity sought was of fundamental importance.

Fr.Hotchkin thought the paragraphs (7 and 8) were too
eschatalogical and Fr. Duprey thought they could be misleading.

Bishop Valentine then asked for a re-consideration of paragraph
1 in the light of Miss Howard's draft A/RCCOWSD.

Then followed some discussion as to whether specific Anglican
churches (Asian or African) should be mentioned; it was decxgod not
to do this. There followed a discussion on the reference to "traditia/
found in A/RCCOW8A paragraph 1.

Fr. Duprey noted that this was in fact a quote fromltrp-nmﬂ
Declaration Inter insigniores, but that "a tradition' had becom

"the tradition".

ition" as this could be
Bishop Cameron was unhappy with "a tradition” a )

misunderstood. Was a cultural t -rdition being referred to o1
Apostolic Tradition?




Revd.C.Hill proposed that quotatio
from TumbrchetT by thorey. q n marks should be inserted

Professor Fashole-Luke insis

ted on the parity of Afri
Tradition and Apostolic Tradition for Africa:s. Y rrean

Professor Griffiss saw this point but wondered how it could
be included in the document.

There followed a more general discussion on the question of
tradition and culture and an addition by

Bishop Valentine was
finally accepted: '"and the growing characteristic contribution of
the Third World to theology" for paragraph

Discussion was then resumed on paragraphs 7 and 8.

Professor Griffiss suggested redrafting but Fr. Duprey and
Fr. Doyle were still unhappy with the general content.

Professor Griffiss insisted that unity was a pilgrimage. Ile
was very unhappy with the concept of organic unity.

Miss Howard thought this was another issue.

Mgr. Purdy wanted the document to end on a note of confidence.
This required something crisp.

Revd. C. Hill noted that there was some reference to unity in
the final paragraph (9).

Bishop Cameron felt the last sentence of 7 was important.

Fr. Duprey thought 7 and 8 should be omittecd.

Professor Fashole-Luke felt the mention of mutual trust should
not be left out.

Revd. C.Hill suggested a redrafting of paragraph 9 to include
the giveness of unity.

Fr. Duprey and Bishop Camcron did not think ;he scope :{’LQ;
documen; was to speak abhout the nature of unity, important thoug
this was.

i wtine ened
After redrafting had been completed Bishop Valentine opend
discussion on A/RCCOWBF.

- « different
lievd.C.Hill nyted the numeration of the pnragnnpg‘v::;“:.“;vL
to th;t o; A?RECOWBB due to a new initial paragraph an

changes.
2 : el
R . . ~ded his continues _ )
; 880X Griffias had. Fepor: vic? imension of
Ar;ertizzrzz the omission of the nachntnloﬁlizlctixlus moare
d‘::ti:n:cnfter draf&ing ey g bo;" gt‘llcfgst:;w accepted as the
unity . h 8) A/nC A 8 X Sl
rps 0 ﬂrﬂsrap\ . . . uce o I
subat:n:i:t c:?:;e:hz rzquost that the secretaries prof
agree ext,

version for publication.
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All agreed that the aim was the joint publication of the
document , Fr.Duprey noting there might be Vatican difficulties to
be overcome. Till then the document would be confidential.
There would be no press release, but members of the Consultation
could speak about it confidentially "off the record".



