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CHAIRMAN'S ADDRESS

'The title !chairman's address' was not chosen by me nor did the idea of
giving such an address originate with ne. The idea was born at a meeting of
Chairmen and Secretaries in London on.June 10th, 1971 and it is: only fair to
add that my Co-Chairman acted in the capacity of mid-wife on that occasion.

In saying this, I am not attempting to unload part of the responsibility for
what I say in this address on him. Apart from bringing the idea to the birth,
and stressing that 'Partial communion is a rich notion' (to use his own phrase),
he does not know what I am going to say.

is true however that in the discussion between the four of us on that

Lo It
datel}, various subjects were touched upon by each of us and I hope that these

points will find their way into this opening address.

It became apparent that we were severally and in different ways uneasy lest
the International Commission, while holding to the very proper determination to
work on the problems of disunity at as deep a level as its members could sustain
without experiencing the theological equivalent of the deep-sea diver's !'bends!,
night slip into the more confortable routine of a theological debating society.
This apprehensiveness has been voiced more than once by menbers of the Commission
since the incyption of its work. ‘ S

AN _4SSESSMENT

It seemed to us that, with two years work of the Commission behind us, and

'.;ﬁith-the“WQ:k_Qf the Pfeparatory Conmission behind that again, we ought as a

ur situation: to see where we have been and where we
are and to ascertain if there is any difference between the two positions. More

‘than this, it seemed to be time to ask where we were going and whether we had an

objgetive in sight. The answer could be made that the organic unity of Christians
is the objective, to which it might be replied, Is partial communion an
internediate objective, a stage on the way to the ultimate goal. Or have we
forgotten the Malta Report with its enphasis on stages?

80'1 ﬁas:asked o hang this discourse on the peg of the Malta Report,

particularly paragraphs 6 and 7, and the Bishop of Ripon was to be invited to
give us ‘a paper on 'The Requirenents for Partial Cormunion and how it night

" work out in practice.'

My colleagues, speaking with that fine courage so strikingly shown by those

who speak and act vicariously, invited me to be provocative and to stick ny

neck out! It was even suggested that a Commission such as ours ought not to
forget that a vocation of prophecy night be part of its service to our
generation. .

Be that as it nay, I shall not inflict on you anything so lane as studied
provocativeness, nor would I dare to class what I have to say as 'prophecy!,
either in its sense of forth-telling or of fore-telling. I do think however that
it is time for us to set our sights higher than the production of the next round

“of papers for the neeting after this one. We shall need nore papers certainly

but we shall also need vision. It nay be that we shall need courage too.

1) The Right Revd. A.C. Clark, Co-Chairman, the Very Revd. Canon W. Purdy,

(Vatican Secretariat for Christian Unity) and the Revd. Colin Davey (Church
of England Council on Foreign Relations). - ‘



o All I can do is to suggest that it nay be possible that the Holy Spirit
is requiring us to say whether we think we have the conditions for partial
conmunion or whether wa do not think §0, and, in that case, to say what we
“think those conditions should be and how they nay be achieved.
© Por that reason, we are asking the sub-cormissions to bear this question in
nind as they discuss

'The lobicn of Sacrifice in Anglicon and Roman Catholic Theology!:

'The Rool Prsoeuce in Anglican and Roman Catholic Theology! s

= e

- 'An Exanindtion in Dep*h of cur Various Pucharistic Rites!:

! iLEE_}.]_G r....._.__-:':.J‘ %Y"_E‘."_d_. = .

c.and  'Growing Togetheri.

Given our rajson d!'€ir~ o35 2 Colnission I do not think that to do so will be to
obtrude fresh and ex’ianecovs element into the work upon which they have been
engaged, I would rollen hop: that it night add a further diTﬁnsion of reality

to the quesiions they are posing and endeavouring to answer,
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SL rather by allowing Fr. Robert Adolfs
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%0 which I shall return he writes:

'1£p'a fir2l cugmesiion, I would say that we should start working on a
formnda which woold o vers the miniuun requirenentsfor a new forn of corporate
Sunity, whioh I wewld czll "eollesial cormunion" between the Anglican Church and

the Roman Catholic Chvroh,i2) '
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Having devr o, ond “-=ving o coggest that it is some such idea as this,
whethe» it be prr*ial cormunion, linmited commnicatio in sacris; or collegial
comrmaion, vhicl chvid o inToming our investigations of the various subjects

. currently under vuvicy i the Commission's programme, I shall return to ny
brief. " I lopz that Uis over-all consideration nay show itself again in the
course of what follous a:l in the continuing work of the Conference.

EVALUATILG m WOIX OF T40 COLMISSIONS.

"I would guggest, first of all, *hat there is a real difference between
where we have La2cn and where we arc, and, in order to substantiate this apinion,
I would acsk you to moliz a brief ond racessarily selective tour into the
imnediatz past, inlo the affairs of the Anglican/Roman Catholic Joint
Preparatory Comminsien ond of tha present Anglican/Ronan Catholic International
Comriission. ¥ou rust permit e to provide the Baedeker for this tour on the
understanding thot arvy o uz nmicht well star a different selection of thenes
and concepts ac being nost worthy of note. '

Looking over the papers delivered and discussed during the Preparatory
Cormission's existence, one rust, I think, agree that it is not the adninistering
of the conventional bromidz to say that valuable work was done. Its value nay
indeed be more clearly perceived in the fulure by those nore separated fronm it
in tine. “here were papers which night be described as position papers but

l)- There is, in fact, 1o need to apologise since the recormendations of the
Malta Report, which was occepted by Cardinal Bea ~nd by the Lanbeth Conference
of 1968, inclvded a recormendation (para. 22) for "the constitution of two
Joint sub--cornmissions, responsible to thelm-ent Commission, to undertake two
urgent and inmportant tasks: QOne to examine the question of intercormunion, and
the related natters of Church and Ministry; The Other t6 exanine the question
cof authority, its nature, exercise, and inplications." '

' 2) New Ciris’ian (4. May. 1967),1pa12, Ronz _and Anglican Orders.
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these too were very necessary as it was quickly discovered by the members that not
infrequently they did not understand each other's position as clearly and as
factually as they thought they did. What was renarkable was the speed at which
understanding developed. But that is all past history although it should be
noted, since it was the first-fruits of the setting up of the Commission and it
created the necessary conditions for genuine dialogue. In fact, the first few
papers read were on the subjects 'Why is Dialogue now possible?! by Cardinal
Willebrands and the Bishop of Ripon, and 'Where should Dialogue begin?! by
Professor Fairweather and the Revd. Michael Richards.

The factors which were seen as producing novenent were the growing
conviction of the scandal of disunity; the change during the previous five years
in the Roman Catholic attitude to the problenm of Christian Unity; the work of
the second Vatican Council and the neeting of the Pope and the Archbishop of
Canterbury in March, 1966,

In the course of the Preparatory Commission's work and rneetings at Gazzada,
at Huntercombe Manor and in Malta, some outstanding contributions were made. We
renenber papers such as 'What is the Word?! by Father Georges Tev-rd to nmention
but one and we recall the way in which all the papers lcd into prolonged and
tetailed debate which culminated in the Malta Report.

If, however, I signalise two papers out of the extensive material presented
to the Preparatory Commission, it is because of a feeling that they provide a
link of continuity with the position in point of time which some of us believe
must soon be reached. The papers referred to are two Huntercombe papers; !To
What extent can or should thore be a diversity in a United Church: Freedom and
futhority'!, by Cardinal J.G. Willebrands, and !'Unity and Comprehensiveness:
Freedon and futhority! by Professor H.E. Root and the Bishop of Ripon. 3Both
papers should be read again and I haesitate to subject cither to the indignity of
being sunmarised. 7Yet points from cach need to be emphasised again in the
context of the present state not only of this Commission's work, but of ecumenisn
today. ‘

If we accept the principle of diversity in unity we have some theological
background for the concept of an interin period of partial comrmmion. Having
comnented appreciatively on the Venice papers, Cardinal Suenens said in the New
York lectures which he shared with the Archbishop of Canterbury, 'We nust not be
afraid of plﬁfality because plurality and unity are both essential dimensions of
the Church'.

The idea has at last acquired enong Roman Catholics the theological -
respectability which is its due, and we récall the references to 'variety'!-and to
'pluralism in practice! by Pope Paul at the opening of the Secund and Third .
sessions of the Vatican Council,

H

P/PER BY H.E. CLRDINAL JAN WILLEBRLNDS -

Cardinal Willebrands divided-what‘he had to say under the héadings of
theological considerations, historical considerations and the application to the
present problen.

Anong the theological considerations to be noted is the fact that it is
a people that believes', as in the Creed of Constantinople (581).We‘confesstiraﬁnmg in
unan sanctan Catholicanm et apostolicam ecclesian". !4 people neans a rultitude,
and in a certain sense a diversity, by its diversity of function, by its
continuity in history. 4t the same tinme a people means a racial, spiritual,
cultural unity.'

The people of God has a wider and more radical diversity, being dravm fron

1) The Future of the Christion Church (1971) p.84 by Lrthur Michael Ransey and
Leon-Joseph Suenens.,







