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PRIflATES' rUTING, I!OVErlBER 1979 
================================: 

MI NUTES 
====== 

A MeetinG of the Primates of the Anglican Communion was held 
at Bishop ~oodford House, Ely, England. from Monday 26th November 
(arrivals) to Saturday 1st December (departures) 1979. 

,- , 

There were present: 

Archbishop Donald Coqgaiof 

Archbishop Mar'eus Loan'e 
Archbishop Arthur Kratz· 
Archbishop Gregory Hla Gyaw 
Archbishop Edward Scott 
Archbishop Donald Arden 
Bishop Gilbert Baker 
Archbishop Trevor Huddleston 
ArchbishoP Georee Simes 
Bishop Titus Nnkru::.ichi 

.~ Bishop' Hassan Dehq6D.i-Taf'ti 
.' Archbishop Norman Palmer 

Archbishop Allen Johnston 
Archbishop Timothy Olufosoye 
_~chbishop David H~d 

'._ Bishop Alastair Haggart 
Bi~hop Colin Bazley . , . 

'iu:Chbi·~hOp Elinan~ Niialam~ 
.Archbishop Musa Ka,h_urananga -
.~Chb,i~hop Silvanus' 'Wani 

Bishop John Allin 

Archbishop Moses Scott 
Bishop cuthbert Woodrorfe 

for Archbishop Knight 

Bishop Robert.Runcie 
Bishop Bezaleri Ndahura 
fqr Archbishop-elect 

Bishop Jqhn Howe 

(England) Chairman 

(Australia) . 
(Brazil) . 
(Burma) 
( Canada) 
(Central -Africa) 

-tChina) , 
:. (Indian (;Jc'ean. ~ 

(Ire1BIid) . 
(Ja.pan) Acting Prinute 
(Je~em 'and .the Middle East) 
(Melanesia) 
(New Zealand) 
(Nigel'ia) f 

(fapua New Guinea) 
(,Primus,,. Scotland) 
-(Pres{dent, CASA - South 

, America) 
(Sudan) 
(Tanzania) 

.. (Uganda, Rwanda, Burundi and 
Boga-Zaire) 

(Presiding Bishop, United 
States of America) 

(West Africa) 

(West ,Indies) 

Archbishop of Canterbury eLect 

(Burundi, Rwanda and Zaire) 

(A,C~C;) SecretxllY 
" . . 

The following were not present, or Fepr,esented: 

Archbishop Festa Olang (Kenya). 'Retired 10th November. 
Archbishop Bill Burnett (South Africa). Provincial Synod. 
Archbishop Gwilym Williams (Wales'). Sick. 

-', ~ 

During the meeting news was received uf the death of Archbishop 
Alan Knight (West Indies) . 

. ', 

The ,meetini~as welcomed by the Bishop of Ely; amd al so had dinner 
at the Bishop" s houSe. By ,invitation of the Dean of Ely Cathedral , the 
Cathedral was used for the- Eucharist -'on two mo·mings. Other daily services 
were held in the chapel at Bishop Woodford House. 

*************** 
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The Minutes genem7,ly foLlow the order of the 
Provisional. Agenda. ; I. 

ITEM 1. ARIWIGEMENTS ABOUT THE AGENDA, AND THE MEETING 

The 'purpose of the meeting w~ . first discussed. 
, -" 

Provisional Agenda, item 8, vas considered at this point. The 
Memorandum in response to Lambeth Conference , Resolution 12 which the 
Primates had asked Bishop Howe to write had been circulated in May 
",ith the approval of the Archbishop of Canterbury. That in particular 
proposed the purposes and relationship of Lambeth Conferences. Primates ' 
Meetings, and the meetings of the Anglican Consultative Council. It 
had received considerable approval and no objections, and was accepted 
by the meeting. 

Consequent upon the Memorandum, the Archbishop of Canterbury 
bad approved a l~tter sent to the ,Primates by Bishop Howe on 26th June, 
proposing the sh'a.pe and purpos'e of Primates' Meetings (APPENDIX A) and 
the provisional· Agenda had been " compi~ed "With that in mind. 

,. . :~ . ... The meeting noted 'that the ' .following passages from the t·1emorandum 
were printed in the preparatory note to the Provisional Agenda: 

lPage 5 ~ from section (b): 

\ .' 

"In an environment of ' change and pressures, the recommendation 
for meetings of the Primates has arisen from the wish for 
an opportunity to hear and to learn from the experience of 
others, and for discussing ideas and responsibilities. The 
stimulus is not domination but refiexion - a belief that 

'. ~or 'the positions Primates hold it is especiall y important 
that there should be Christian companionship and discussion 
that are not hurried by the inevitable crowded agenda of 
more formal business meetings ." 

Page 1, section 1(b) concerning a relationship for the major 
international Anglican meetings: 

"Primates I Meeting. For the opportunity of discussion in a 
wide context, particularly relating to the A. C. C., and also 
to the Lambeth Conference and to ecumenical affairs. tt 

• 

. ,·'tn the discussion it \laS clearly recognised that decisions '-1hich 
have legal authority are made by the Synods of the Provinces which make 
up the Anglican COIlll!lunion. The role of a Primates' Ueetinn: could not be, 
and was not desired as, a higher synod in that sense. Rather it was a 
clearing house for ideas and experience ~tbrough free expression, the 
fruits of which Primat~s might convey to their Churches. 

There was an apparent diveristy of ideas about authority, and a 
beginning of consideration of that subject was made l ater in the Meeting 

:. ,,d.see Agenda item 7). 

It was agreed that aenerally Primates were expected to exercise 
some l eadership, but that was not of an identical kin~ever.rvhere; 

.. ~ expecta.~i'9n tended to be for something more posi ti ve ' 'in the Third 
>." World, and In9re diplomatic in the ;/est. ' ", . ; , " ~ 
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The personal and charismatic roles characterising Angli can primacy 
'",ere seen to be inipor,\;E.nt~ and intrinsic , On the one 'hand a primate had 
·a persona!' re~ationship with his Church and people' 5 problems such as a 
synod could not hav~; a~d on the other hand the relationship bet~een the 
heads of'". Churches end the -Az'chbi shop of Canterbury was "'hat held the 
.Anglican Communion together. 

The Chairmar. PTop~s=d to the meeting that the Memorandum and letter 
from Bishop ~OI-lC be follo\<fed, and that therefo::.:e the Provi sional Ar,enda. be 
accepted . This W65 agreed. 

At the time t 'he suggestion that the agenda be shortened ';las not 
taken UP. --but later in the m-::etinB it was agreed that for the next meeting 
th'ere should not be more· :thaT'! .two main subjects for discussion, and that 
one of "tnem should De the continuation of consideration of' Authority in 
the Church (see item 7) . 

... i 'he form of the Min~es of the ' meeting, and the use to which they 
might be put, W.1.5 discussed . -:t. vas felt that as much as possible o f 
vhat the Primates had discu!j·seo. and resolved should be made available to 
the Church at large, but probably not details of the discussion . A 
recommendation that as veIl as the public Minute t here should be a 

. private Minute on SOme itens was left open until later in the meet i ng 
when it was dropped ~-ticularly us there were no items for a private 
Minute .. _ .. , "'":$':;_ . .-. ," .. .. , ... 

" . 
Provision for a Press report and conference were also made (see 

item 16) . .:_: 

In the course of t he above discussion the Secretary agreed that 
consideration should 'oe gi '!et! to better r epresentation from East Asia 
which had an extensive Regional Council, but no Province. 

(Agenda 2- 6: items arising fi-om· the Anglican Consultative Council : 'ACc- 4) 

ITEM 2. ANGLICAN-ROMAN' CATHOLI-Cc
, INTEIU~ATIONAL COMMISSION 

.~~. ' j . 

; ,I 

. ~hi8 item was presented by the Reverend Christopher HiZl~ 
AngZican Secreta!'y of ARCIC. 

' . 
. 2(a) Resolution 4. ResFonse to ~c St(l.tem~ 

Mr . Hill spoke t o e. paper that had been circulated to the Primates 
".' (APPENDIX B). The first gert referr ed to the :-e '3p6n~e f r OD Anglican 

.Church <ee ~ ;o t.~e +·h r·,::c Ar,;.· .. '!d SJ; atements, end the possibility o f' a unified 
Anglican r~ply to Rome; the second part ' ~as n tentative draft of such a 
response, prepared with the Secr(:tary Gene r al of the A.C.C . 

He said the meetinG was not asked to make a final decision, and 
indeed ARCIC would not complete ~.ts "Work until the sprinG of 1981. The 
work st~ll before the Cc...illllrl ... sion vas n Preface to their Report on the 
nature of' the Church, ang the coupletion 'of Elucidat·ions of the third 
Statement. 

As the Statement~ had been published the A.C . C. sent them to the 
Churches with the reque~t that any response be sent to the A.C.C. for 
consideration at its neA~ meeting . Synodical and other official response 
to the work o f ARCIC bad been made by thirteen of the Anglican Churches , 
and reaction had Generally been very positive. 
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Concerning the second par.t, 14r. Hill said it ",as drafted . ~n the 

light of the information r eceived from the Churches , and to discover 
if it was necessary f or the Statements, in the fo~ o.~ the final Report 
0"( 1981, to be s ubmitted again t o all the Synods, w.h,ich ~ould be a very 
long process . Undoubtedly one document in reply. woW..d be . more '. ~cc:eptable 
to the Roman Catholic Church than one from' each Anglican Province. 

He said that (a) was formal; (b) was crucial; (c) and ,(d) were 
qualifications and (e) was a qualification of (d) , 

It would then be for ACC-5 (meeting in 1981, after the Report 
was published) to work out what unity (especially pastoral unity) . 
between the Churches would inVOlve when procedure was step by st,ep. 
He asked what was possible in a context of unity in diversity. 

The discussio~which followed gave emphasis to the folloving points. 
It was difficult if not impossible to commend any r esponse when the final 
Report had not been published or studied. 

Concerning the Statements themselves it was noted that t'W'elve 
Churches, mostly in the Third Horld, had not r eplied at all; and. that 
for some translations were desirable. The failure to reply .'W'a,$ .not, as 
might be assumed, because the Churches aecepted the Statements ·.and left 
comment to others, but because they had not yet felt competent to discuss 
them knowledgably. lo1hile others present accepted that , ·the point was 
stresed that to be an autonomous Province carried vith it responsjbilities 
to the whole Communion. There was hmvever general agreement that no 
response could be generally acceptable when half the member Churches had 
-been · silent on: the subj ect. 

It was noted that tbe establisbment of the Anglican Centre in 
Rome bad been.·on the iniati ve of ·the then Archbishop of Canterbury 
alone a·ft·er his -meeting with Pope Paul VI, and that had not been 
questioned by the Angli can Communion; but it was felt t hat present 

. ',' , 

moves towards organic union between the two Communions was a different 
matter. Ther.e seemed to be a general opinion, acquisced in a little 
reluctantly by some, that a submission to the Synods of the final Report 
would be the corr ect and effective course . ft~ reluctance was due to 
the length of the procedure that WB.S envisaged. It would be s·everal. 
years before an Anglican response ,",as available. . 

. ,J.t · was cQnfj.dently felt, however, that meanwhile various local 
collab!?r·s,ti9J1fl .,bet'W'een the. Communions would eo ahead, or be begun, and 
that in parishes in cany parts of the world the academic proces~ . was 
seconda;r"Y. . . 

Concerning the Roman Catholic Church, the OpInIon was that 
there too the difficul~ies were unresolved as to how best a response was 
to be made to documents .of a new kind. which undoubtedly the Agreed 
Statements were. ·There "'as repp.ated reference to ignorance of :the 
Statements among Catholics in many parts of the world, and it was 
hoped that could be put right, There was particular concern lest the 
Roman Catholic involvement of the clergy and laity were not more general 
and apparent. '." . 

" 
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2(b) Resolution 5: Future Anglican- Roman Catholic Relations 

AC~-4 had proposed that after ABele had completed its present work 
a new Anglican-Roman Catholic Commi~sion should be appointed. 

. . , - , . 
," The': meet'in'e made no substantial discrission bi' this Resolution as 

the previous discussion of Resolut,ion 4 indit;ated th.at the consideration 
of the Report of the present ABere stretched too far into the future to 
make discusl?ioJ) C?f a future c.c;>~,s.~ion realistic. 

RESOLdTIQ~ ' ·9: .. ~ TASKS FACING THE ANGLICAN COMMUNION (ANGLICAN PRIORITIES) 

The A.C',C. had asked Bishop Howe, as its Secretary General, to 
"esta.pl,i.s.h ,,~ prpge,dure w:ber.eqy quring; the next five years more- serious 
stu~y _.aila ·' ;-evj.ew ' .~an be undertakE;n" of AnGlican tasks, mission pr.iori ties, 
and 'similar ine:t;te.:rs. , Bishop 'Howe Jl.sked what :th:"e ~rimates ~ons~s1:.~rr~ ,d w:ere 
~b,e tia5k~ ' and,' prior~ ti~s. 9.l,ld ~hat proce~ur~' 'they woUld' ~sh , ¥.?:)e"'~~: , ~ .~ 
estiblishea. ' He 'drev attention ,to Appendix III attach~d 'to , ~R~~ ~~~~, in 
which the Reverend David Chaplin e'xPressed the need for' a fo:n..un" to ' r 'ev"iew 
~,d recolJI!D.el?-4, periodically on these, ,matters. 

' -" ' " , ' .. 'j " d'l 
, , ' .. ." "<, ,,' " ~' ,/' , ,' , 

. ' . The meeting said a distinctioh . must be made 'between locB.l p;riorities 
ii:;a' pri~ri~iEs which affect'ed the' waole ' Comm~i"on: A major ,requirement was 

. traini-P8:Jpt \oth. '¢letCY ,and },!ii ~y. On . some matters ch~ges ;in ~rior,i~ies 
' must be "a 's 's"e§ked, ' ' '. <" 

- ,e:' , " ',! L' ,. 

Suggestions were made that in the first instance a list of tasks 
and prior.ities should be dravn up by the Mission Co-ordinators. However 
-!l'lbh ~eet:'~PBs::" ?r,"'a: forum, were eXpe~~{ve;: It' was :thought -some s:ubjects 

, ' , ' , " , _ • _ • f "_, " 
-would be 'more easl.ly dealt -wl.th vh'en communl.catl.ons wer~ better, and I , ' 

the possibilities of short-wave radio were indicated. ' 

, .: ", ' .- " ~" rr" ,." ,~, ' , - . . ' , '. ' • 
'~ ' .. Marty thOught that much of the materl.al desl.red was . embe4d,ed l.n the 

PDf 'report:s' ; (and 'WOUld becobte apparent if ali the "" r ,eporls were ,' s,U?:vey~d 
' viih the purpO's'e " :i.n Vie'; of discerning tasks ' and prio:r;'{~:i.es for ·th~ " 
Anglican Communion, The Primates recommended ttiat the Secretary Gene~al 
of' the A.,C.C. established a procedure on those lines -:- at any rate as a 

" .,first s~ep.,, ~/ ,- , " " ' ."' " , , 
, ;':, , "," " , ,;'1' • 

RESOLUTION 1~/2(a)(b), INTER-ANGLICAN .THEOLOGICAL AND · DOCTRINAL COMMISSION , 
" ,_ , , "~,. ., ' " .','., . . ~ : r!. , · . 

.. The Secretary expla~n~d that the general shape f'or the ~omIDisslon, 

C· 

the' size and distrl.buticin ' or membership was determined by the ACe- :R.es.olution, 
and it , ~uld be inaugurated, and its initial subjects decided, by the ACC 
Standing Committee when it met in June 1980. The Primates were asked for 
their views on the more detailed spre~rl of membership, for the :names', o:!, ' 
possible members, and for possible ,additional subjects, for consideratiori h ' ' . , 

by the StandinB Committee, Relevant information had been supplied to the 
Primates" (APPENDIX' C): ' ' ' 

Fol..l.C!wing some gener8.l discussion no al terati'on was made to the 
"Possible a:11:ocation' of membership'!, and ten names of possible members 
were, e;iven, to the Secretary. Also the following additional subjects 
were suhini-l:.,te:d for considerati"6n' by the . Standing' CommittE!:e of the .A.C.C. ,. 

, " , . 
" " 

Thecilo6Y of Power 
: :Inter-:-"!:lation of -witchcraft. 'spirit~ hea;ting, '<:' 

" psychosomatic diseases etc. 
' Islam - inter-faith di8J.oeue, etc,. 

Hope related to the historical future 
M.i nistry as a whole 
H.,..'h .. ,., M; ~C:;I""I'" 

,!, 
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RESOLuTIoN 15: INTER-ANGLICAN DIALOGUE ON WOMEN IN THE PRIESTHOOD 

The Resolution from the A.C. C. read: 

"The Council urges the Primates wben they . meet in. . . ' .. L . 
NB~~fu13i!f(;tb 'aEive18~:;tu'idelin·~~. fbf!?rO~fnt~; ·:tegarding 
sending or recei vine of wo~~Hfl :i#:h~~ t~ ~ilth~r.nfor visits 
or on' the occasi on of a change of residence. II 

', .. 

It ~as aGreed tha~ whereas there was not unanimity among t~e 
:Primates on whether women shouid be ordained to the priesthood, ' there 
eouid and should' b~ response t o "the ' reasonable request for ~deiine~ 
about. visits to another Province by women "constitutionally"ordained to :­
the priesthood in their own Province. 

_', Tb~re w~s emphasis on the ri6ht ,of _ a bishop to issu~ a 4cence 
. to, :anyone he wished. and also on ' the responsibility of a i::iishpp to 
:follow a Provincial ·decision . Archbishop E.W. Scott said that in Can.ada, 
~here by Provincial decision women could be ordained, it was not made 
pinding on any bishop to receive any woman for priestly functions. Also 

.. b.efQre being ordained , women had to e.sree to respect the deci~ions taken 
' j"' .. , .. .. . ' . • . 

lU other dloceses and Provlnces. , . . . .... 

- Archbishop Johnston said there was some feeling that it a woman 
priest was not received in another Province the v-alidity of the bishop 
who ordained her was called in question. . ... ' . :"" - , . .; \ . 

·r. It was': generally felt that the Lambeth Conference and the A.C.C. 
,w.ere right in" not pr~ssirig :fo~ a quick s"oTution for the whoie Angl.ican 
COlPlIluni.on on a ' difficult issue ' which migh;t best be resolved through), ~~me, 
thoUght and understanding. " 

A small sub-committee was appointed to draft a guideli~e on 
~,; recei ving visiting,:: :Wom.en:~ pries.t ,s .c:-: 'Theit .d.raft.;' . a:f'ter f.'urther d~scuss~!=m 
,,- ~ :;.." and"' some mirior" revision, was agreed by., t.he~ me:'eting, \ 1 . ~:~.;:;. !-.: · 

, :.' 
. , , (~i_s '~gr~~ d.~ 9uideline is 
public at "the, P.ress Conference at 

<" , ' AngJ.,~.can :i~forma:ti9n No. 23 which 
.Meet~.ng .) , 

attachee (APPENDIX D) ~ and was made 
the end of the Meeting; . 'and 8is.o ·.iti· 
was published a fev da.y.s ... ~~~.~.; .::~~~~"~:.' 

') ,' 

',1 

.' ... ..... 
' ,., , " .,r-

The ACC Resolution reque~ted the members of the Anglican--Qrthodox 
Joint 09ctrinal Discussions to prepare explanitory material for the 
Anglican Churches" and recommended "that the 'iss'ue he discUssed .by the 
Churche.s . when" tp~ e:,xPi~atory material has b~e~ pr~pared, • .;. "-, . 

." . 

Bishop Runcie said there vas much material then available in the 
Reports and papers of AOJDD, and those could be P.ut into suitable form 
for transmissi on to the Churches. It haa. to be admitted that the Anglican 
ChurcheR did not appear much affected by that mate riB.1 . .. Alternatively 
there could be new materiil in 1982 resulting from a , s"tudy AOJDD would be 
starting in 1980. That would concern the doctrine of the Trinity, and the 
filioque would be dealt vith in that context. 

Although the meeting ",as not eager to 1'Jai t until 1982, there was 
a distinct opinion that no gre~t changes could be expected from the 
existing material. 

-, . : .' :. 
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ITEM 6(b) .RESOLWION 18, . EXTRA-PROVINCIAL DIOCESES " , 

CO , •• • : _ ' ' Tbe" Se~'r~tnrY Geher~ had been asked for a stUdY- 'of the present 
and future of extr,a- Provincial dioceses. ,Bishop HQwe said the intended 
pr,qcedure was thA:t t~o peopl,e should investigate the situation in East 
Asia, and another 'two in Province 9 o.f ECUSA. Those four people, tocether 
with en ACe staff member, would meet before the investiGations, and aB~in 
aft.~~ards ", At their second meeting they would compile : th"e reppr'!; f'or 
ACC- 5: 

That procedure 'W'~ accepted by the Primates I _ I:reeting:~- ,,, 

ITEM 6( c). RESOLUTION 24, PERSONAL EMERGENCIES FUND 

The Secretary said that the ,Fund would be inaugur.ated .bY.~.the_. __ __ . ____ _ _ 
Standinc; Com ttee in June 1980 ~ acco:r::d1ne to the pattern laid dow by . -
Acc-4. He reported that in fact the Fund could receive donationa :'''~,:_" 
~mmedi~tely? and one large gif't bad already been receiv~d. , As ' stated 
in the ACC ' Report (page 60) gifts could be (i) property; or (ii) money 
to: .he ' investe~: and' 'the income:.used by t~e FUnd; .or (iii) ·mbney- .:for_ ' 

" .dli:nnediate . use. - ' 

Bisbop HOYl"e said the Fund was ready to receive any effts. 
'., . 

Gifts should be sent to t-lie A.C.C •• which had a separate _fund ' 
for the purpose' . .. 

It was not ur~ed that there should be s~ecia1 public .appe61s 
.: ,.t:'q.:r:; th.e·' Fund~ : "c 

:: .. -.. ' 

ITEM 6(d).COMMUNICATION IN THE ANGLICAN COOMMUNION 

~j~ .. ': t . The ' need ,rox impr.oVed commun~catic;ms. . in" the Anglican· CommUnion 
W8,5 ' frequep'tly;-: s.tress.ed· during' t'be· meeting. The Primates welcomed the 

: ~ppoibtment ~ tp the ACD. st·aff of l-1r . John Martin as Associate Secretary 
for communication. .. 

i::' ., , - '. 

Mr~ Martin was present, and was invited to address the meeting. 
He said that communication ¥7as about "creating common ' ground" • 

-.~ 

The mission of the church was beine greatly 
communication problems, and cooperation' and UnIfied 

inhibited by 
planning by the 

--~ . 

churches 
neeaed;~~Q be developed. , . ' , '-

He outlined five areas where ];le hoped to be a c_ataJ.ys~~ ror initiative 
over the Dext two years: 

1 .• ' . ~trengtheninB the Secretariat of the A. C. C. as e. clearing house to help 
churches as they faCedcontem~orary issue~ and problems wh~S~ were 
common t~ churches of the Anglican Communion . .J 

2. Widening the Objectives .and circulation of' ANGLICAN }tTFORMATION I the 
docUmentation service of the A.C.C . 

3. P1a-ce,nlen"t{. of ne:w's -items · and ' feature material about ' the wO.rk of the'­
Anglican Communi?n- in, the news media, ' the church press., and -diocesan 
newsletters, working in close cooperation with Provincial Press 
Officers ¥7here they existed. 
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" 4. In cooperation with already established servi~e aeencies, helping 

those churches seeking to take initiative io"'areal;i -broadly: related . .. . . - _. . -" , ., . . 
to communication. 

"\ ~ .. , '.,j-,' .~ ". ~,,~() ' ~ T : . : • ... 

5 . . Testina-·t.he·~ r~asibility of a.system of rapid , communication' by means' 
o't ielex' ~ ! t;o':"link -Provincial><otfi'ces. 

~ ..: :: , ... . : " " .: -'''; '.;; .; .~ :' . " 

. In · tb~~: r6~:c~r' term ' he 'spoke of ·the .possibility 'of eommissioning 
docuinentBry fil.J:D.s'·1md"''t'apelSlide presentations 'of the work of the 
Anglican Communion. He said that with the advent of cheaper air tr.avel 
(particularly ,for young people) in the future there miBht be possibilities 
of progr~s "of 'cult"tir9J. 'exbhangl! as a 'means of developing greater ., . 
consciousness of the worldwide mission of the church. . :. 

, , 

(Agenda 1-9: items ~rising frQm ·the Lambet'"'" 'Confet:ence • . 1918',) 
'" .. - . 

ITEM 7. 

ITEM B. 

". - ~ .-. ... ;-. . 
!, . r '.:~ ' . 

AUTHORITY . 

..~ .• Reso~~tion 11 of the Lambeth Conference requeste'd ' ''the Primates 
r . , ' . " 

t~~~~.ftiate .a .-s~udJr .of the nature of .authority in ·the. Arlgli9e.n. C9mmuni<;m." 

., The Primates' !-1:eeting discussed the subject at some a.ellgth: i ~: and 
decided: : . . .... , ": " . '. 

\ 
1 • . that ~heir ' discussion had opened up the sub'jec;:t , and ha.~ not 

a~proached a point whence' ~onc1usions should be drawn;. 
l,ie' . 

2. 

3. 

~l:¥ltf~~Ctl~. Q,t: the ne~ 
further. and that one 
It was suggested that 
of them; 

:~-' . , 
meeting should be devoted t9 taking the subject 
or two preparatory papers should be wr.itten. 
Professor Stephen Sykes be asked tdVrtte one 

.. " . . " , .. " 
that an accolUlt of the Meeting' s discu~8ion~ ' ionger ' th'tm''' a.:o n·brm~:l'''':·,:.' 
Minute, s.hou},d be attached to the·Minut.es of the .Meeting. ,·such as 

':'. ! 'might; ·pe u~e~ by Primatef;>. ~<?"l' 'loc~ disc~ssions • . (see:. ~~.n~X ~,); 
.,' 

4. that these procedures met the Lambeth Conference ' s request f~~i tb~ 
initiation of a study of the nature of Anglican authority . 

. ' . 
.. : 

PRIMATES' MEE.'rINGS 

'j 8,(0.) Lambeth Conf~rence Resolution 12: Anglican conferences l councils 
. . and meeti r.ss 

, ,.8('P) The shape of future Primates' Meetings 

Note: Items B(a) and B(b) were taken with Item 1. See abOVe . 

8(c) Financing Primates ." Meetin-g£ 

For this item Mr. Michael Same .. ACC Associate Secretary 
for Finance and Administration, was present. 

1. The present meeting. The Primates noted that while the A.C.C. 
undertook secretarial provision :for the meeting (sel'! Acc-4 Resol~tion 
29)~ it was .not responsible for any finances for , the ·meeting • 

.. ," 

'. ' . , 
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ITEM 9 . 

2011 /11 

It vas agreea that no Primate should be excluded ~or financial 
reasons. 

The expenses should be shared amone the Primates present . 

The Meeting cost £16,000; or £665 per Primate present. 

'nle ~locati~n \i:as worke'd out on the following basis: . 
. . iI' -. 

(a) Of the £16,000, each Primate should pay tvice the perceIJ.tage ..:: 
allocated fox his Church in the ACe allocation; BUT 

•• c,' "1..-' ,". f , '"" 

(b) No Primate should pay more than -£.665 (the equal share);. :":-"'-

(c) The deficiency should be made up by dra:wine ono' the interest 
on the surpl-us of money sent by Churches for the 1978 Lambeth 
Conference. ";.:: ' 

It was noted ~hat permission to ~0 ~hat 'Would be required from 
the Churches concerned, and inro~tion collectea by Archbishop 
E.W. Scott ' indicated such permfssion · 'WoUl.d b~ f'orthcominc:. > 

Note: Permission Was' subsequently received in. ' writing, by the 
A.C.C. 

For a statement of th~ fiI),ances, see . AP~E:NDIX F. 
" . , . 

2 • . , ;'nJ.e-: ll.'7)ft . D!-~~~iJlg. No ~!:f~;r}i:te procedur~. ,,!"as agreed~ but pOssible 
,~ ... "W~~._ ¢1" .. i:n.eet.~Jig the exP~n~ ture wer~ ~,Q.~icat .ed, allowing-~ ,f6r a 
. .·'meet:ip,? ' ;P~9b;a~lY ··in th(:.f.~r~~ p.art ci ( 1~.§2 .''' ·· - . "~."!'.' J •• : -." 

, " ,. 

Th.i.s 'subject was replacedby consideration of the date ,fo~ :t~e 

next meet.in£!: eli~ :-t;.h'a:t· is'~~d~~~~~: .. 8.:~" . the ~pd .' of,, ~~ese ltinutes as }tem .rr. 
;:!.1. ,:~ " " 

<, < 

LAMBETH CONFERENCE RESOLUTION 14 , ANGLICAN RELATIONSHIPS AND FULL COMMUNI ON 

i· 9(·a') The commission on the Iberlan Churches 

In 1978 the Lusitanian and 'Spanish Reforeed Episcopal Churches had 
applied to the ·Archbishop of Cante'rbury for full integration into the 
Anglican Communion. In response the Primates committee at the Lambeth 
Conference had agreed that an Anglican Commfssion shoUld be set ~p~ and 
stated its terms of reference. 

c_ " 

.. ,; .. ~ The Commission had been 
its Report to the Archbishop of 
to the Primates at the meeting. 

set up, and 
Canterbury . 

on' 31st 
Copies 

< 

October 1979 hoo,.iubmitted 
of the Report: were-given 

The Chairman of the Commission, the Reverend Professor Henry Chadviek was 
present and presented the Report. He spoke of the history and belief ' of the 
t wo Churches; of the European situation which did not easi l y admit of the 
inClusion of the Iberian Churches into an existing diocese; and a l so of the 
nature of metropolitical authority. At the Commission's final meeting 

, 'r' Bishop Pereira and Bishop Taiba had been present . and they had thought that 
for the Churches to be extra-Provincial dioceses to C~terbury, rather than 
to ArmaGh which previously they had preferred , was understandable and 
acceptable, especially if reference concentrate4 upon . t~e Archbishop of 
Canterbu~ .. y I s relationship to the Anglican Cammunipn ra~her than to the_ 
Church of Eneland. 
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Concerning the op1n~on of the Old Catholic Church , which vas 
specifically asked for in the Terms of Reference , Professor Chadvick 
said enquiry had elicited no adverse reactions . 

The r e commendation of the Commission \o18S' given in tbe final 
paraaraph ( 12) pi the Report , ~hicb read: 

"Accordingly-the cormnission recommends that the request of 
the Lusitanien and Spanish Reformed Episcopal Churches for 
full integration into the Anglican Comm~ion is agreed to, 
and that Metropolitic'a.l Autho.rity shall rest vith the 
Archbishop of' Canterbury -in his capacity as the focus of 
unity .of the Anglican Communion thrQugbout the 'World, and 
as President of both th'e Lambeth Conference and of the 

,. ' Anglican Consultative Council. II 
. , 
In the subsequent discussion the Archbishop o f ,'Canterbury expressed 

his agreement with the Commission I s findine;s and r ecommendations .. 

The gen~r~ agreement of the primates was expressed by Bishop 
Bazley and others . Archbishop Simms of Armagh e~pre55ed his agreement, and 
vas &lad tba~ the ·long ecumenical .collaboration between the Church of 
Ireland and the Iberian Churches could continue w~~hin the Anglican 
Communion, 

Bishop Dehqeni -Tarti hoped that the Anglican coal and norm would 
be the idea that in anyone place there would be one Church and one Bishop. 
He recognised that the current situation in Europe did not make that i 
immediately possible. ~ishop Allin hoped that in a catholic communion 
those churches .... ould grov, and in·· due course become an autonomous Province 
of SpaiD and Portugal . Reference vas also made to measures of ·s imilarity 
to the Philippines. t o some African situati ons ', and to armed forces when 
overseas. 

The Meetine recognised that the Iberian application for full 
. integration in the Anglican Communion had no exact precedent. and 
procedure was discussed. Bishop Haggart saia th~ ..:Primates ' ,Meeting 
must be careful. not to over-ride synodical .authori ty. He agreed with 
the Secretary that for some matte~s which conce rned the Anglican Communion 
as a whole the only relevant authority was the Primates of the Communion, 
particularly ror decidiqs, as bad recently beeD done, ~hicb Churches were 
membe r s of t!"'.~_ Anglican Comtluoion. The A.!chbishop of Cont·erbury then nsked 
the P,riue.te. "! ' i1r!ctinC for th·eir decisic.!). "':!l ~hether the ~~co~endations of 
the Con:U. !:' ':.on be accepted . The Prizc.t~ ~ ·voted . unnni.c.ously t'Qr acceptance. 

It was agreed tbat the Archbishop of Canterb.ury s hould' \Ir~ t ,e to 
Bishop Pereira and Bishop Taibo. sending them the Commission,t"s I ~eport' , 
telling them of the Primates' vote, and asking if their ChurcfiEfs--~v'e : formal 
acceptance , If the Churches agreed. it · was thought a liturgical i·oc·casion 
should be devised to effect the l .~l inteBration. 

Professor Chadwick ~as warmly thanked for the help that he, and 
the Commissi.on; had given~ 

9('b) Churches ~n Full Communion and the Wider Episcopal Fellowsb.ip 
... . 

The Secretary report~d th~t the subject VAS related to Acc-4, 
Resolution 1, which read: . 

tiThe Council request.s the Secretary General to commission ·s 
t.heological stud.,y on t he implication of full communion' , .. -------
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, , :: . '.'- " " 
petween the Ghurches of the AnBli~an Communion ~d the other 
episcopal " (;hurdles, in con::iul tation with those Churches, 
takinc; into account. the report of the Iberian Churches 
Commission) and to brine this study to the attention or Ace-5." 

. ! He. reported that the intended. proce.J.ure was that a 'warkinr; paper 1 

which' was an able st;udy of' flil:' commun·ion should be written. That would 
then .be submitted to, Churches with which Anelican Chw-ches are in full 
_communion, and to some Anl31ic;J.n theologians. an'd to some theologians of 
other .churches. Their re r.;ponses, tor;ethei with the o:riginal 'W'orkinl3 
paper, would then be studied by a small, internatio~~ committee which 
would write the report for ACC-5. 

The Meetine c.pproved o f tr..st procedure, and urged very strongly 
that Professor- .Henry Cha.dwick ;;hould be pressed to vrite ~he worki.ne 
paper. 

'9(c) A meetinG about the AnF~ican witness 1n Europe! held on 1~th July 1979 . 

A. report ~f" the me;eting was given 'to the . Prime.te~ . f!=)l-: information. 
The .meetioe had ' been held at the ACC offices in London. .j'he /U"chbishop of 
Canterbury ' end Bishop John Allin were amonc; tbose par1;icip.atigg t'.'also 
Bishop Howe and Profes30r Chadwick "'ho spoke about the meet'fng and 

~ .. ~ ::4if"fic~ties in the Anglican struc~ures in Europe. ~he; I!'eeting had 
·. ~ ~"·f ' .' .. pe~n .... ~?l.!f. to resolve some .. qf those dif"ficulties .and Il!isapprehens~ons. 

' r ' }" 

ITEM 9A LAMBETH CONFERENCE RESOLUTION 5: HAR AND VIOLENCE 
. j': . . . , . "' . 

This item was added .to 'the Agenda at ·.the request of t.he . 
Archbishop.' of Canier.bllyY who had been ' visited· by a 4eZe­
gation trom the United Nations~ led by ~ofessor John 

. ,,"" :i ·· .• :. Ferguson. . ~ .. 

/: .: " . 

The Primates shared their thO\lghts and exper1ence, and were aware 
that utterances by Church bodies had little effect , and tended to take 
inadequate account of the situations with which people and governments 
were .iaced. Experience was that the Churches had to "Work together on the 
J.ssue for any outcome to be sicnifi cant .. 

ArchbishOp Loane sUGgested that the Theol oGY" of Vi~len~~ ; might 
be ~scussed .by the new Doc"trj_ne~ Commission. 

. Archbishop E. W, Scott said that the enormous tr~de ~n :~rmaments 
was a major economic and employment ructor in most countries, and it 
was unreal to ianore that. But ah:o there was a deep con~e:rn ~ong 
scientists about th'~ industricG.. military pattern . 

.. ' ~,- " Bishop R)JI1~ie se.id the' Churches would have .most e:ffect by 
choosing a. p~~icula'r m0\llent and inCident, as 'When one country 
(particularly one's own) was about to sell arms to another ~ : vernment 
for a particular military purpose. -".Iso he drew attention to the 
Conference in t·10SCQ'.oI in 1976 which was largely ienored in the west. 
He was pleased to learn from Bishop HagCart that a Scottish member 
was on the executive of the Christian Peace Conference , -- _ .. - .. -

.. Broadly s. distinction could be made between industrial nations 
,which w~~'e", -abl~ -to manafact~re arms, and n~n-industrial nations which 
must buy arms. Bishop Ba2!ey said it wus not convincing- t? t -el.l one's 
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nation not to buy arms when a neiehbourinc country ",as building up its 
military streneth. Bishop Howe asked how it appeared to the Third World 
if the Churches in t~e industrial nations were opposing the sale of arms. 
The result would seem to be that military power was kept to the industrial 
countries. 

Archbishop Kahuranancs said the whole problem was full of 
difficulties. Situations ar ose, not only in the Third Horld, where to 
be weak militarily was to eive free rein to agressive, and frequently 
iniquitous, powers. An example was Tanzania and the recent regime in 
Uganda, another was the Nazi attempt at European dominance that was 
curbed by the second '.rorld war. Today the power of the Eastern bloc had 
to be considered. There were times when people were forced to use power 
in order to achieve some eood and that they wculd not achieve without 
using that power. 

(Item 10 arose from the Primates Committee of the Lambeth Conference 1978) 

ITEM 10 

ITEM 11 

ITEM 12 

GUIDELINES FOR THE ANGLICAN CO~IDNION 

When the Primates met at the Primates "Committee" of the Lambeth 
Conference 1978 they acreed Iithat broad ceneral c;uidelines on some aspects 
of Anglican policy were desirable and might be deve loped. These could bave 
no central authority, but would be for advice and to facilitate 
coordiI).ation. 1I (Iunutes Item 7). 

The Meeting at Ely considered how the matter should be proceeded 
with. The Secretary suggested that a 'person might be appointed to prepare 
a draft for the next Prin:.ates' },1eeting on one or two subjects they 
decided on . 

In an appendix to the Agenda he had instanced liThe f ormation of 
dioceses and Provinces" as an ur~ent matter for the Ahe1ican ComnllUlion, 
andll~he limits of decisions about Christian Marriage,lI . . 

An informati veand explC'ratory discussion took place on the first of 
these subjects, indicating a variety of things such a guideline might 
include. . ,"" 

It was then decided that the subject of c;uid'elines, an'd particularly 
one" on dioceses and Provinces, should be one of the " topics fo·r discussion 
next time, and that the discussion should be preceded by one or two 
prepara~ory papers . 

(As noted elsewhere in the minutes - see ' item 17 - the meeting 
developed the clear cpinion that there should be preferably not more than 
two maip: "subject"s for the next Primates I Meetine.) ' 

PARTNERS IN MISSION , 
".'" " 

The theology and theory of Partners in Mission was not under 
discussion. The meeting discussed some points that' had: arisen in the 
course of consultations, with particular referenc"e to the B'oat People in 
lion'g Kong and: other parts of East Asia. 

THE NAMES OF ANGLICAN CHURCHES IN CHINA AND JAPAN 

The t4eetinc; aGreed ..... ith Bishop Nakamichi that in the list of 
Churches of the Anc;lican Communion the name of the Japanese Church had 
been wrongly stated. It should oe, "in Enc;lish, liThe Holy Catholic Church 
in Japan ll

• 
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REPLACEMENT OF t·lEt-IBERS OF THE ANGLICAN-ORTHODOX JOINT DOCTRINAL DISCUSSIONS 
::" -... ;, ~-. -" ".. _ .. - ",.. . .. .. 

Appointments to international AnGlican Commissions were made 
by the President of the A.C.C. (the Archbishop of CanterbUry) :end the 
Secretary ·.General, in. consultation \Tith, the. Primates of the AnGlican 
CommUniqn: (ACC-2, ' pace ' 9). . 

The Primates advised that the total Anclican membership of 
AOJDD sbould be twenty. 

Bishop Runcie explained that on appointment as Archbishop of 
Canterbury he was resiGllinl3 as Anglican Chairman of AOJDD. There were 
tvo vacancies on the Anelican team, and also a new Chairman needed t9 be 
nc~aated. The Primates toeether with Bishop "Runcie sugBested various 
poss~ble apppintmen.ts. Further a.ction rested with the Archbishop of 
Can ter)mry m:Isi Bi shpp Howe. 

MEMBERSHIP OF THE ANGLICAN-BEFORt·lED CHURCHES Cot.ft.lISSION 

The Secretary said that the mind of the Archbishop of Canterbury 
and himself was ' that the same Anglican membership of seven ,,,hich had 
participated in the preliminary TheoloBical Consultation with members 
df th.e Horld Alliance of ~eformed , Churches should be appointed . 

The Primates wert:; , in.--:full agreement ~ The Archbishop 
, Can~erb,ury and Bishop Ho .... e said they would make the invitations 
accordinEly· 

of 

(Item 15: Subjects introduced by the Primates, and other addi tional s ubjects) 

ITEM 1 ~ a) .BREAXA\iAY CHURCHES 

, '. , , 

' ,': .' 

"Archbishop Arden said one of the bishops in his Province .... anted 
to pa~icipate in the consecration of a bishop for one of the American 

' :;:: '·tfrea.k.ari.y GhWches. He had three questions to ask . 
~. - ','! 

-, ., .. ' " - Firs't, what tias toe relationship between the Anglican COmInWlion 
and the Anglican Church of North America .' Bishop Howe said that the list 
of member Church~s of the Anglican Communion, authorised by the Primates, 
was' published in Match 1979 in ANGLICAn INFORMATION No. 2 1 . The only 
member Church in the U.S.A. is the ' Episcopal Church. 

,:" .,' Seco~d, was it possible ' to be in full communion with two 
CHUrches in ·,the --same area. The Pri'niates eaid it was, and gave instances , 
for example in·· , the ~ Philippines; :but it could never be more than ' a 
transient sol.ution to the divisions in the Church: Bishop Allin asked if 
i~ were possible if the Chur~hes were not in Communion vith each other. 
It was pointed out ·that the ~ropos~d Anglican status of the Iberian 
Churches as extra-provincial dioceses, and not part of the proposed 
Diocese in Europe . depended on the cood relationship between the Churches. 
Howe~er. it;'w·a.s ' tliouBht 'possible for a Church to be in communion with 
tlib - 'Chi.irche~ which ' were ' no~ ' in' communion with each other. ' 

Third, what advice would the Primates give about an Anglican 
bishop tBk;ng part in a consecration in the AnGlican Church of North 
America'. Three points were made: that a bishop can consecrate in 
another Province only with the approval of his own' Province; that 
courtesy at the least requires that approval is nained of the' Anglican 
Primate of the area being visited; and that any 'bishop '·intending.', 
participation in such a consecration shall be rebUked iri the ' nam'e of 
theoloe;}'. 

--
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ITEM' 15(b) - ROr.tAN ''cA'l'HOLTC SYNOD OF BISHOP'S: -- nRAPrOl;"THE ROLE OF THE CHRISTIAN 

. FAMILY- iN THE f4)RDERN HURLDIt 

:. Co 

. The' Secretary reported that the Vatican Secretariat for Promoting 
Christian Unity had kindly invited observations on this draft from the 
AnGlican Communion. Unfortunately because it Yas sent late there was 

'not" time fer any wide circulation , and the '-Bishop SU[mested one scholar 
should be asked to respond. The meetine. agreed, and recommended that 
Pl"of".:!ssor G.B. Dunstan be a!:;ked. 

ITEt' 15(c) APPOINTMENT FOR DR . HARRY SMYTHE 

The Secretary told the meetine that Dr .' Smythe l-(Quld be res~gl1lnl! 
as Director of the Anglican Centre in Rome in November 1980. He asked 
for any suggestions from the Primates about a future appointment . There 
was discussion of the possibilities. 

ITEl-l 15(d) APPOINTMENT OF A llEW DIRECTOR FOH THE ANGLICAN CENTRE IN ROME 

The Secretary informed the mee~inB that wi despread inquiry for 
nominations had produced an impressive list of names. The Council for 
the Centre had red.uced that to thre,e, and they would be interviewed in 
Rome at the end of February by Archbishop D.· Somerville of New Hestminster, 
Canada ~ Mr. Merrill Blevins, an American ' of St. "P.aul ' s Church, Rome" and 
by himself as Chairman of the Council for the Centre. 

ITEM 15 (e) ENTHRONEMENT OF THE ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY _.- _. 

Bishop Runcie expressed his gratitude fo~r the messages Primates _had" 
sent him, and said be looked on tbem as his fl,lt,ure par tners. 

'" 
The enthronement would be on Tuesday 25th March , 1980 . Arrangements 

were beine made for Primates as well as eCUEenical visitors to stay at the 
University of Kent at Canterbury. He hoped tha~ at a dinner there Anclican 
Primates would act as his ,co-basts. 

A proposal that Primates should hold a vigil of prayer on the day 
before the enthronement was welcomed by Bishop Runcie . 

He said that the enthronement i tself w~s b~inG planned to make it 
clear to those in the cathedral , a."1d those wa1;.c~ing ,on _ :~elevision . thEt the 
Archbishop of Canterbury was a Frimate aroone th~, Pri_ma~.lls -ot; the whole 
Ane;lican Communion. .... . , ,. , . : . 

The Heetine;. responding to Bishop Runde" decided .that if possible , 
!) ~ all the Primates should participate in the enthronement_ 

The Secretary said it was the Dean o,f Cante.r"b,ury's wish that the 
Primates ·sh.QQld .... ear copes and mitres, but those who in conscience .... ould 
prefer not to do so need enVlsage no -difficulty abou.t having their wishes 
met . ~. ' ... -.. '(" 

.. ') '.' . ' : . . 
Concerning finance, it was . acreed that each Primate should pay 

the same amount he had paid towards' . the 'Elxpenses of the meeting then 
taking pl ace . The deficit .... ould be met as , far as possible by donations 
from the Missionary Societies. Thereafter . some suitable source must be 
found. h ·was aGreed that the A.C .. C. woy.ld serve as the co-or dinating 
body. 
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ITEM 15(r) THE PURPOSE OF THE ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY ' S TOURS AND viSITS 

The Archbishop of Canterbury said it would--15e' :belpful to Bisbop 
Runcie to ~ear from the Primates wbat they wo~~ wish an Archbishop of 
Ganter:bury to do when visitinc .their Provinces ', ' 

" . 
. ~ ... '. - '. ." ," 

He s:sid .t hat for him the· jour-neys had ' proved most informative for 
his continuing work. He haC. t:r:i~d to ·b~ an "adhesive force in the Communion, 
and he humbl..v hoped be had been sOIT,eb.mes a source of spiritual gifts. 

He asked if it w~s de~:_l'able that he should be a semi-state 
visitor associitea'-w:i.th "t:lfe -State President ;" ' yhether it 'was betterJ-to--­

,operate. from th.e. Br~ti5h Embassy~ whethe!' it was best to stay with the 
~ .. , "local -bishop. And should he - concentrate on -[7eat citie~ or eo into the 

; binterland. 

" 

The Pri.Jp.ates expressed ' appr~ci.~ti<?n of Archbishop COj;man ' s visits. 
All ·aereed that t!1~ requirp.ment.of Provinces differed . ' In the main visits 
to the hinterland were widely appreciated and attracted interest. In 
Ireland his presence in the d~gE;ro·us. places had a tremendous effect. In 
Africa particularly the Archbishop was more 'accessible to the people if he 
stayed with: the. lo~al bishop . . Some Primat~s said t~~x where he stayed was 
controlled by la!' . .. '.l'here was -so,me .. a.pp'rqv.~ of the taea that sometimes the 
Archbishop of.panterbury sho.uld function 'a .s . a teache~"'of the> faith , which 
Archbishop Co~an 'Wel;comed. . 

• "" > 
Bishop 

useful to him. 
Runcie ey.pres~~d his' Gratitude' for a discuss"ion that was 

, ..... ' ._,'---". " ' , 1 

ITEM 15l B) ACCFTIlANCES 

Mr. Sams, Treasurer of the A.t.c., infofmed' the Meeting that 
severa! Churches, includinG three major contributors, had informed him 
that they would bE:- unaple to ma!te their full contrib~tio.n~ :1'9r the ACC 
budget for 198Q. This --would re-suit in a .'·short fall in ··":tlie:··AC-G in~ome 
for: next ye.a r . 

. ~'. i. 

, ' • ! •. -.: '-

"COVElIAlITING .FOR "UNION " 
,'.' 

" Arc~bishOP Johnston ia~C:i' ~he . New Zealand E:ropo~B:l~ ~1?out Covenanting 
.. ' , -:. for Union had been referfed to t:h:e . p...C.C . for .its 6p~nior(~ : ~d that had been 

g~ven, after ca~eful examination, in ACO-4 RepOrt, pages ' 1~12. He had 
since been asked it: Ne· ... Zealand to seek the opinion of the P~imates' Meeting. 
He accepted that the Primates could not give - the proposals the time that 

,,.-,. ' .. ~:tll,~ .J\ .. 9·.C. had done, an4.that in any case the most the Primates could do 
-:: \I~S, tq refer the r.tatter .back . to -the A.C.C . 

The Archbishop reported that a: bishop 1n Ne .... Zealand was ordaining 
to t.he diaconate and priesthood a man then living in New- Zealand ""ho '\las 
already a priest of the ChUl'ch of Sout~ India. ~he ArChbishop aareed with 
the firm opinion of the PrimatE'S that:-- as : the Church' of" ' Soutb India '\las in 
full communion \-7ith the Al1glican Provinces ~nd its ministry recol7lised~ 
.the man ..... as as much a priest as a,ny: .'tng1icari priest an.d .to ordain him \las 
cut of or.der. and theologically impossible. Archbishc;>p E . tf. Scott said it 
was an important matter of principle ~~d concerned - the ' ~hole Anelican 
Communion. 
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ITEM' 15(b) - ROr.tAN ''cA'l'HOLTC SYNOD OF BISHOP'S: -- nRAPrOl;"THE ROLE OF THE CHRISTIAN 

. FAMILY- iN THE f4)RDERN HURLDIt 

:. Co 

. The' Secretary reported that the Vatican Secretariat for Promoting 
Christian Unity had kindly invited observations on this draft from the 
AnGlican Communion. Unfortunately because it Yas sent late there was 

'not" time fer any wide circulation , and the '-Bishop SU[mested one scholar 
should be asked to respond. The meetine. agreed, and recommended that 
Pl"of".:!ssor G.B. Dunstan be a!:;ked. 

ITEt' 15(c) APPOINTMENT FOR DR . HARRY SMYTHE 

The Secretary told the meetine that Dr .' Smythe l-(Quld be res~gl1lnl! 
as Director of the Anglican Centre in Rome in November 1980. He asked 
for any suggestions from the Primates about a future appointment . There 
was discussion of the possibilities. 

ITEl-l 15(d) APPOINTMENT OF A llEW DIRECTOR FOH THE ANGLICAN CENTRE IN ROME 

The Secretary informed the mee~inB that wi despread inquiry for 
nominations had produced an impressive list of names. The Council for 
the Centre had red.uced that to thre,e, and they would be interviewed in 
Rome at the end of February by Archbishop D.· Somerville of New Hestminster, 
Canada ~ Mr. Merrill Blevins, an American ' of St. "P.aul ' s Church, Rome" and 
by himself as Chairman of the Council for the Centre. 

ITEM 15 (e) ENTHRONEMENT OF THE ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY _.- _. 

Bishop Runcie expressed his gratitude fo~r the messages Primates _had" 
sent him, and said be looked on tbem as his fl,lt,ure par tners. 

'" 
The enthronement would be on Tuesday 25th March , 1980 . Arrangements 

were beine made for Primates as well as eCUEenical visitors to stay at the 
University of Kent at Canterbury. He hoped tha~ at a dinner there Anclican 
Primates would act as his ,co-basts. 

A proposal that Primates should hold a vigil of prayer on the day 
before the enthronement was welcomed by Bishop Runcie . 

He said that the enthronement i tself w~s b~inG planned to make it 
clear to those in the cathedral , a."1d those wa1;.c~ing ,on _ :~elevision . thEt the 
Archbishop of Canterbury was a Frimate aroone th~, Pri_ma~.lls -ot; the whole 
Ane;lican Communion. .... . , ,. , . : . 

The Heetine;. responding to Bishop Runde" decided .that if possible , 
!) ~ all the Primates should participate in the enthronement_ 

The Secretary said it was the Dean o,f Cante.r"b,ury's wish that the 
Primates ·sh.QQld .... ear copes and mitres, but those who in conscience .... ould 
prefer not to do so need enVlsage no -difficulty abou.t having their wishes 
met . ~. ' ... -.. '(" 

.. ') '.' . ' : . . 
Concerning finance, it was . acreed that each Primate should pay 

the same amount he had paid towards' . the 'Elxpenses of the meeting then 
taking pl ace . The deficit .... ould be met as , far as possible by donations 
from the Missionary Societies. Thereafter . some suitable source must be 
found. h ·was aGreed that the A.C .. C. woy.ld serve as the co-or dinating 
body. 
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NEXT MEEHNG 

Agenda B(d) is included here. See also item B(cJii above. 

There was unanimous aGreement that the meetinc had been most 
useful. There had been openness and freedom of expression such as 
gave great value to both £ormal and informal discussion, reflection 
and interchange. That ~as also of particular importance for Primates 
in a vorld-vide family. 

The Primates were agreed that there must be another meeting. The 
elements of interchanee and reflection should be developed. It vas hoped 
the agenda might have only two main subjects, and for those preparatory 
papers should be written. The two subjects for which future consultation 
was most emphasised durine; the meetinG were tlAuthority in the Anglican 
CommWlion" and "Guidelines for the Anglican Communion". 

Having in mind finance, and the fact that the Primates would be 
coming to England for the enthronement of the Archbishop of Canterbury 
in t4arch 1980, it was thought the next meeting mil3ht be in the earlier 
part of 1982. The exact date and place were to be decided later through 
the A.C.C. 

The meetinG closed on Friday 30th November with prayers and the 
blessing given by the Archbishop of Canterbury . 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Notes. 

1. During the meeting the Chair was taken by the Archbishop of 
Canterbury, and on occasions by the senior Primates, Archbishop 
M.N . C. O. Scott and Archbishop G.O. Simms. 

2. The daily Offices and Eucharist were taken by the Primates at Bishop 
Woodford House or Ely Cathedral, except on the Friday when the Bishop 
or Ely celebrated at the Cathedral. 

3. A farewell presentation from the Primates was made to Archbishop 
Coggan in esteem and affection to himself and Mrs. Coggan. 

4. During th~ ~eek informal talks were g1ven about: 

Iran (Bishop Hassan Dehqani-Tafti) 
Burma (Archbishop Gregory Hla Gyaw) 
Uganda (Archbishop Sil vanus \oTani) 
China (Bishop Gilbert Baker) 
Zaire (Bishop Bezaleri Ndahura) 
RefuGees in the Sudan (Archbishop Elinana Ngalamu) 

5. The meeting expressed its gratitude and warm appreciation to the 
Harden of Bishop Hoodford House. Miss Shailes. and her stafr. 

* * * * * ~ * ~ * * * * * * * 

......... ... ........ ... ...... . 
Chairman 
Archbishop of Canterbury 

. .... .................. . 
Secretary 
Secretary Gener al. 

" 
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