PROSPLCTS FOR ARCIC-II

llembership, progr-mme and mandate of ARCIC-II depend on the
"mandete" in para 3 of the Common Declaration of Pope John Paul
II and Archbishop Runcie, Canterbury, May 2%th, 1982. Much will
be determined on the order of treatment of the matter referred
to the new Cormission.,

Under the general heafing: "to continue the vork already begun",
three main areas are indicated, and these, in fact, take us well
beyond the bounds of the Final Report of ARCIC-I,

1, P70 examine, especizlly in the light of our respective judge-
ments on the Final Report, the outstending difierences which
gtill senarzte us, with a View to their eventual conclusion,

-

Arieez5 07 outstanding difference:-

1,1 ilattcrs which ARCIC-I did not claim to h=ve resolved fully

Before work starts on these there is need for further reac =
tions from both Communions to the Final Report, But it can be
useful to map out vwhat may be required. On infallipility the
main work will be "elucidatory" %partlcularly on such key con-
ccpts as "guaranteed" and "reception"). “he content of the lia-
rian dogmas noVv seems tc mresent little difficulty; the main is-
sue is their "definibility" and vhether their acceptance as "of
faith" would be required in an eventual union,

1.2 Cther natters in the Final Report 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 importance, The first task is for Roman Catholic Lpis=-
copal Conferences and theologians to reassure CDF on some of these
points; the SPCU could also invite some &f its consultors and
other contacts to contribute to this process.

1.22 $SPCU has received a few brief comments from Episcopel
Conferences, but it will be some time before there is any quantity
of considered reaction from Conferences., Similsrly, official
Anglican reactions wWill begin to anpear in the next two years.

Ls yet, then, it would be premature to start work on these iscues,
Iloreover, ARCIC-II must not become a simple repetition of ARCIC-I.

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

The first step will be to examine how we understand the auvthority

of the Church with regard to the practical living out of the Gos-

»el; only then can there be useful study of particular areas of

difference (notably, but not exclusively, on matters of sexual

morality.,
IiB. 1., In different regions different issuves may be judged to
be of prior importance. nrzctical
2. In many social 1qsues a veriety of/positions if open to
members of ¢ither Church.

Once again, our concern ic the arreement necessary for unity.

1.4 Cther natters snglicans may wish to add to the agenda.

4 study of Justification (on vhich Catholic/Imtheran dialogue
has achieved considerable agrcement) is urged by Lvangelical
Mnglicons -- though it may be noted that in 1968 the Joint Pre=-
paratory Com:ission did not feel it urgent to pursue this issue,
Other "rcformaztion issues", no longer in the forefront todagy, may




recuire treatment in due season (cf Fairweather, "vhere should
dicloruc begin?", Gazzada, Jan 1967, in A/RC Dizlogue:; the Vork
of whe Join{ Prepsraiory Comnission, pp 37if, €Sp pp H4-6 on
purgatory, prayer for the dead, indulgerces etc).

1,5 Other meatiers Roman Caztholics may wish to add to the agend a.
There may be need for further work on docirinal aspects

of I'sxrriage, especially re indissolubility. The status of the 1975

in both Churches needs clarification, Practical-pastoral aspects

of mired marriasges are also important: they might better be dealt

vith in connection with "oractical iscues" (n:r 3 lnfra)

Very recently (30 Jet 1982) Cardinal Ratzinger, cpeaxing as a

nrivete theolocian, has s»oken of need for Turther work on the

authority of the Church and of Tradition with regard to Seripture.

Arend2 nossitilitiess

- Christian moral principnles and the Chuich's
authority this field.

- Juctific ¢ Llon by faith.
- Ilarrisge and Indiscolubility.

Query: Is there also need to develop further the ecclesiolo-
gicrl principles so fruitfully outlined in the Intro-
duction to the Finzl Report?

2. To study all that hinders the mutnal recognition of the
Hinistries of our Communions.

2.1 If both Communions accept the Final Report as expression

of a common faith regarding ordination and apostolic suc-
ceéssion many related questions of doctrine and intention will
hzve been resolved, (Some Anzliczn critics meintoin that ARCIC
does not sufficiently establish episcopacy; some Catholics would
liizewice wish to see further elabiration of the treztment of
zpostolic succession. There is also the question of how far
the development of ecclesial structures can be ascribed to the
will of God - but see Eluc,Min, n.4 and Eluc,.Auth.I.n.3).

2.2 Given such basic doctrinal aszreement there will be need to
examine "Apostolicae Curae", 1896, since this is "in posses-
sion" and determines current Roman Caztholic practice. In one
cense it is for Roman Catholics to "contextualice" the Bull, but
this can really be done only by joint study both of the historical
evidence and of subsequent doctrinal and liturgical developments
in both Churches, not least the 1897 "Responsio" of the Arch-
bishops of C:nterbury and York. To what extent are we in zgree-
ment 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 "Apostolicae Curae" is a
part, not the whole, of thework required for reconciliation of
minietries).

2.3 Such work would Drov1de background for joint study of
vhat is involved in "mutual recognition (and/or recon-

ciliation) of ministries" as between our two Communions, and
particularly of the extent to which some sacramental action
would be necs ssary, desirable, Attention should be pald to work
2lready done in other dialogues (F and 0, LWF/RC, the Covenant
DTOPOoalS in Englamd). Since thie is a vast area the new Com=-

ssion would need to plan a detzailed path lest discussion be-
cqme unmanage 2oly complicated. (NB: "Iutual®: Anglicans do
in fact recosnize Roman Cztholic orders ...)
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2.4 ARCIC-II must also face the question of the ordination of

vomen. The urgent nriority is clarity about the principles
(of foith, doctrine, discipline) on which some Anclican Churches
ordain vomen and the Roman Cutholic Church does not., Only then
could there be profitable discussion of the more »ragmatic ques-
tion (cf VersaiEles 1978) :"To vhat extent and in vhat ways Chur-
ches with women priests. dnd Churches without women priests can
be reconciled in sacramental fellowship".

2.5 Other cuestions reguirinc some discussion:
- the order of diaconate
- discipline concerning celibacy.

2.6 Doth Com:unions asree thzat the ques
ministries is to be studied not in
view to unity of our Churches.

ion of recognition of
=

oo
[
isolzstion tut with a

Agenda pogsibilities:
It seems essential that the new Commission meke a
pronpt st=rt on the vhole question of the recognition
of ministries.

3. To recommend vwhat przctica! stcps will be necessary vhen,
on the brsis of our unity in faith, we are =ble to proceed
to 11 conmunion.

3.1 leny aoparently 'pr etical' issues have in Tzt their

implicetions for faith: many practical issuves need early
consideration in order that, once sufficient unity in fazith is
achieved, there mayr be no undue delsy before rractical steps
cre taken,

3.2 This is =z vast area and ARCIC-II must not get imnersed in

a sea of detzil, A number of practiczl issues =re peculiar
to perticular countries or regions, and wouvld be betier studied
locally.

3.3 Key issues appesr to be the relevant "models of unity"

(or "models of the Church"), and the closzelr related ques-
tions concerning the contimuance of an "Anzlicen identity" (and
this too is something that could differ in various regions).
Some of these studies could have considersble influence on the
ey each @0mmunion reects to the work already done by ARCIC=-T,

3.4 ARCIC-TII must also pay suitable attention to any questions
rzaiced by the existing relstionships of either Church with
other Christisn Vorld Comrunions and national Churches,

3.5 It will therefore be importsnt to decicde correctly what
isgues are to e tackled internationally and vhich should

fir:t be examined at recional/local level, It will be importent

Tor APCIC-II %o estzabplish closer links with existing nstional

ARCs, both to solicit their aid on mote regionzl issues and

2lso to stimulate the collghoration urged in para 4 of the

Comzion Declzresvion of Ligy 29th 1982, i

Agenca wogsibilities:

- llodels of unity/Church
- Vhet is of internztional importance, whet of regional?
- Involvement of nztional ARCs.

AT
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S0I7 COHCIUSIONS

4,1 If LRCIC-II is to work effectively and concentrate on vhat
is essential for unity and if, moreover, it is to avoid
overloading its programme, this programme will have to be worked

out very ca=refully., However, vhile sone broad guidelines and
structural recommendations must be prevzred in advence, it would
be disastrous to impose toc ambitious or c-nstricting a programme
on the ncw Commission before it even comes into being. llany
deteils - order of trecatnent, mcthod ete - have to ba the respon-
5ibility of the Commission itself,

4,2 3Both the amount of matter to be studied and the general

desire for wider renresentrtion suggest a lerger Commission
(e.g. twelve on either side, plus staff), A larger Commigcion
cculd not work in exactly the same way as ARCIC-I. (Indeed, vhile
ARCIC-IT must concsciously be the “"heir"™ of ARCIC-I and has "to
continuc the work alreacy vegun", it must not feel tied to the
previous Commission's method; indeed even the Final Report, al-
thoush it will be a frequent point of reference, should not be
unduly "canonized"!)

4.3 A larger Commission would need to do more Work in formally
established sub-coruissions. One pattern could be:-

4.31 The wvork would start with a plenary meeting of the new Com-
mission (before the end of 1983). Preliminary staff-vork
could drav attention to work nreparcd for the Preparatory
Commission and for ARCIC-I vhich is relevant to vresent work
end has not been fully uced. Introductory pepérs could
lead this first meeting to a carcful survev of the vhole
Christian scene toczy, as corppared vith that of 1966, with
particular relatiorn to A/RC relstions, the imnrovement (and/
Or deteriorzstion) o7 possibilities of colmon wvitness, colla-
boration etc as well as of growith towards unity. This would
provide a broader context in which (at least the Tirst stage
of) the new Commiscsion's work could be napped in more detail,
NB A possible fruit of this first meetinz could be a clear

statement of the present situation and of how the new
body sees its task, Such a statement would need to be
precise and to avoid rious generzlizations!

4,32 The members of the Commission could be formed into threee
oproperly constituted sub-commissions, to be given clear terms
of reference with regard to the three mzin ereas swecified
in the Common Declaration, since simultaneous wor!: on all
three seems necessary. Although clear terms of reference
would be essential, sub-commissions should not be over-orga-
nized as regards method. Each sub-commission viould have its
ovn _chairman and secretary (and there could be room for the
nomination of a few ad hoc consultors).

To ensure coordination of effort, the chairmen of the sub-
commissions, with the cshrimen of the fvll Commission, could
form a standing comnittee - but not, it would be hoped to
the detriment of the "oversight" of the vhole Commission
and its full responsibility for a1l final texts.

4.4 Only in the lizht of the progress of the work and of further
reactions to ARCIC-I could decisions be made about vhen an d
how to comaunicate the results of fresh work. 2ut clearly
1988 will be a watershed in the 1ife of the new Commission,
and some of its work should be programmed with that date in
mind, .

5 011.82.






