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Revd. Christopher Hill

in collaboration with Secretaries of National Dialogues

I POPE PAUL VI, POPE JOHN PAUL I, POPE JOHN PAUL II, AND THE
ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY

At the end of 1977 and begianing of 1978 Pope Paul and
the Archbishop of Canterbury exchanged letiters on the question
of joint evangelization and agreed that one means to this end
was the joint meeting of episcopates (or parts of them)
recommended in the Malta Report.

On the death of Pope Paul in August the Archbishop sent
a message of sympathy to Cardinal Villot, the Cardinal
Camerlengo in_ sede vacante, on behalf of the whole Lambeth
Conference then in its final sessions at Canterbury: "The Lambeth
Conference bishops profoundly moved at the death of the Holy
Father our brother in Christ. Offer heartfelt condolences in
christian fellowship. God grant him eternal peace." The
Anglican delegation to Pope Paul's Requiem and Funeral comprised:
the Bishop of London (Rt.Revd. end. Rt. Hon. Gerald Ellison,representin:
the Archbishop of Canterbury); the Primate of Canada {(Most
Revd. Edward Scott, representing also the WCC)j the Primate of
Tanzania (Most Revd. John Sepeku); and the former Archbishop
of Canterbury, Bishop Michael Ramsey.

The delegaticn to the Inauguration of the Ministry of
Pope John Paul I as Supreme Pastor comprised: the Archbishop
of York (Most Revd. and Rt.Hon. Stuart Blanch, representing
the Archbishop of Canterbury); the Archbishop of Brisbane (Most
Revd. F.R.Arnott, member of ARCIC); the Bishop of Winchester
(Rt.Revd. John Taylor); and the Bishop of West Missouri (Rt.
Revd. Arthur Vogel, member of ARCIC),

One month later anoilher delegation sadly attended his
Requiem and Funeral: the Bishop of London ({representing the
Archbishop of Canterbury); the Archbishop of Dublin (Most Revd.
Henry McAdoo, Anglican Co-Chairman of ARCIC); and Dr. Harry
Smythe {(Director of the Anglican Centre, Rome}.

In view of the tragic circumstances of the preceding weeks
and of the most unexpected choice of Carol WojtyXa as Pope
John Paul II the Archbishop of Canterbury decided to attend
his Inauguration personally as a gesture of sympathy and unity
with the Roman Catholic Church. With the Archbishop in Rome
were: Rt.Revd. John Howe (Secretary-General of the Anglican
Consultative Council); Rt.Revd. Richard Millard (American
Bishop in charge of the Convocation of American Episcopal
Churches in Europe) and the Rt.Revd. Misaeri Kauma, Assistant
Bishop of Namirembe, Uganda.

The Archbishop was received by Pope John Paul II on the
same evening as his Inauguraticn. Necessarily, discussion
was short butthe warmth of current Anglican/Roman Catholic
relations was spoken of and the Archbishop's projected visit
to Poland (May/June 1979). The Archbishop noted afterwards
both the humanity and strength of Pope John Paul II's
character.

On all these occasions, festive or sad, the Anglléan
bishops received the generous h03p1ta11ty of the Venerable
English College. :
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II THE LAMBETH CONFERENCE 1978

Within Section 3 of the Conference (the Anglican Communion
ir the world-wide Church) a group of 12 bishops examined the
three ARCIC Agreed Statements: D.W.B.Robinson (Assistant, Sydney);
H.W. Montefiore (Birmingham); A.J.Trillo (Chelmsford);
E. Randrianovona (Antananarivo, Madagas@er)i H.R.McAdoo (Dublin -

Archbishop -~ Chairman); S.M. Imai (Tohoku, Japan); J.I.

Mundia ( Maseno N,, Kenya); D.A. Rawcliffe (New Hebrides, Melanesia);
P.E, Sutton (Nelson, New Zealand}; T.J. Bavin (Johannesburg
Secrectary); J.W. Montgomery (Chicago); and H.L.King (Idaho).
The Archbishop of Dublin is also Co-Chairman of ARCIC. The
Dean of Christ, Church Oxford (the Very Revd. Henry Chadwick -
a member of ARCIC) was Consultant to the group, and the
Anglican Co-Secretary was also in attendance (Revd. Christopher
Hill), Section C of the Report acknowledged the use the group
made of current ARCIC draft responses in their consideration
of the Statements and this enabled the Group to say "most of
us assent fully to the Agreed Statements, but some would prefer
to regard them simply as a basis for further discussion".
(Lambeth Conference Report, Section 3.C.p.107). The Resolution
(33) drafted by the Group was warm but cautious. It was in
fact strengthened in plenary session by the additions of the
recognition of '""the faith of our Church" in the work of ARCIC
and the hope that it would be a basis for "sacramental sharing"
between the two Communions when the completed Statements :
were approved by the two Churches.

The Resolution (33)was finally passed as follows:
"The Confereice:

1. welcomes the work of the Anglican-Roman Catholic
International Commission which was set up jointly by
the Lambeth Conference of 1968 and by the Vatican
Secretariat for Promoting Christian Unity}

2. recognizes,in the three Agreed Statements of this
Commission  a solid achievement, one iniwhich we can
recognize the faith of our Church, and hopes that
they will provide a basis for sacramental sharing
between our two Communions if and when the finished
Statements are approved by the respective authorities
of our Communions; '

3. invites ARCIC to provide further explication of the
Agreed Statements in consideration of responses
received by them;

4. commends to the appropriate authorities in each
Communion further ccnsideration of the implications
of the Agreed Statements in the light of the report
of the Joint Preparatory Commission (the Malta Report’
received by the Lambeth Conference 1968 -~ see p.134%
of its report), with a view to bringing about a closer
sharing between our two Communicns in life worship,
and missiong ‘

5. asks the Secretary General of the Anglican Consultative
Council to bring this resolution to the attentien
of the wvarious synods of the Anglican Communion for
discussion and actionj

6. asks that in any continuing Commission, the Church
of the South and the East be adequately represented."

EucharistkcDoctrine (the W.ndsor statement 1971), Ministry
and Ordination (Canterbuiry, 1973), and Authority in the
Church (Venice, 1976).
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In respect of the work of the Anglican/Roman Catholic

Commission on the Theology of Marriage and its Application to
Mixed Marriages, the Primates' Committee of the Lambeth
Conference requested the Commission's Anglican Co-Chairman (the
Archbishop of Armagh -~ the Most Revd.George Simms) to draft

a Resolution. This was done and was duly passed as Resolution
34, but not before afinal paragraph had been added from the
floor with the effect of sharpening the Resolution as a whole:

- "The Conference welcomes the report of the Anglican-Roman
Catholic Comission on 'The Theology of Marriage and its
Application to Mixed Marriages' (1975).

In particular we record our gratitude for the general
agreement on the theology of Christian marriage there

outlined, and es§ecially‘fcr the affirmation of the 'first
order principle'l, of life~long union (i.e. in the case of
a break-down of a marriage). We also welcome the recognition
that the differing pastoral practices of our two traditions
do in fact recognize and seck to share a common responsibility
for those for whom 'no course absolutely consonant with
the first order principle of marriage as a life-long union
may be available'.

We also endorse the recommendations of the Commission
in respect of inter<Church marriages:

1. that, after joint preparation and pastoral care given
by both the Anglican and Roman Catholic counsellors
concerned, a marriage may validly and lawfully take
place Meforc the duly authorized minister of either
party, without the necessity of Roman Catholic
dispensation.,

2. that, as an alternative to an affirmation or promise
by the Roman Catholic party in respect of the baptism
and upbringing of any children, the Roman Catholic
parish priest may give a written assurance to his
bishop that he has put the Roman Catholic partner in
mind of his or her olligations and that the other
spouse knows what these are..

We note that there are some variations in different

regions in the provisions of Roman Catheclic Directories on
inter-Church marriages. We nevertheless warmly welcome the
real attempts of many Roman Catholic Episcopal Conferences to
be pastorally sensitive to those problems arising out of their
regulations, which remain an obstacle to the continued growth
of fraternal relations between us. In particular, we note a
growing Roman Catholic understanding that a decision as to the
baptism and upbringing of any children should be made within
the unity of the marriage, in which the Christian conscience
of both partners must be respected. We urge that this last
development be encouraged.

The problems associated with marriage between members of

~our two Communions continue to hinder inter-Church relations
and progress towards unity. While we recognize that there has
been an improved situation in some places as a result of the
Motu Proprio, the general principles underlying the Roman

Catholic position are unacceptable to Anglicans. Equality

of conscience as between partners in respect of all aspects

of their marriage (and in particular with regard to the baptism
and religious upbringing of children) is something to be
affirmed both for its own sake and for the sake of an improved
relationship between the Churches."

1 See Anglican-Roman Catholic Marriage (London, CIO 1975
pP.21 para. 49.)







