
PROS?ZCTS FOR ARCIC-II 

T,:H1bership, progr'.lffiille a'Yld mandate of ARC IC-II depend on the 
"r.12.nd 2:te" in para 3 o:f the Co:nmon Declaration of Pope John Paul 
II and Archbish op Runcie, Canterbury, May 29th, 1982. Much will 
b e de:termined on- the order of treatment of the matter referred 
to the n e:w Conrnission. 

Under the general he2..c".ing1 "to continue the ,·:ork already be~n", 
three main areas are indicated, Md these, in :fact, talce us well 
be:yond the bounds of the Final Report of }JK;IC-I. 

l. ~o_ examine , esneci2.l.J..Y. in the l ight of ~:r;::__r.csuective_ judge­
ments on the Final Renert, the outsta.110.ing diffe:rences which 
s1_ill se')ar2te us, with a view to the:ir eventual concluslort:" 

.t.r ,: ;::_:::; or outstanding differences-

1.1 i.:attc.rs which ARCIC-I did not claim to h 2.ve resolved fully • 
:Before 1:ork starts on these there is need for f'urther reac -

tions from both Co!nr:mnion s to the Final Renert. But it can be 
u seful to map out ,·:hat ma~,r be required. On infallroility the 
main r:ork Will be "elucidatory" (particu l 2.rly on such key con­
c cots as "guaranteed" and "reception"). ~'he content of the r,:a­
ri~1 dogmas no,·: see:ms t o -oresent little difficulty; the main is­
sue is thei r "definibi litSr" and whether their acceptance as "of 
faith" would be required in an eventual un l on. 

1. 2 Other matters in the Final Renert which either Church may 
judge to be unsatisfactorily or inadequately expressed. 
1.21 The CDF Observations relate to points of very differing 

de, -rees of imnortaTJ.ce. The first tas '.{ is for Roman Catholic l:pis­
conal Conferences and theologians to reassure CDF on some of these 
points; the SPCU could also invite some mf its consultors and 
other contacts to contribute to this process. 

1.22 SPCU has received a few brief comments from Episcop2.l 
Conferences, but it will be some time before there is any quantity 
of considered reaction from Conferences·. Simil2rly, offici2.l 
.,\ne;lican reactions will begin to a:>pe ar in the next two years. 

As ;yet, then, it would be premature to start work on these i£8t1.es. 
1:oreover, ARCIC-II must not become a simple repetition of AP.CIC-I. 

1.3 Divergence and convergence on ethical issues has now to be 
faced. 

'.I'he f i rst ste-o ,·.rill be to exa--nine how we u::1derstand the authority 
of th€ Church- ,·:i th re gard to the practical l .i ving out of the Gos­
?€1; only t hen ca.'1 there be useful study of particulc.r areas of 
difference (not ably, but not exclusively, on matters of seJ1.-ual 
morality. 
IIB. 1. In different re_zions differe!1t issues !'1~r be j uciged to 

be of prior importance. pr sct ical 
2. In inany s oci_aJ. issues a v2.riety of/positions if open to 

r::icmbE: rs of i i ther Church. , 
Once 2.t;ain, our concern i~ the a .:-reement necessary for unity. 

1.4 other matters Anglic2ns may wiGh to add to the agenda. · 
A st1J.d.y of Justific2_tion (on \','hich Catholic/Lutheran dialogue 

has 2.chieved c onsideral"l c- at;r eer:1ent) is urged oy J:;va.'1gelic al 
..6J1t:;lic 2ns -- though it may be noted that in 1968 the Joint Pre­
par2.to1--y co::i,:-dssion did not fee_l it urgent to pursue this issue. 
Other "re:formati on issues", no longer in the forefront toda;y, may 
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req_,.1.ire trE: 2.tmcnt in due season (cf Fairweather, 11·,·,nere should 
di~l ocur: ·oe c~in?", G2.zz2..da, J a.!1 1967, in A/RC Dialogue I the Work 
Oi~j:he:: ._Taint 7)-~~atorK Cor:1..:":l. ission, pp 37ff, esp p:p 54-6 on 
1n.1rG2.tory, :1r2.yer for t e dead, incTulgerc es etc). 

1. 5 other m2.tters Roman C 2.tholics may wish to add to the agend a. 
r.rhere mey be need for further work on doctrinal aspects: 

of n, .. rriage, especially re indissolubility. The status of the 1975 
in b oth Churches needs clarification. pr3ctical-paotoral aspects 
of mi::·ed marriages are also i.'rnport ant I they mlght b etter be dealt 
Y:5.th in conne ction ,·:ith ",1ractic2.l is sues" (1) 31'a 3 infra). 
Vo -y rec (: ntly (30 )et 1982) Cardinal Ratzingcr, [;·')ea'-dng as· a 
1)riv r:.t e tr. f olo.r:ian, has s·1O1~1:.n of ne ed for .furthei· work on the 
2.Uthori ty of ti1e Ch1Jrch arid of Tr ::i.dition r:i th reg ::i.rd to Scripture • 

..A.r:en d 2. ~10::s i r·•i_li tie s 1 

- Chri sti an moral l)rincinles and the Church's 
2.ut horit:,• in this field. 

- J ~1~tifk dion by faith. 
- Vi '.:'X'ri c:gs anC: Indissolubility. 

£::.::.~_}] .:.= Is there also need to develop i'urthe:r the ecclesiolo­
gic 2J. urincinles so fruitfully outlined in the Intro­
duction to the Fin2.l Report? 

2. To studv all that hinders the mutual ?='ec o t2_~ttion of the 
Mini:::·t1~€S of our Comrnunions • 

2 .1 If both C om,mnions accept the Final Report as. exnres s.ion 
of a coTTL:1on faith regarding ordination and apostolic suc­

cession r:l2.11Y related auestions of doctrine and intention will 
h ave b een resolved. {Some Anglicm critics m2.i1:t 2i.n that ARCIC 
0. oe:s not sufficif.ntly estabrish episcopacy; so::i.e C2.tholics would 
li}:ewise wish to see further elab.)ration of the trr atment of 
apostolic succession . There is also the auestion of how far 
th e developmsnt of ecclesial structures croi be ascribed to the 
\cill of God - but see Eluc . F.rin. n.4 and Eluc.Auth.I.n.J). 

2. 2 Given s uch basic doctrinal a,sreement there will be need to 
exa:'!line "Apostolicae Curae", 1896, since this is "in posses.­

sion" and det Ermines current Roman Catholic uractice . In one 
sense it is for Roman Catholics to "conteJ--'tualis e" the Bull, but 
this can really be done only by joint study both of the historical 
evid cnce alld of s1.~bsequent doctrinal and liturgical developments 
in both Churches, not least the 1897 "Re sponsio" of the Arch­
bishops of C :.nterbury a'1d York. To what e:ict Ent are we in agree­
r.ient on thE doctrinal principles invoked by the Bull, even if 
we differ concerning the practical conclusions it draws? (It 
should be stressed that the study of "Auostolic ae Curae" is a 
p:-rr-t, not the whole, of thework required for reconciliation of 
mini~tries). 

2.3 Such work ,·:ould urovide backtround for joint study of 
,·.'hat is involved- in "nutual recognition (a.71.d/or recon­

ciliation) of ministries" as between our two Co:,ununions, and 
particularly of the extent to which some sacramental action 
,·:ould be nee E' Ss2.ry, desirable. Attentio:?1. should be pai'd to work 
already done in other dialogues (F and O, LWF /RC, the Covenant 
proposals in Englart"O. Since this is a v2.st area the new Com­
mission ,,;ould. ne ed to -plal'l a detailed -oath lest dis·cussion be­
c 2me un11a.nageaoly com-olic ated. (NB1 11fru.tu2J. 11

: Anglicans do 
in f act r ec o::nize Roman-C atholic orders ••• ) 
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2.A Ar.CIC-II must also f ~ce the question of the ordinirtion of 
, .. o:-:ien . The urgent ,riority is clarity about the principles 

(of f 2.5_th, doctrine, discipline) on which some .i\ng lican Churches 
ordain Y:o:-nen anf, the Romal1 C ;_,_tholic Church does not. Only then 
could there be profit able discussion of the more -:Jr2oc-matic ques­
tion (cf Vers2.illes 1978}: "To what e:-:tent a."'ld in \'>'h at ways Chur­
che s v:ith Y:om e.- n priests_ and Churches without v,o~en priests can 
be reconciled in sacr2J11ental fellowship". 

2!. 5 otl:er questions r eq_uirin c:_;; some discussion 1 

- the order of diac onate 
- disc i-pline conc- e rning celibacy. 

2. 6 !JOth Com~.:un ions aeree th at the que stion of recognition of 
rn ini::-trie s is to oe studied not in i s ol2,tion 1:.-._1t with a 

view to unity of our Church es. 

Agenda no~sibili ties 1 

- It seems essent i2.l th 1.:ct the ne:w Commission m2J;:e a 
pro::1ut st :?J_-t; on the ,-:h ole question of the recogn ition 
~f mlnistries. -

3. To recommend Yvtl at nrt=:.ctical ste:.ns will be_~c essary v.n en, 
on th e- b ,..E2s of our unity in f a ith, we 2-1.'e 2131'? to nroceed 
to f -, 11 c on,;mn1on. ------- -

3 .1 Vi 2n:.0 a'Ju2rently '-or ctic al' issuC's h e.ve in i a :t their 
i mplic 2.tions for faith: ma~r :pr 8.ct ical i sEu.e s need early 

c on s io.eration in order that, once sufficient unity in f a ith is 
~hi e v Ed, t ~, ere ma,u be no undue delc\'l b pfo re ::r2.Ct :i.c2l s teps 
.:.:.re t 2J<e n. 

3.2 T}, is is a vast area and .ARCIC-II muet not get i m.-nersed in 
a sea of detail. A number of practic2.l issues ;:ii---e peculiar 

to D;:rticulE:r countries or recions , a1'ld. wc,uld be b f:tter studied 
locally. 

3 .3 Key issues annec•r to be the relevant "models of unity" 
(or "models of the Church"), and the. closel y related ques­

tions concerning the continua11ce of an "_AJ12:lic 2-.-.,. i clentity" ( 2nd 
t h is too is so:nEthing that could differ in v 2_rious regions). 
Some of these studies could h ave consider2ble influence on the 
way each e6:::imunion reects to the work 2-.lready clone by ARCIC-I. 

3 • .1. ARC IC-II must also p~' s 1.1itable attention to any questions 
r2.i ~ed by the existi~g rel2:tionshins of either Church with 

other Christian r:orld Con.-:-!un i ons and national Churche:s . 

3. 5 It will therefore be i rrnort znt to decic:e correctly what 
issue:s 2.rE, to be- t 2.ckled intern2.tionalJ.y 221·.1 r,nich should 

fir : t be- o:amined at r e .:;:ional/local level. It r:ill be important 
for .A.F.C IC-II t o establish closer links y,-ith e:xistin£ national 
AR.Cs , o oth to solicit their a i d on mo~e re~ion el issue s a11d 
2.ls o to stirr.ulat e. the c oJ.12.borat ion urgE d in para 4 of the 
Cor,u on Dec12r2.tion of E~r 29th 1982 • 

./1..r;ern~ a ·,)OS sj._pj._li tj. es : 

i :ocie ls of unity/Cht~rch 
r,h .=: t is of international i m-oortwce, wh2.t of reg ional? 

InvolvE:ment of natiot1al ARCs ·• 

I . .. 
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-1.l If J...RCIC -II i s to v;orl~ effectively arid concentrate on vmat 
is essential for unity 2nd if, moreover, it is to avoid 

overlo2..ding its programme , this r roer r1'llr.1e y;ill h2ve to be worked out ver'j' C2.I'E:fUlly. Hor;ever, v:hile some broad guidelines and structural rec omr.1endations must be pre:!_:>2.red in advance, it would be dis2.Strous to imuose too ~nbitious or c , n stricting a urogramrae on the n ew Comri i ssion b e. fore it even come s into b e ine. I,!any 
det 2.i.ls - ord er of trE:atncmt, ncthod etc - have to be the respon­si~ility of t he Co~mission it self. 

A .2 3oth the ?.mount of matter to be studied and the ccneraJ. 
desire for wi:-'!er re :)res€nt ~i.tion su{;ge:st a l are;e:r Conunission (e.g. t we lve on either side, plus staff). A l arger Commiasion c c•uld not r.'ork in exactl~' the S2.J71€ way as ARCIC-I. (Indeed , Vlhile .P.RC IC-II must con~ciousl~r be the "heir" of ARCIC-I and has "to contL1U c the work alrear1y begun", it must n r;t fee l tied to the nrevious Coinmission' s m€:thod; indeed even the Final Report , 2-1 -thous h it will b e a freq ... 1ent point of reference, should not be unduly "c a.'l'lonized 11 ! ) 

4 .3 A lm-ge r Cor:1mis s ion r:ould need to do more work in formally 
established sub-cor..-.1 i ssions. One n:::!.ttern could be:-4. 31 The rork would start Y:ith a plen2.ry meet ing of the n ew Com­
mission (before thE end of 1983). p relimi nary staff-Y:ork 
could draw att E:ntion to ,-.·ork }:)!'e:p2rc d for the ?rep ca-2.tory 
Co~m i ssion a:1d for .A.RCIC-I r.:h i ch is releval'lt to r.,;resent Y.-ork 
2.'l"ld has not been f l1 ll~y used. Introductory :p 2..y&rs could 
lead t his first meeting to a c are:flll survey of the v.-h ole 
Christian scene toe:~, , as co: -:pared ,-.,ith that of 1966, with 
particular relat ior: to A/RC re18tions, the im:;rovement (and/ or dete rioration) o :::- pos sibilitie s of cotn..mon r:itness, colla­boration etc as well as of gror.-th towards unity. This would provide a broader cont ext in which ( at l east the first stage of) the new CoT!'.;"Tl i sE"ion ' s v:ork could be rjapped in more detail. 
JIB A possible fruit of this first meeting could be a clear 

statement of thE present situation a.?1d o:f hor: the new 
body sees its task. Such a statement would n eed t o be 
:precis e a'l"ld to 2.vo i d :.~ious gE:neralizations : 

4. 32 The members of the Com,;1 i ssion could be f ormed into three 
properly constituted s ub-co::-J!lis s ions, to b e giv(,n cle2r terms of reference v:i th regard to the three main m-eas S"")ecifiE.d in the Common Declaration, since simultaneous '-';or}~- on all 
t hree seems n ec essary . Although cle ar t erms o:f r.::ferenc e r:ould be essential, sub-co!':llllissions should not bE; over-orga­
nized as regards mEtho0. . Each sub-commi ss i on y;ould h ave its· 
or.11 chairman and s ecrEctary (and there could 'ue room for the 
no;uination of a few ad hoe consultors). 
To ensure coordination of effort, t he chair men of the sub­
cornr.1issions , with the c 2hrimen of the f t1 ll Co1~r1,ission, c ould form a sta11ding committ ee - bu t not, it y,ould be hoped to 
the d~triment of the "over sight" of the Y:hole Commission 
and its full r espon£"ioility for all final t e:xts. · 

4 .4 Only in the lt[ h t of the progress of the work and of further 
reactions to ARCIC-I could d E'cisj_ ons be m2.de about When an d 
hm-: to com;.J.mic ate the r esults of fresh work. :aut clearly 
1988 wi l l be a watershed in the lif e of the new Commission, and some of its work should b e programmed with that date in mind . -

5.11.a2. 




