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mn w'hir‘-h we are at one, we l'C#i)CC.“‘llll}’
submit the following resolution:
HEREAS, There i

tian people a growing
ment of Our Lord’s prayer that all His disci
be one; that the world may believe that God has sen
“Il['n:
ResorLvep, The House of Bishops concurring, That
a Joint Commission be appointed to bring about a
F,'nnt'r'n"_-nr:u for the consideration of questions touch-
ing Faith and Order, and that all Christian Com-

¢ Our

to-day among all Chris-

desire for

munions throughout the world which cont
Lord Jesus Curist as God and Saviour be asked
to unite with us in arranging for and conduéting such
a Conference, The Commission shall consist of seven
n].:'l""r“_: appointed by the Chairman of the Hou
of Bishops, and even Presbyters and seven Laymen,
a.])lmi.'"'-'li by the President of the House of Depu
ties, and shall have power to add to its number and to
fill any wext General

Conven

-

racancies oceurring betore the 1

n:
i. LATHROP

st CHARL
BOYD VINCENT WILLIAM M. CLARK
THOMAS F. GAILOR B. TALROT ROG!
WILLIAM LAWRENCE ROBERT H. GARDINER
CHAR 5 GEORGE WHARTON PEPPER
REGINALD H. WELLER BURTON M? E
CHARLES H. BRENT EPWARD P. BAILEY
WILLIAM T, MANNING FRANCIS L. STETSON
H. D, W. ENGLISH
W. A. ROBINSON

Foint Committee

On Oétober 19, 1910 the above rcs'-f)!n'tion wa
adopted ananimously bY }’_"‘-!‘ f!"—' House of
Bishops and the Hc)us.c of L‘lcrtr:;il :1!‘--3I I'ﬁ‘)"
Deputies. The following Joint Commission

inted :

has been appot

Q)
Do

y repre
DML,
‘eoation
thodoy,
eran,

ic,




ad-

the
Is.

orky

la,

J. Pierpont Morgan,

23 Wall Street, New York, N. Y.
George Wharton Pepper,

Land Title and Trust Building, Philadelphia, Pa.
Samuel Mather,

Western Reserve Building, Cleveland, Ohio.
F rancis L. Stetson,

15 Broad Street, New York, N.Y.
Edward P. Bailey,

2400 South Park Avenue, Chicago, Illinois.
Robert H. Gardiner,

Gardiner, Maine.

George Zabriskie,
Gramercy Park, New York, N. Y.

The Commission has organized by the choice of the
Jollowing :
President
Rt. Rev. CHarLEs P, ANDERSON, D.D,

Treasurer
GEORGE ZABRISKIE.

Secretary
RoperT H. GARDINER.

Committee on Plan and Scope

Rev. WiLLiam T, Manwine, D.D., Chairman.

Rt. Rev. Cuarvres P. ANperson, D.D.
Rt. Rev. Davip H. Greer, D.D.

Rt. Rev. F. J. Kinsman, D.D.

Rev. P. M. RuiNELANDER.

Rev. Francis J. HaLL, D.D.
Francis L. STeTSON.

GEORGE ZABRISKIE.

Rosert H, GaRDINER, Secretary.
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the said Committee to report their aftions at the sub-

he rcpf-r' sequent meetings of the Commission.
6, Rl—;SUL‘.-’E[J, That the following arrangements
'Cnﬂsn: be :!dn‘)i}[t‘d for is
were %
Chur®

ing publications :
:] . . . ‘ v

@. Publications shall be of two kinds, official and
unofheial,

b. A note substantially as follows shall be printed )

. ¢
m each unofficial publication : “This document is
deemed worthy of publication by the Commission of
tim‘l.‘:i ‘_h‘f Protestant Episcopal thua{-h on a World Con-
tions’ ference on Faith and Order, which, however, does not
jasel hold itself responsible for any statement or opinion
e wol therein expressed,”
¢. Noofhicial publication shall be issued exceptby the
dertaé Authority of the Commission, or of the Committee on
i }’1:11: and Scope, nor shall any official publication be
1ssued which will have the effect of answering before-
hand any question which is to be considered by the
proposed World Conference.,
d. A Committee on Literature consisting of three
members shall be appointed by the President of the
C‘H]lmi\\i:_m, and no document shall be P“Mi‘h“{
s of ! until after it shall have been examined and approved
cestal’ {“”' I’“lfli‘fﬂfiﬂll by a majority of the members of the
‘ing Committee on Literature. :
.y N” document shall be issued without the author- ¥
o ak 'Y of the Commission or of the Committee on Plan 0
o df ;Im! Scope, re
nd pf J.oAll Ppublications shall be issued under the super- ¥l
Jertal Vision of the Secretary of the Commission. ) i
it 7 Rl-.‘sm,w-;n, T'hat the President and S‘_-(:rcr.'ll')\'(‘f "
this Commission be hereby authorized and instructed fi

Jan 3“’ a3 soon as praéticable to send, with their {>fii('i:I1] sig- :
ittt natures appended, a formal letter to the J\I'(‘.hhm}mp‘;
| to &% fmri Metropolitans of the Anglican Communion, stat-
pmint ing the purpose for which this Commission has been

nissio [ g ]
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FOR THE CONSIDERATION OF QUESTIONS
TOUCHING FAITH AND ORDER
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THE OBJECT AND METHOD OF CONFERENCE
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Ut omnes unum sint, sicut tu Pater in me, et ego in te, ut et
ipsi in nobis unum sint, ut credat mundus, quia tu me misisti.

That they all may be one ; as thou, Father, art in me, and I in

thee, that they also may be one in us; that the world may believe
that thow hast sent me.
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Faith and Order
P' ¢ N 0

Continuation of text on page 1l:

. The reports of the three sub-sections were approved
Vith the understanding that they should be regarded as
fuidelines for the staff in working out the details of
the programme. It was assumed that adaptations and
thanges might be necessary as preparations would
Proceed, In particular it was recognized that the
Qumber of sections might need to be reduced. Several
Sugpested other headings for the sections, in
Particular it was pointed out that the place of
haHdicapped people in church and society might be a
Promising topic for investigation.

There was some discussion on the use of the study
Yeports. The Working Committee agreed that only the
final reports of the studies should be sent to all
members of the Commission and eventually be discussed
by one of the committees. The reports of the regional
8roups which contributed to the various studies, e.g.
the various reports on the Authoxity of the Bible,
should be duplicated and made available only upon
request in the languages in which those reports have

been written.

- i

Continuel rencuvell
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To achieve this purpose the influential St. Petersberg Old Ritualist,
Sergei Gromov sought a qualified man and found him in Peter Vyeli-
kodvorski. This man, distinguished by perseverance, was to become
famous in the world of the Old Ritualists as the monk Pavel Byelokrinitski
(1808-1854).

In 1835 it was proposed that Pavel should go in search of an ‘Ancient
Orthodox’ bishop. In 1836 Pavel, together with a friend, the monk
Gerontii of the Syerkovski monastery in Bessarabia, made his way to
the frontiers of Persia. But at Kutaisi the two monks were arrested by
the police and sent back home under escort. This first failure in no way
affected the enthusiasm of Pavel and Gerontii for their cause.

In the early spring of 1839 they once again set off to travel abroad. They
crossed the Austrian frontier into Bukovina and halted in the principal
Old Ritualist settlement, Byelaya Krinitsa, where they stayed in the small
monastery attached to it. The Austrian Old Ritualists had received
from the Emperor Joseph II as early as 1783 a ‘privilege’ according to
which they enjoyed full religious liberty, including the right to their own
clergy. Once he had heard this, Pavel realized that on this basis the Old
Ritualists would be able to petition the Austrian Government for per-
mission to have a bishop too. Thus the place of residence for a future
Old Ritualist Archbishop had been found.

Having swung the Old Ritualists round to this view, Pavel and Gerontii
began their approaches to the Austrian government ; these cost them
much time and energy but in the end success was achieved. On the 6th
of September, 1844, the Emperor Ferdinand signed a decree, granting
the Old Ritualists permission to bring back from abroad (providing
that it was not from Russia), a bishop of their own to ordain whatsoever
clergy they needed and to reside in the monastery of Byelaya Krinitsa.
Thereupon Pavel, leaving Gerontii at the monastery to prepare the
episcopal see, set off with the monk Alimpii in search of an ‘Ancient
Orthodox’ bishop. After they had searched the Slavonic lands (Dalmatia,
Slavonia, Montenegro and Serbia), in vain, Pavel and Alimpii set off
towards the east in 1845. Their journey lay through Moldavia, and while
they were at Yassi, the local Old Ritualists recommended to them a retired
archbishop living there, Metropolitan Veniamin. He was approached
but to no avail.

Pavel and Alimpii journeyed through Palestine, Syria and Egypt;
nowhere did they find an ‘Ancient Orthodox” bishop. Indeed Pavel had
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had small hopes of this; his reason for travelling there was twofold :
(1) so as to be able to give a conclusively negative answer to those Old
Ritualists who believed in the existence of ‘Ancient Orthodox’ bishops :
(ii) so as to observe for himself what form of baptism was employed by
the Christians of those regions, baptism by triple immersion or by
infusion, because the whole question of the Old Ritualists’ ability to
accept a bishop was bound up with the form of baptism.

It was Constantinople that Pavel had in view because many bishops
lived there who had been deprived of sees. Already on his first visit
to Constantinople, when on his way to Syria, Pavel had established
relations with certain Polish emigrants who advised him to have recourse
to these bishops, deprived of their dioceses at the whim of the Turkish
authorities, and they promised to make all necessary inquiries before
he returned from his journey. And indeed, when he got back to Con-
stantinople, they had two bishops of whom to tell him. One of them
(called by some sources Kirillos, Cyril), could not be persuaded to come
over to the Old Ritualists ; the other was Metropolitan Ambrosios of
Sarayev in Bosnia (1791-1863).

In 1835 Ambrosios had been raised by the Patriarch to the rank of
Metropolitan and nominated to the see of Sarayev in Bosnia. Metro-
politan Ambrosios was the best of the Greek bishops appointed to Bosnia ;
he was kind, uninterested in personal gain, concerned for his oppressed
flock. These traits brought him into conflict with the Turkish authorities.
On their instigation he was recalled to Constantinople in 1841 to be
added to the number of bishops living there without a see, eking out a
wretched life and subject to every kind of humiliation and privation.
The position of Metropolitan Ambrosios was all the more painful, in
that he had a married son who lived with him in permanent unemploy-
ment.

A Serb named Ognianovich, who knew both Russian and Greek, acted
as an intermediary and through him Pavel entered into negotiations
with Metropolitan Ambrosios. Both in conversation and in carefully
framed writings, Pavel presented the beliefs of Old Ritualists in such a
light that going over to them did not appear to Ambrosios a betrayal of
Orthodoxy. The Metropolitan was concerned that he might be guilty of
such betrayal, but, in fact, given the nature of the case, this did not
occur since the Popovtsi Old Ritualists preserved the Orthodox faith
whole and entire. After certain hesitations Metropolitan Ambrosios
gave his consent to join the Old Ritualists. On the 15/16th April 1846
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pc?sition in the Church’s common life, and take their origin from whﬂ'
said and done by Jesus during His life on earth. Sacramental tthm':j
practice, therefore, are rightly founded upon the record of the New

ment” 1. “The Sacraments are Christ’s gifts to His Church” 2.

2. Baptism, Participation in the Death and Resurrection of Christ

“The book ‘One Lotd, One Baptism’ has clearly shown how wide |
agreement amongst the churches with regard to baptism ®. There, artc]
is focused upon the baptism with which Jesus himself was baptized (Mar
38). This began with his acceptance of solidarity with sinners in his ba]
in the Jordan and continued as he followed the path of the Suffering S¢
through passion, death and resurrection. The Spirit that came upoft
comes also on the Church and unites his people with him in death and !
rection, in and through the baptismal action. Participation in Christ !
central meaning of baptism” 4. ““T'he Church gladly confesses the 1'_I”1)t ;
as the Lord and giver of life. .. In giving this life the Holy Spirit brings -
men through repentance and baptism into the universal fellowship ©
forgiven™ 8,

3. BaPt:':m, G‘{f/ of the j}'}iril and Incorpor ation into the Church
with water in the name 0
we are bap
eming 10
Father
bed

“We believe that in Baptism administered
Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit, for the remission of sins,
by one Spirit into one body 6. Baptism is a gift of God’s rede
t.hc Church ; and, administered with water in the name of the
Son and the Holy Spirit, is a sign and seal of Christian discipleship 10 ©
to our Lord’s command?. All Members of the visible Church are d(“‘:
by- Baptism 8, 'This sacrament, which binds men to Christ in com
brings to an end all human estrangements in both Church and worlt
on differences of race or class.” ®

1 Ed 64,

* Ed 65.

® One Lord, One Baptismr, SCM Press, London 1960.
* Mo 111,

Up 1.8

& La 53,
7 1 . p s s vepatd
In Edinburgh, 1937, Baptist delegates desired to add as follows : “As P the D
statement which has been passed by their brethren who practise infant baptisim capd
Y = . o . . = o g r aré e

coulgi accept it as applying to the baptism of believers, Le. of those who 1%’_0{| an
mak%ng.a personal confession of faith., They believe that children belong to & a5 A€
nlo rite 1s needed to assure His grace for them,” This statement of the Baptists W
also by a representative of the Disciples of Christ on behalf of that body.

8 Ed 87,

% Mo 115,

s the
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4. Faizh and Br{rbffﬂ?f

L1 .
all ref;ilii Ii_lff - Necessaty ... for the cﬂ'c_ctual reception of Grace,” 10 “We
even while w‘; ﬁ{li.t)ot Baptism \Vht‘rtfh}} in f;uth,‘wc are _::n,umftcd in Him
“When, e ave not yet ‘allowcd it tuuy to unite us with cac.h‘ other,” 11
d Crmtm;:fcﬂwﬂt né fa’uh‘cxpresscd in an md{\'idua,l’s CXP]ECiI dccis_if_m
fag tie Cr[mrt:n_t to Christ is stressed (as in }‘.‘J{:ll{:\'c‘rs baptism), baptism
om such ¢ W mr}g moment and goal nf‘thc faith \'.-‘h_lch turns to thc_ Lord.
ptism, is Co[n.‘)_!:in of view, ic presence of pcrsm?ai faith in the recipient of
is explicit dccfﬁl"t.ired‘ csscntm}. It must be h‘cld‘ in ml‘mi, nonetheless, that
1€ decision Qf_lh}:un is roocc:(‘i in and declares Christ’s faithfulness unto death,
Vidyg] K i the Tnpnc; God fl'_;f man. IThc personal decision of the indi-
ife anq \Vit;‘1 iﬁ\ttmg within the life and faith of the C}.lurch, and t}}rf)ugh the
8tounq f ) ‘_’f_ the w_hoI_e Church declares the faithfulness of God, the
Th > 511]‘ decisions of faith.
on ceofrfzi:taf)f infant baptism occurs in a context in which stress is ijaiFI
C.Cisi')n r)f th? f”.h’. upon an e:?\-'lronmcnt of, rather than upon thC‘CpriFlt
aith iy, G‘”d af- {I‘LCIPIC!’H _{_)f baptism. .I lere the \\'h()lt_: community affirms its
ome, and ip “L.,Pfcdgcs_ltse_lf to prf_)\-:dc such an environment of faith, in the
The ne E e worship, instruction ;1_nd witness ‘of. the Church: iy
far less re cessity ()f the baptized himself to believe is in no way diminished,
in h"‘Ptisn:nt?vcd'_ T'he claim and promise of the gospel are laid on t.hc child
D€ received ]’ “’%H_Ch a response of obedience must be owned and which must
0 hig |jg, T)IY f‘ﬂ{th if the fruits r)f'haptlsm are to be known and to flourish
aith, ]’“t.dc s in the lluipusm of infants, the rite does not take the place of
Freia mands it,”” 12
;f't‘;l}_\{‘}rlhdisagrcgmcnt ?'cmains Iagtwccn those who }?ractise infant baptism
E i nc‘l..[‘?‘racns‘c I)cilcvcr-l.mpmsm, all \\-'(?u].d insist that pcrﬁon_al com-
4, nmre{)vertfi.wary for responsible membership in tl_me'body of Christ. For
Churey, , baptism is related not only to the individual but also to the
=in0t_‘on.ly to momentary experience but to life-long growth of partic-
In Christ. Those who have been raised by the Holy Spirit to new
st are led from baptism to confirmation (or its equivalent) and to
OMmunion, The life is necessarily one of continuing struggle but also
In faith and obedience the baptized live for
and of the world which he loves.” 18 “We
al custom only, the churches
baptism indiscriminately.” i

for aq
18 SCC

al‘l.(_l tho
ltme

(5] .
e b;£in:;;ﬂ(g experience of grace.
Urpe “hrist, of his Church,
shoyjq that because many are baptized as a soci

feconsider the practice of administering

2 Ed g,
o BV 12,
0
1w ¢ Lord, One Baptism, pp. 63 £, ND 36.
Mo 111;
1 U » Am 15,
PV, 30,

e —

|
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5. Minister, Form and Place of Baptism

The churches are in agreement that if the usual minister of bapt

11T

ordained minister (bishop, presbyter or deacon), there are cases .
believer can baptize 1,
(1% i
We have found general agreement that the following elements S

find a place within any comprehensive order of baptism :

a) an acknowledgement of God’s initiative in salvation, of his co
faithfulness, and of our total dependence on his grace,
b) a declaration of the forgiveness of sins in and throug

nt

h Christ,

¢) an invocation of the Holy Spirit,
d) a renunciation of evil,

J) an affirmation that the person baptized is a child of

¢)

These will precede or follow baptism with water in the name 0

a profession of faith in Christ, :
God and 15

porated into the body of Christ, whereby he becomes a witness

Gospel. !
f the

and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit.

We make some practical recommendations to the churches :

a)

b)

al concern, but is it
of the Church. It 3
vice of worship 0 £
led of thelf
ho are bal

Baptism is not solely a matter of individu
connected with the corporate worship
normally be administered during a public ser
members of the local congregation may be remine
baptism, and may welcome into their fellowship those w
and whom they are to nurture in the Christian faith.
In order to make baptism more prominent in the life of the conf
tion, the sacrament might well be administered in pu];hc‘onl
festival occasions, as was the practice of the Farly Church. 'Ihf;a
Easter as one such occasion would emphasize the link between
and dying and rising with Christ” .

6. The Unigueness and Universality of Baptism

“Through baptism and faith, Christians are brought in
Church Universal as well as into the visible community of th
Our common baptism is thus a basic bond of unity by whic
one people to confess and serve one Lord in each p

to the Ilff-'r (
e local cl
h we are €3

lace and in all the wor
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Tutua] recognition of baptism (although it goes far) is not in itself a
t means of unity forthwith. This means that we must place our concep-
of baptism in a-dynamic, forward-looking perspective and ask ou rselves !
vaere does our baptism lead us? We all agree that baptism is both God’s
Ejfthz?d hUI‘I‘lilﬂ commitment, a_nd [hz}t it supposes a g‘rr?\.\'th ir‘l_t(;1 rl}lc‘ ‘}n)ea;;ur(}:
el i—lrt of the fulness of (_.'hl'lst’.f_r:pl'l. 4:13). By this growth the m?‘r:zec
€Vers can even now visibly manifest to the world the new race of a redeemed
;I:ftnkmd- Common witness to our churches, to thcl \w_).rld, mvthr_)sc “'}jo.havc
Sibj]i}::t heard the Gospel and to [.ho?c w}‘m refuse 1t,‘1:> o.ur’ u)m.m;.;?l .esp‘oil—
iSco\Y here and now. Fcllowsl'n_p in witness and service Tl_!a}l, he E* il;. 0
et the meaning of God’s gift to all the members of his people” 1%,

dil‘cC
thnS

8, ;
B”Pf!:m and the Eucharist

and“AH F_'hurchcs should give attention to the rc}atj(-)qsllip of t?‘cir theol’?_;fgr
“w Practice of Baptism to their theology and practice of I[hc Lord’s Supper” 1%,
the Z;nu“;t. learn afresh the implications of the one Baptism for our sharing in
one Eucharist” 20, ‘
an A tcumenical fellowship is cssenria]fy_bascﬂ upon rhj f‘:TI.CI rhat. we alg
't t0 be obedient to God’s commandment in being baptized ‘into the body
ke 13). Our failure to share in the one Table of the I,"O.rd’ tr_).‘h\rc
3313tj::q as one visible and uni_[cd body is an ()P\"iuus con[l?':.icbcuoglsorb;:s
cx{_)]a-i'h‘al gitt that we all cla.zm to possess. 'Thls contrac ILFI{JI]; .fom -
ovcrc{ntd In some cases by unjustified ratmn.all:;ﬂnons and HTM t erc. ol
s n)mc. In- other cases, it reflects an obvmps Ia_ck of agrsnmgn;l as
corture of the fellowship into which baptism introduces us” .
¢ first step is the serious recognition that through baptism we are one
Serving the one Lord in each place. Baptism, once pcrformm‘l and
Cpeated, leads us into the continuous worshipping life (}f the Iroyztl
0(.)(‘1’ (I Peter 2:9), the people of God.” ‘_‘In thf: Holy Eucharist 05
sacram.sul’l’cr, constantly repeated and always mcIudl?g ]_:rf?tlll \f\:?}'cli,:’n;2
€0t, we proclaim and celebrate a memorial of the saving acts of God™ =%

and

People
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IWTH AMERICAN PREPARATION COMMITTEE

bers resident in North Ameriea of the ('ui'}p(‘l'.’ll‘.irlu: Com

conjunction with the Commission of the Protestant lpis
ch shall appoint a committee of five or more of its mem-

Pl
ho shall appeint as soon as p::'-,w‘i])l‘_: a Preparation Committee

rians, canonists and other persons, who need not be mem-

Cooperating Committee. The Preparation Committee shall
| & sub-committee of the Cobperating Committee. Vacan
bee filled and additional members may be appointed by the

n of the Coiperating Committee on the recommendation ol

reparation Committee,

he disposal of the Council of Commissions ! whenever it shall

wall be the duty of the Preparation Committee to secure from

inissions in North Ameriea the following data:

ion of questions touching Faith and Order, in accord-

th the provisions of Section 3 of the general Plan, which read

mission, Committee or other official representative shall pro-
th such expert assistance as it may think fit, to formulate the

and Order which it considers to be
common by its own Communion and the rest of Christen

il by its own Communion ns its special trust, and the ground upon
tands apart from other Communions.
Commissions, Committees or other official 1'cpr".‘3l'm”ii" ?
1 formulating propositions,

compile with respect to each Communion a bibliography of
of recognized value tending to expound its teachings;

prepare a report exhibiting the agreements and the differ
between the several Communions;
v enlist the coiperation of each Commission;
to repore to the Cobperating Committee from time to time.
e Preparation Committee shall be at liberty to suggest such
propositions or questions touching Faith and Order as in the
of its studies it may think suitable for consideration by the
onference.
Phe material collected by the Preparation Committee ghall be
be

Vlan fur the World Conference, page 19.
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The Preparation Committee may also appoint such commitl

it may deem advisable,
V. The Preparation Committee may promote conference
sentative men of different Communions in the interests of the W

wld
Conference.

V1. The Preparation Committee may appoint a publication com
mittee.

VIL The Preparutiun Committee shall convene meetings of the

b

North American Preparatory Conference whenever it shall deem it
expedient.

The North American Pl'epamtury Conference, mecting at Garden
Citv, New X’Ork, J?llllliu'y 1-—[), 1!'”(::‘ .‘1{{-)1)1'\ the following plan of pro
\ |
cedure in pl‘CPﬂ-fation for the World Conference on Faith and Order:

PLAN FOR THE WORLD CONFERENCE

1. A Council of the Commissions or Committees or other official repes
sentatives of the participating Communions shall be formed. ;
Fach Commission or Committee or other authority shall be entitl d
to appoint one delegate, and, in the first instance or from time to
time, to appoint one additional delegate for each half million com-
municants of its own Communion, not to exceed fifty delegates

all: provided, that the common convenience be consulted by appoint-
ing no more delegates than are deemed necessary to adequate rep
resentation. Each Commission or Committee or other authority shall
provide for filling vacancies in its own delegation.

2. The Convener of the Council shall be the delegate, or, if more
than one delegate be appointed, the senior delegate of the Commis
sion of the Episcopal Church in the United States, unless otherwise
ordered by that Commission. Whatever number of delegates respond
to the call shall be competent for the transaction of business. The
Council shall organize, elect officers and appoint committees, and
adopt rules of procedure, as it shall think fit. Any Commission from
time to time may appoiut any person not a member of the Council
to act in place of any reprcsenmli\-‘c of such Commission not able to
attend any meéting or meetings.

Absolute unanimity shall not be necessary to the determinations
[ 19 1
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30. North American Preparatory Conference, Garden City, Long Is-
land, New York, U. S. A., January 4-6, 1916, Report of Progress,
by the Secretary. Opening Address by the Rt. Rev. C. P. Anderson,
D.D.

Numbers 4-11, inclusive, and 22 are translations of Number 2 into Mod-

ern Greek, Latin, Italian, Russian, Swedish, German, French, Dulch and

Spanish. .

[ 84 )




PRAYERS

i

The following are the Prayers whi

lic and Private Use. They may b

any quantity, on upph: ation fo the >
Post Office Box 1155, Gardiner, Man
PRAYERS FOR THE PEACE AND L3

LORD Jesus Curist, Who saidst ut

leave with you, My peace [ give
but the faith of Thy Church, and £
which is agreeable to Thy wi

and ever. Amen.
GOD of Peace, Who through
forth One Faith for the salvaliol

ill, Who live

and heavenly blessing upon all Chrishis

the

draw nearer to Thee, and to each 0
in the bond of peace. Give us |
know Thy truth, cour:
the barriers of pride and pre; judice

Holy Name. Suffer us not to

accordance with Thy will, for the peat:

Give us boldness to seek only Thy g
Kingdom. Unite us all in Thee

LORD Jesus Curist, look with pit}

d I.]'I"l hindere

Church weakenec
bless the effort to bring toge ther in ¢
faith of Thy Holy Name, Who livest
and the Holy Ghost, God, for ever

15 l:’,-"-
the Holy Spirit, art One God, world witl

wenitenes §

e to do Thy will,

3,..,],1._ from A




i
|
|

action, so that the Church of Cyprus may be ready to take part in
the proposed Conference,

We believe that all the Greek Churches, now by God’s grace re-
lieved from all foreign influence and consequently possessing freedom
of thought and action, will take part in this high and holy work. The
Chureh of Cyprus, no longer distracted by solicitude about the union
with Greeee, which she now expects shortly, will consecrate hcrxe]f:
to the action which is incumbent upon the Churches of Christ, and of
which the effort for their rapprochement is an outstanding obligation.

We feel ourselves fortunate in that we were the first head of an
autocephalous Greek Church to talk with you in the course of your
holy mission. We pray fervently that this interview may prove a happy
beginning and a good omen of the final full attainment of the gen-
eral desire,

The beloved brother in Christ and fervent well wisher of your
Lordships and your Reverences, )

»« Cyniv or Cyprus

Translated from the Serbian.,
Belgrade
ARCHBISHOP OF BELGRADE 24 April-T May 1919
AND METROPOLITAN OF SERBIA.
Ofieial No.

Most Reverenn Faruer axo Dear Broruer mv Curist:
Y{ JUR invitation which you have had the goodness to give to me
as the head of the Serbian Orthodox Church, I have explained
to all my brother Bishops, and they agree unanimously that the con-
ference of representatives of all the Christian Churches would be of
great advantage for the most effective teaching of the Gospel of our
Lord to all mankind. Therefore we have unanimously resolved that
our Church accept the fi‘icndly invitation of yourself and your eol-
leagues, and we will send our representatives to the preliminary con-
ference which will arrange the time, place and program of work for
the main World Conference.
Very sincerely your brother in Christ,
w« Dimirrue
Archbishop of Belgrade
Metropolitan of Serbia

[ 82]




COMMISSIONS

N(')'I'I('l-l has heen receive
following autonomons L
their acceptance 01 the invitati
Conference on Iaith

European and Eastern Chun bt

of their formal acceptance &

erning bodies can be conven

and Uraet

il

Protestant l",piwnp;;} (Church
Church of }'_luglmnk in Canada.
Church of l".n;_;'lnnd in Argenty
Church of }".nrr!:mil

Church of Ireland.
.ch in Scotlan

It [)1'-\(‘()]}.11 Chur
.1_,

Nippon Gei Kokwai (I loly (
Chung Hua Sheng
(lluldl of £ merrl in India.

Church of the Provinee of
Church of England in At

A l"1 I8l
Northern Baptist Conve 'lfi“!'-
Southern Baptist Convernt

Seventh Day Baptist Gene
Free Baptist Conference (oW
Commission).

Baptist Union of Great Britain
CONGREGA

ol |,

National Council of C

States. E
Congregational Union of Canads®

Kung Hui (Hol
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L he

Microcosm and Macrocosm
" the Icon: Theology,
*Pinituality and Worship in Colour

‘NADIOS LIMOURIS

l: 3 . .

N theology in relation to liturgy
. 1S deeply rooted in the teaching and Tradition of the ¢ hurch. Liturgy
'thout art. All kinds of experiences
aspe

-Cl.

» Movements, representations have
T'he best example is iconography:

it can be analyzed and
ally only if we

FHicologic ke into consideration the “incarnation™ of art in tf

! Matter. colours, lines, expressions, etc.

il ill one
\rtist

N ”I:l‘]”'\'_

sense, is the very first artist.

In the creation stories we
at work.

creating the world and humanity, breathis
Following the example of the Creator.

© elforts in art, which are bas
" the Church of Christ.

U theology should be analyzed together, and three questions can be asked
1S the legitimate role of art in the Church? (2) How can the MISSI0TEN
: ""'J"””[l‘.‘r'jt‘ilf function of art be determined in a theological
ication within the Church? (3) And finally, what is
" the faithful in relation to worship?

12 on them beaury

sed on sacramental and spiritual

n i
W hat

context mn relation

the role of icons in the

¢ legitimate role of art in the Church

he role of art in the Church was questioned by

liin Kind of religious conseic

ing the prophets of Israel.
101

carly monachism. A
usness constantly questions its |
Monachism is an ex|

cgiimacy,
ession of such religious
to consider early monachism
art’s specific importance for
|Fr||i1;1linn\

ness. It is. easy as monophysitisn
use the Church was underlined. W hat
life of the Chureh? Should we
g it to the folly of the Cross,
by one's own will in order to follc

dIre
of the use of art in the

- Y ormodify it by adaptin
[‘"-Hl_s: one’'s life

dccept it

of denying oneselt

W Christ? It would be
SLto reduce this phenomenon of early monachism to an escape from the
Id, llI]LIL‘I'\IilI]LHI]_&_l it as merely negative. The world, which the early
)

» Wanted to renounce, was full of purely human works of ¢
The first monks did nof understand this and re
ceking another aesthetic.
Ta for values.

ireco-Roman
jected the pagan values ot
They looked for another world
They were inspired by an id
4U times the aesthetjc momentum was
'ed by them.

with its own
cal of beauty — philokalia

10 penetrate this spiritual world




[CONS: WINDOWS ON ETERNITY

God, and 10 destroy the image which makes us
ineffable mystery of that face

by Constantine v and by the

see that face is o reject
- And here is the solution (o the dilemma formu
Council of 754
gaze, eye to eye, the image of that |

it is Slll'f'fL'iL‘f]I to see. with a |
ace, to realize that the icon does not repi
either the humay, flature or the divipe nature, but the divino-human pes
Christ. The image makes iy Possible 1o meey that person. The question of ico
SO Important because the Mystery whic
important thing there is: the human |
contrary sense, the phrase of the
et fidelibus profutyrq.

h these Images represent is the
ace of God. To cite once more, but m

Libri Carolini, there 15 nothing more pecess
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Faith and Order 1985-1989

number of years. Such awareness of history, contimuil
development is required even more today J-.,».-;}u e often
insights gained in earlier Faith and Order and other ecul
forgotten. I can point only to two recent example
“ecumenical memory”, which is increasingly complaine
the same time manifested — in WCC circles and meeting
was the confusion and difficulty created by the terminolog
and “conciliar process” in connection \‘,"Elh'!ilr_‘ process o Ju
and the Integrity of Creation”. The other was the
obviously many responses to the BEM document had not 1!
the important clarifications on scripture, Tradition
achieved at the 1963 Montreal world conference on Faith
is, therefore, necessary that we in Faith and Order “look ba
is only over the last four years.

Yes, we are aware of the ambivalence of
like to critically picture Faith and Order in general as 4
enterprise”. Such an impression can, perhaps, easily arise becs
with controversies and differences inherited from past centé'=
> church through the 42
" were a theoretl

“such “looking b

emphasize positively the “faith of the
critique would be justified if this “looking back’
tion with the past, but irrelevant for present-day Christianity

We don’t think that this is true; rather we believe that the |
the future can only be mastered if we struggle to overcome burd

this applies for

imprisoning heritages of the past

the creation of a new world economic order and to the manife
reconciled communion among still divided churches which ¥
unity. We look back in order to open ways into the future. We
‘looking to the future” when we seek to 11 P!

and primarily *
mandate of Faith and Order, which is an emphatically utt
mandate: “to proclaim the oneness of the church of Jesu Ch

1 faitn

call the churches to the goal of visible unity in one

eucharistic fellowship, expressed in worship and in comimt

Christ. in order that the world may believe’

These dynamics of past, present and future history unde

method. work and achievements of Faith and Order. These

have their deepest roots in our faith commitment to the God ol
[saac and Jacob who comes into our midst in Jesus Christ, Wi ho'! _
with us in the power of the Holy Spirit and who is before us !
minute and year of our lives. The period under review in this 1¢

exception to this dynamic of history and we are awaie of the snk all
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Wil look back in order to render our service to the
will, at this meeting in Budapest, consider ways in
Almue as a reconciling and renewing force within the

‘ment of the future.,

Major studies
“1 @ mounting criticism of the great number of program-
Within the WCC, many of them with only a short life-
trecognizable results and impact. With its three major
tudies since 1982-1983, the Faith and Order Commis-
len into this inflationary temptation. And vet, even with
we have clearly reached the limit of what can be
hzed with our restricted personnel and financial resources.

* tqually obvious when it comes to the need to communi-
10 the churches and to stimulate them to participate actively
- 1t makes it difficult for churches to engage in a broad
BEM process (which should be continued and in many
'flling), and then to be asked to consider a substantial study
‘Postolic faith, and then again, soon after this meeting. to
1Ay document on unity and renewal for study and comment.
CHitounded by a flow of ecumenical documents coming from
HoLues and manifold other ecumenical activities. That many
“emical products find little attention in the churches should be
[hat the work of Faith and Order, nevertheless, meets with
nd expectation in the churches is a reason for gratitude.
15 should not distract us from the need to concentrate and
Programine in the coming years.. Such concentration should be
Uitnibutions to a clearer profile of the task and activity of the
MoOst privileged instrument™ of the ecumenical movement.
~"“gularly informed you about the progress of the three major
rder studies, Many of you have participated in them and the
results of four — or more correctly, eight — years’ work are
I might, therefore, be sufficient to retrace here only some of
'eps in the development of these studies.

S, Eucharist and ,.-Uf.'.li.\'n'_\' %

“Ihas been said and written about the Baprism, Eucharist and
HOCument® that it would seem that nothing new could be added.

Ole BEM process, the interest it has created and the impact it has

#ether with the more than 180 official responses of the churches,




he honour rendered to the image goes o its prototype, and the perss

2. Apostolic Faith

A Practical Example
of “Confessing One Faith”
from the German Democratic Repub

URSULA RADKE

[ should simply like to tell you how it came about this ye
small country from which I come, the German Democrali
various different churches made a joint confession of fail
comments the same heading as the churches themselve
event: “First Steps in Hope”. We will approach our topic b
questions:

I. What was the starting-point?
2. How did the joint decision take shape?
3. What is ecumenically so important for us about it

L. What was the starting-point?
It was, of course, not the Faith and Order study “Cont
Faith” but the call to embark on a conciliar process for “Justice
the Integrity of Creation™ which set things moving in ot
Although the World Council of Churches' Vancouver A
made that call as long ago as 1983, it was another three

before the summons really made itself felt among us.

For us the decisive impulse came from a group on the local
the memorial service for the destruction of the city of Dresd
the local ecumenical circle called for a GDR-wide assembly 1
peace and the integrity of creation. The proposal was adop
national level by the Council of Christian Churches. A plan
that there should be such a “conference” in the years 1988-89
discuss the above-mentioned topics at three separate me
different dates, and it should remain in the closest possible cor
local congregations. In the end 19 churches and Christian con
took part in its preparation and realization; the Roman Cathols



I Example of “Confessing One Faith” from the GDR 115

Wl abserver status, but from | December 1987 participated as a
wiher The participating churches and communities were as

Pedtestant regional churches in the GDR (some Lutheran. some

tormed ) -

Moravian Church:

Srangehical Methodist Church:

Pedension of Evangelical Free Church Congregations

fedenation of the Old Catholic Church in the GDR;

Mennonite Church:

Homan Catholic Church:

- enirul BEuropean Exarchy of the Russian Orthodox Church:

- ommunity of Seventh Day Adventists;
¢« Relipous Society of Friends;

\postolate of Jesus Christ.

Shes and communities appointed the delegates, about 150 in
0 had been envisaged that half would be women, but in fact they
iy 30 percent,

“as the point of an ecumenical assembly in the GDR? The
©oWas o achieve at home what we look for from a world
“al assembly: to walk the path of peace and make a declaration
S and commits us and is a testimony to the world of our common

farpose can only be achieved, however, if congregations.
Sl Chnistians and local groups choose this common path as their
Wt s why the ecumenical assembly intended from the start to do
% in active mutual relationship with the local level. the local
frations 1 omyself followed the course of events only from this

kevel

How did the joint decision take shape?
Jngregations received an appeal to participate and first of all 1o
¢ 1w questions: (a) What issues of justice, peace and the integrity
“ahion should the assembly discuss? (b) What should Christians and

“en o the GDR do in these areas? =
Ft Steps in Hope™ — the appeal ran — “Come with us on the path
o And in fact many congregations, individual Christians and
v responded to the call. For example. in our part of town some
w0 Catholic women came to me and said: “What our churches are
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degrees conditioned by theological and eccle

relatine to their confessional background. I

enced and shaped by the particular historical and
which it comes. The churches have tried to 2Ive

their consideration of the BEM text. Howevel

question one’s own tradition on the basis of a4 1€

other than one’s own.

7. Gratitude for a unique process
33. The adoption of the BEM document in Lim:

all Christian traditions after many years of discussitt
and major step in the ecumenical pilgrimage ol Y
dimensions of the exchange and reflection on BEM
prised even those who had hoped that this docume
attention. The sreat number of official responses 1
[he

event in the history of the ecumenical movement

brought the churches into a new stage ol mutual acc
itself an expression of growth towards visible Uit

especially the general appreciation expressed n the
with the many positive comments on specific points

ay u

wider ecumenical impact of the BEM process

oratitude.
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' The Responses
Of the Churches

L
0Hn

i the churches to Baptism, Eu harist and Mimstry
‘ontent of the threg

or lesser detail. commented on the ¢

locument. Yet nearly all responses have also used this
the evaluation of the churches in broader perspec

ytion of BEM by the

of this

omment on the elaboration and adoy
Faith and Order. They refer to the significance

‘miselves and for the ecumenical movement They com-

logical orientation, on the method and the language o
ften indicate in more general terms their affirmation and
mtent of the document as a whole. In connection with
many responses also consider the goal of umty which
BEM process should serve and on major issues for further

150 retlections on the process of I':.‘;L'pl]'ﬂﬂ, and desc
v in the respective churches which led to the formula-
ponse. The rich material on these and some other more

“annot be adequately summarized in this report. However

oeneral comments because they

e 1o present some of the

nework within which the specific reactions to the three

BE
VI must be seen and understood.

A. GENERAL REACTIONS

Preci. .
Hation

t few exceptions, all responses:applaud the ecumenical

represented by Baptism, Eucharist and Ministry. Such

limes enthusiastic, appraisal comes from churches of all




It was through the directives received from God that annual feast of
Mount Taborar was established as a thirteen-day festival in August
of supplication for the universe. This is a time of spiritual power and of
elevation and untold blessings and joys to the world.

Through Oshitely the Lord proclaimed the worship of the Only One,
the True and Living God, and the condemnation of idol worship. The
Lord, through Oshitelu, renewed His covenant of faith and spiritual
healing and created an active spiritual revival in the Church.

As a result, the Church of the Lord (Aladura) — an African Independent
Christian Church — spread out far and wide beyond the borders of
Nigeria, first to Sierra Leone and Liberia, then to Ghana and finally to
branches in the United Kingdom.

After months and years of establishment, several challenges arose from
different quarters. The situation was quite dramatic, but Oshitelu stood
firm as the champion of the new covenant and lifted his voice like a
trumpet saying “How long will you go limping between two opinions ”
How long will you hop along like a bird that has passed a fork in a limb,
with one foot in YAHWISM and the other in Paganism ? It is the hour
of decision | You must choose. If Jehovah js God, follow him ; but
if' Baal, then follow him® (I Kings 18: 21).

Although the Church began with a rural form of organization, its chal-
lenge was in jts positive, penetrating, appealing prophetic notes — notes
which had been tragically absent from both pulpit and pew in our day.
Too many were Christians and confessed the name of the Lord only
by mouth, They had laid aside the trumpet and picked up the piccolo.
They had become a somewhat brow-beaten, discouraged, timorous
Efoup. Alas ! The light which Jesus brought to shine in our midst
Was turning gradually to a thick darkness.

In a large measure, this failure of Christians is responsible for the present
crisis in the Church. Our education was moulded to suit the doctrines
of colonialism, imperialism and neo-colonialism. So our churches had
only the most minute relation to the African way of life. As we have
been taught, we permitted priestly, promotional, pietistic, and pagan
emphasis to overshadow and at times, to overcome the prophetic
emphasis. Like in ancient Israel, Oshitelu and his converts, the new
covenant community, stood firm to herald the day of the Lord.

In diverse and devious ways, the Christians in Nigeria had been avoiding
the central issue of biblical fajth — a dynamic, life-changing, encounter
with God, in Christ, and a grateful, humble, joyful, courageous, obedient,

6



Christ-like service in his name. Yes, Christ was no more the target of
Christians. The Lord God brought forth the Church of the Lord (Ala-
dura) for a prophetic purging of the people of God in Nigeria first, and
thence to the uttermost parts of the world, through a fearless and faith-
ful proclamation of the word of the Lord.

The challenge was hot but, amidst trial and tribulation, the Church
survived. Despite the poverty and primitive way of doing things, it
grew rapidly. A turning point was reached when a young man, the
present Primate, Emmanuel Owoade Adeleke Adejobi, a school teacher
by profession, received spiritual baptism in April 1939 at Oshogbo; |
Like Isaiah of old, he hailed from a family of chiefs from Oshogbo.
he was called to adorn the work started by Oshitelu. The prediction
glven in 1945, at Taborar, that Adejobi would succeed the late Primate
Oshitelu (who died in 1966) was recorded, and came to pass after twenty

years. Today, we are all living witnesses.

[n the Church of the Lord the ruling power is “God” ; theocracy is the
form of government of the Church. The constitution is conventional,
based on the Bible. The present Primate never hesitated to stand in
public or on the pulpit to say. “Thus saith the Lord”. At times these
words are resented, at times resisted, and at times rejected, but the
divine work of judgement and mercy are proclaimed across this land.
The present Primate believes that it is not enough to declare the words
of the Lord. We must also demonstrate them. He knew that the word
must also become flesh. He remembered that at the apex of the Old
Testament prophecy stands the concept of the suffering servant. He
: remembered too that Jesus, God’s son in whom we have the supreme
Actualisation of this glorious ideal, was the greatest of all the prophets.
The trumpet of prophecy.sounded in him in Nigeria, Sierra Leone,
Ghana, Ivory Coast, Togoland, and the United Kingdom. In Liberia,
the indelible work done by the late Apostle Samuel Omolaja Oduwole
must not be forgotten.
The Church of the Lord (Aladura) is not a mere organization set up for
God. The Lord God of the universe has designed and sketched the
Church of the Lord (Aladura) in a pattern whereby men (African first)
may realize the true nature of God, biblically understood in terms of
Pentecost. The Church has been a stern challenge to the religious
syncretism and idolatory of the day. The Church has been able to carry
the placard of “My Lord is Jehovah”.

7
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third meeting.

meeting, in September 1971, achieved a remarkas’
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rate aim, called 'limited communion”. It also devoted

rroups entirely to the cuestion of the eucharist

above-mentioned sub-commission.

ort wag an Agreed Statement on rucharistic Doctrine.
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It is our hope that i
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V. Jackson, Miss,, January 5-7, 1968
The Nature, Necessity and Function of th®
Ministerial Priesthood
VI. Liberty, Mo., December 2-5, 1968
The Episcopal Symbol of Unity
VIT. Boynton Beach, Fla., December 8-11, 1969
Toward Full Communion and Organic Unity
VIIT, Green Bay, Wisc., June 17-20, 1970
ARC: Achievement and Prognostication;
Models for Church Unity; Episcopacy and
Priesthood in A Plan of Union of the
Consultation on Church Union
L St. Benedict; La., January 26-29, 1971
Hierarchy of Truths; The Primacy of
Jurisdiction of the Roman Pontiff
X. Liberty, Mo., June 20-23, 1971

The Principles of Interpreting Dogmatic
| Statements; The Exercise of Teaching

Authority in the Church

G New York, N.Y., January 22-24, 1972

¥ Doctrinal Agreement and Christian Unity
4
The commission, which began its work in 1965, has
' over the years explored a variety of subjects affecting the r®
lations between the two communions, and the advances made hav®
\ been recorded in successive statements. Substantial agreement
g ‘ has been achieved on baptism, the Church as a eucharistic fel~
; lowship, the theology of the celebrant, and the nature of

eucharistic sacrifice, transcending the polemical formulation®
and mutual misunderstandings of the past. Thus the 1967 meetind
affirmed "the substantial identity" of the two churches in the
i controverted doctrine of eucharistic sacrifice. At its next

meeting, considering the necessity and role of the ordained

testhood and its relationship to the common priesthood and

\ role of the laity in the Church, the commission concluded that
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Ere je . .

is no basic difference of understanding on these topics.
Lever minor differences of understanding exist, they do not

theme o n .

hemselves constitute a barrier to the two Churches celebra-

%9 and receiving communion together.”

The declared goal is "full communion and organic
emanating

Niltyn
“¥", and a statement of "historic significance"”,
ossible steps to-

ftom
the 1969 meeting, projects a series of p

varqd
this goal, including "the reconciliation ©
‘reordination' or ‘con-

f the ordained

inig " -
tries of the two churches without
“**lonal ordination'."

he role of the

The commission is now examining t
g authority of

“Plge . "
Scopal office in the exercise of the teachin

"(_. o
Church and the question of infallibility.

rt of the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations of the
" 1970 (The 1969

R
“&Do

*“Neral Convention of the Episcopal Church,’
t

‘tement, "ARC VII", is appended to the report.)
Compiled by

_*Eﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁg_on Anglican/Roman Catholic Relations.
“1shops' committee for Ecumenical and Interreligious Affairs in

“’“Peration with the Joint C
ited States Catholic Conference,
"*W., Washington, D.C. 20005, 1972

ommission on Ecumenical Relations.
1312 Massachusetts Avenue,

The 1
¢ Rt. Rev. Edward R. Welles, Kansas City, Mo. (Episcopal)
Mo. (Roman Catholic)

The
'® Most Rev. Charles Helmsing, Kansas City,

American Baptist-Roman C

‘Ponsored by the American Baptist Convention's Commission on
Committee for Ecumenical and

fristian unity and the Bishops'

Inte 2
terreligious Affairs

]
; DeWitt, Mich., April 3-4, 1967
Areas of Theological Agreement
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nature of confessional traditions and to which no satisfactorY
solution is still in sight. Two of the critical ones may be M&F

vioned.

The remark sometimes made that the Anglican commun 16
consists of credal and not of confessional Churches points t@
jent
&

nF !

onhe the problems. In the bilateral discussions of the anc¢
creeds, their aceceptability to virtually all the churches of
Christendom is assumed, and accordingly the theological effort
Ls directed to the purpose of explicating this common bond of
unity. Not so with the confessional decisions and formularies
»f the Reformation period. Although usually presented with uid’
sersal claims, at least in their central tenets, they express

nly a limited consensus and are in fact rejected, in whole ox
t, by other churches as unaccsptable. An analogous siti”
mobtaing with respect to the doctrinal definitions of the

Roman Cathol as

ilie Chureh, cspecially tha Marian and papal doglt
ind also to some of the religious practicres with 'confessiondt

the Orthodox Church, such as the veneration of
b(.ig'ﬂ

mplicetions of

A6 has beaen suggested abowve, certain advances have
lo A conmen undersstanding of the function of confess ion
ma creed in the life of the Church, and, more gpecifically.
. © ‘ogriticn of the ancient creeds. The guesti-m there”
or: arises: Will this nascent consensus bz solid and dynami¢
i to prompt a sinilar united and unifying approach to the
inal decisious which individual churches have taken later
tn their stote of separation? The investigations into the
nffice of the Church, which have just been initiated

! dialogue groups, will provide a critical test. They
wln Lo shed mora light on the complex hierarchies of
les that guide Ehe thought and.practjce of the churche®
rae of validity of confessional and dogmatic utterancess
Jsterious processes by which rew expressions of the
Chrigt are wrought out and certified.

i rescrutinyg of ‘confessional identities can pe 117

fcom arother angle, Bilateral conversations have

. . ine
swionship to confessions and creeds. They examl

-
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15 an object of theological inguiry. They are themselves

e - ——————.

ried out or sponsored by confessional families,

distinet individualities on the ecumenical scene, gut a

e time the bilaterals display transconfessional

—h

ek i ) e B
*th clearly challenge any particularistic and self-abso

ssumptions surviving from the past. A telling illustration

the frequent references to the fact that the agreements and
ivergences cut across confessional boundaries. As a R-RC/am

"UOrt strikingly puts it: "In argument after argument, Re formed

ressed

‘#0logians presented insights in support of a position exp
Y 4 Roman Catholic, and Reman Catholic theologians presented

Re=

‘““lghts in support of a position expressed by one of the

rmed tradition" (Reconsiderations, p. 9). These transcont

‘onal alignments are significant in more than one respect.

+

Ndicate that the ecumenical dialogue has not been without frui

lag strengthened the awareness that the inherited confession=

‘I patterns are not fixed and self-contained but in a state of
Hlux, They sharply point up the discrepancy that exists between
e ney insights arising through the bilateral movement and, on
¢ other hand, the persistent momentum of ecclesiastical sepa-
fation and self-sufficiency. In so doing the bilaterals are
for their common
of faith amidst the diversity, and in part disunity,

ot :
Mfession

3 f 3 s
f their eredal and confessional statements.

‘+ Hucharist and Intercommunion

Vlreceg
~Lces

L Lggumkloster, March-April, 1971, "The MNature and Mis-

sion nf the Church" (final draft)

*“RC Windsor, September 1971, "Agreed Statement on Eucharis-
1972, 69-74;

tic Doctrine", One in Christ VIII, 1,
SPCEK, London
A*RC/am  Joint Statements, One in Christ IV, 3, 1968, 298-300
and vI, 4, 1970, 576 and 580 -

‘C~RC/am St. Louis, April-ilay 1968, "Summary Memorandum”,

Mid-Stream VIT, 2, 1967-68, 90f. 4




“The Joint Commission on Church Union in
New Zealand’, appointed by these five
churches, submitted with its Seventh Report
(September 1971), ‘The Plan For Union’.
This revision was made following receipt of
the replies from the five churches expressing
the amendments they desired to be made to
the first edition, ‘Plan For Union’, submitted
in September 1969. (cf. ER 1970, p. 266.)

“The Plan For Union’ does not depart radically
from the first edition. The three parts have
been rearranged so that *The principles’ come
first, then ‘The Structure’, and then ‘The
Inauguration’. In ‘The Principles’ there is a
new section on ‘The Mission of the Church’,
another on ‘The Multi-Racial Nature of the
Church’, and another on ‘The Proclamation
of God’s Word’. In ‘The Structure’, there is
important new material in the section on
“The Faith of the Church’, and a Form of
Assent, The Appendix contains the three
services of the Ordinal as well as services for
the commissioning of elders and for the
admission of members from other churches.
Because of many changes in the text, the Plan
should now be studied as a whole.

In its report to the churches, the Commission
acknowledged that ‘each Church would take
the appropriate subsequent steps according to
the pattern of its own procedure’. In each
church steps are being taken ‘to submit the
proposal to unite to the membership of the
Church for an expression of advice and
approval by means of a referendum’. The
Commission recommended that the refer-
endum be held at about the same time in all
churches, and it is expected that it will be
completed by September 13, 1972. Later,
each church will make its decision whether
or not to unite according to its own procedure.
In the case of four, the Associated Churches
of Christ, the Congregational Union, the
Methodist Church and the Presbyterian
Church, it is expected that the decision will
be made at the national Assembly or Confer-
ence of the church in October or November
1972. The Anglican Synod in the spring of
1972 approved the plan for union. The pro-
posal will now be considered by diocesan
synods in 1972 or 1973 and the final decision
made by the General Synod in 1974,

To assist the study of ‘The Plan For Union’
in preparation for the referendum, a series of
lcaflets has been issued, one commending
union on the basis of the Plan, one containing

“Three Studies for 1972 and a set of sevenl
‘explanatory leaflets’ setting out the way Ei_liil
the Plan deals with questions that are fré-
quently asked. These are being widely used.,
The Seventh Report referred to the increase
in the development of *Cooperative Ventures -
These include (@) Union Parishes, (b) Join
Use of Buildings and (¢) Reciprocal Member-
ship. These matters are in the care of a
Joint National Committee on Church Exten
sion. The Joint Board of Theological Studies
continues its general oversight of theological
training for the five churches and the conduct
of examinations for its diplomas.

(ER 1960, p. 243 ; 1964, pp. 424 f.; 1966,
pp. 363-365 ; 1968, pp. 276 f. ; 1970, p. 265 1.)

EUROPE

FRANCE

Evangelical Church of the Augsburg Confession
of Alsace and Lorraine, Evangelical Lutheran
Church of France, Reformed Church of Alsace
and Lorraine, Reformed Church of France

Since the last survey the Lutheran and
Reformed Churches in France have moved
forward in their coming together. Building
on previous vork, the exccutiwe bodies of the
four churches, meeting together in September
1970, were able to draw up a common stale-
ment for study on ‘Doctrinal Unity and
Theological Pluralism’. This could, after
consideration by the official bodies of the
churches, become the basis of ccclc.~;iologica1
agreement.

Steps have also been taken structurally. A
proposal for a Permanent Council and 2
Common Assembly (Conseil permanent et
Assemblée commune) has been drawn up-
During 1971, each of the four churches
officially approved moving ahead along these
lines and authofzed further elaboration of
the proposals. In January 1972, a revised
proposal was drawn up and it is expected that
the four churches will act on it during the
first half of 1972.

The proposal calls for the establishment of a
‘Permanent Council’ which during the first
three years will be made up of six represen-




atives of each Church, half of whom shall
¢ lay representatives. It shall be responsible
the four churches and not to the Common
\ssembly. It shall be open to other Pro-
testant Churches who are members of the
French Protestant Federation and want to

join,  They pledge themselves not to do
cparately those things that they can do
together in this framework. It shall be

P f”l' ularly concerned with the common task
Ol the churches in their missionary involve-
ment, witness to unity, evangelization and
relations with churches not in the French
Protestant Federation. It foresees the appoint-
ment of one person for relations with the
Roman Catholic Church.

[i ('1\11_1111{.\11 Assembly is a larger
/2, meeting every three years. It listens to
reports, studies them and comments on them
but has no legislative powers.

lhe text of the proposal for a ‘Permanent
(.-H_mci[ and Common Assembly’ states
=.'1'::I'n'l}' that it should not be regarded as a
definitive basis for union.

(ER 1970, pp. 268 f.)

GERMANY (FEDERAL REPUBLIC)

fl.uthcr:m Free Churches : Evangelical Lutheran
Free Church, Independent Evangelical Lutheran
Church, Evangelical Lutheran Church of the
Lutheran Confession, Evangelical Lutheran
(Old Lutheran) Church

During 1971 the synods of the Evangelical
Lutheran (Old Lutheran) Church, the Inde-
pendent Evangelical Lutheran Church and
the Evangelical Lutheran Free Church have
agreed to unite in an Independent Evangelical
_l.uthuan Church. This new church would
include most of the hitherto separate conser-
vative Lutheran churches in the Federal
Republic. The leadership of the churches
taking part have been authorized to sct a
date for the coming into being of the new
church, It is expected that this will take place
on June 25, 1972, the anniversary of the
Augsbhurg Confession.
the uniting churches will carry on until the
first Synod of the new church in the spring
of 1973 when new officers and structure will
be put into effect.

(ER 1966, pp. 365 f.; 1968, p. 278 ; 1970,

270.)

body of

Present leadership of

ENGLAND

Church of England, Methodist Church

On June 27, 1970, the Methodist Conference
uunp]ud the hnnxu'lnmrl 1] procedure neces-
sary for it to be able to affirm w ithout qualifca-
tion its desire that Stage I of the Anglican-
Methodist Unity Scheme of 1968 should be
initiated. The voting in favour of proceeding
to Stage I was 79.64%

In the previous year the Convocations of
{ nmrhux\ and York failed to produce the

» majorities necessary for a similar decision
on the part of the Church of England. In the
light of the resolution passed by the Methodist
Conference, the Standing Committee of the
General Synod appointed a working group
to clarify the issues for consideration by the
Standing Committee and the Synod. The
report of that group entitled ‘Anglican-
Methodist Unity’ was published in June 1971.
In July, 1971, the General Synod of the
Church of England gave provisional approval
to the Anglican-Methodist Unity Scheme by
a majority of 65.3%. The Scheme, together
with the clarifying document referred to
above, was referred to the dioceses for their
further consideration. The reports from the
dioceses will be examined prior to a final
Anelican vote on the scheme which the General
Synod will take at a specially conv ened session
on May 3, 1972,

In the meantime, a joint Anglican-Methodist
Liaison Commission has been set up by the
two Churches to enable them to continue
discussions at an official level. This Commis-
sion was created to fill the gap caused by the
disbanding of the Joint Negotiating Com-
mittee.

Just as this survey was going to press the
report of the vote in the Anglican Synod
came to hand. The voting by Houses was :
Bishops 34 for, 6 against, majority 85% ;
Clergy 152 for, 80 against, majority 65.2% ;
Laity 147 for, 82 against, majority 62.82%
Thus the necessary 75% majority was not
achieved and this particular scheme has failed.
What the next steps, if any, may be is not
known.

(ER 1960, pp.

pp. 428 ff. ; 1966, pp. 370f. ;
1970, pp. 267 {.)

248 f.: 1962, pp. 376 f. ; 1964,
1968, pp. ._,r‘) I
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Consultation on Church Union: African ture and commitment of that body for twelve
Methodist Episcopal, African Methodist Upis-  years. We thank God for the leadership and f
copal Zion, Christian Methodist Episcopal, participation of United Presbyterians. We¢ ¢
Christian ('hurthe;w (Disciples of Christ), shall use the response of their congregations
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‘a general unreadiness to accept the organizational structures proposed
for a united church’. Here was a historic consensus and a historic
clue — both of which charted the directions for the way ahead. The
strategy for COCU laid down at Memphis was to encourage maximum
action on the apparent theological consensus and at the same time o
give priority to experiments at the local and regional levels from which
might be discovered the forms and structural relationships appropriate
to a united church. ‘Viable proposals for the organization and structure
of the Church of Christ Uniting need to be developed out of the experience
of living and working together. The Consultation, thercfore, sees the
next stages of its work as actively involving the churches in working
together at the various levels of their life. Growing out of this experience,
a full plan of union can be developed for a united church — catholic,
evangelical and reformed.”® In essence, the approach towards union was
changed from one of designing union at the top level of leadership to one
of living towards union at the local level. The action is now with the
people.
Within this new approach — miserably misunderstood by the press
as ‘shelving the Plan’ and ‘cclipsing the goal of union for cooperation’
the plenary identified five interim areas in which some gains could be
achieved in the immediate future and which are crucial if these nine
churches are to move further towards a united church.

Faith, worship and ministry. Consensus is a negative term in some
circles today, especially for those who insist on seeing it as a definition

of uniformity or who imply that concern for truth has been replaced by

True consensus, however, can include a range ol

mere expediency.
it can allow,

legitimate theological diversities. Though not perfect,
indeed require, a Christian fellowship and shared witness at deepef
levels than those yet experienced by the churches. A COCU commission
is thus entrusted with the task of testing and revising the perceived
s, as articulated by the responses from the churches,
sed text on faith, sacraments and ministry which
Id use as a basis for covenanting

theological agreement

and of offering a revi
the churches in the Consultation cou

towards union. .
Admittedly, plans of union reflect the era when they were written
the Church of Christ Uniting reflects the

As such, A Plan of Union for ‘ .
issues and language of the late 1960s. This may make it a partial ot

8 *Digest of the 11th Meeting of cocu’, in Mid-Stream, Vol. XII, No. 1, 1973,
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‘preliminary consensus’ (René Beaupére), but by no means a sterile one.
Greater documents than plans of union have been historically and
culturally conditioned, yet have served as vessels of Christian truth.

The extent of this substantial agreement among the participating
churches can hardly be overestimated. It strips away the pretended
grounds for much of their ecclesial isolation. It reveals as mythical
much of the past theological rationale for disunity. Yet the key, as
ecumenical history reveals, lies in what churches do with their agreements.
A consensus can die on the vine or be the source of growth multiplying
tenfold and a hundredfold. The churches in COCU are now facing
the choice.

Institutional racism. Racism, as I have mentioned, is @ major barrier
to union in America. The presently divided churches must discover
ways to deal effectively with racism in their boards, institutions, and
policies. Only then can they deal with the future structures of a united
church. Before the vision of a united and uniting church can become
trustworthy, especially to those blacks and other minorities who have
been excluded and discriminated against, there will need to be evidences
now of repentance and a truly shared life — including decision-making,
power, resources — on the part of the predominantly white churches.

[n 1973 the Consultation committed itself to discovering appropriate
strategies of ‘compensatory action’, by which to achieve racial inclusive-
ness. A brilliant paper by Dr Yoshio Fukuyama of Pennsylvania State
University stressed that compensatory action is a ‘two-way street’,
i.e. it is concerned not only about money from white churches given to
black institutions and movements, but also about the contributions
and spiritual values the black Christian experience can bring to the
whole. Racism is a tragedy beyond socio-economic deprivation ; it
speaks of the total deprivation of the church today. Hence, compensa-
tory action, as one way forward, secks to make generally available
whatever spiritual insights and Christian experiences God has given to
His people, black and white. '

Generating communities, Church union conversations remain abstract
and alien to the experience of most people unless they bring about a real
spiritual encounter among Christians of different traditions at the local
level. The Consultation is choosing a limited number of experimental
communities, probably not more than thirty, where congregations of
Christians will covenant with one another and with COCU as a whole
to seek for three years a shared life based on the ‘marks of wholeness’
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know Thy . . o
#ow Thy truth, courage to do Thy will, love which shall bre®”
the barriers of ]fl_\'ﬂ““ )

draw near

of the:

19, W

i.‘.'
)ﬂstlf"' e
1 not &%
e anid ¥
. or €

!-lllrl"

L

¥

Holy N\ pride and prejudice, and an unswerving hich #
: vne Suffer us not to shrink from any ende:twl'-_; (ho"

AN F “ws Wi Lo . 1 Thy
reanee with Thy will, for the peace and unity of TOY "y

Leivey
&
I'\Ilhl_r

the

;u]('.t'““‘“t ol

;“ "“]ii.llr:hs toseek only Thy glory and the adv
1-*n:, Unite us all in Thee as Thou, O Father, with
tloly Spirit, art One God, world without end. Amei

() II"I‘:;i:]‘I) Jesus Curist, look with pity, we beseec »
i ‘ﬁl weakened and hindered by diﬂ'erenr:es':
fait] ¢ ¢lort to bring together in conference all w‘u .
o o6 Ty Holy Name, Who livest and reignest with t
i Holy Ghost, God, for ever and ever. Amen.

ne

iy >

|
1 Thee, up™
] div

i conte®
Faf

i

~ 4

1




I —

DX XYY XXTOART I ANANTD AL

Vorld Conference for the Consideration ‘of -

Luessr a Pl ' '
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A Manual of Prayer
for Unity
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4 R TarTes 8y Gat, kabos ob, wdTep, € éuol kdyw
¢ aol, va xal atrol év muiv &y daw, lva O Kbapos
Twrelay bri o pe aréoTehas.
JMINEs unum sing, sicut tu Pater in me, et €50

I te ol : :

L te, ut et ipsi in nobis unum sint, ut credat
mundus, quia tu me misisti.

e .
Lhat they all may be one; as thou, Father, art iz

"y and I in thee, that they also may be one in us;
that the world may believe that thou hast sent me.

Printed for the Commission of
The Protestant Episcopal Church
A.D. 1915




AN OFFICE PREPARATORY

Back to the Faith which saints believed of ol
Back to the Church which still that Faith &8
keep;
Soon may we all one Bread, one Body be,
['hrough this blest Sacrament of Unity.

So, Lord, at length when Sacraments shall cess
May we be one with all Thy Church above,

One with Thy saints in one unbroken peace,
One with Thy saints in one unbounded love

More blessed still, in peace and love to be

One with the Trinity in Unity.

T[Tizen_y’m!! be said one or more of the followini P17
the Officiant first saying:

Jerusalem is built as a city that is at unity with 145

PsaLm 85. [Vulgate Ixxxiv]
PsaLm 122. [Pulgate cxxi] -
PsaLm 133. [Vulgate exxxif]

Tur CHAPTER. 1 Cor. x. 16
I \HE cup of blessing which we bless, 18 1t PO" 2

communion of the blood of Christ? ! i_“ .
on of the ¥

bread, and @
bread

“’hi?h we break, is it not the communi
of Christ? For we being many are one
body: for we are all partakers of that on¢
Answer. Thanks be to God.
BELIEVE in God the Father Almights
of heaven and earth: -
And in Jesus Christ his only Son our Lord
was conceived by the Holy Ghost, Born © the
Mary : Suffered under Pontius Pilate, Was ¢

[ 8]
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TO THE HOLY COMMUNION

-, and buried: He descended into hell ; The third
1e rose again from the dead: He ascended into
«n, And sitteth on the right hand of God the
er Almighty: From thence he shall come to judge
aick and the dead. g
elieve in the Holy Ghost: The holy Catholic
s The Communion of Saints: The Forgiveness
ws: T'he Resurrection of the body: And the Life
sting. Amen.
s, The Lord be with you.
vawer, And with thy spirit.
Let us pray
* cans, Lord, have mercy upon us.

¢r. Christ, have mercy upon us.
* wunt. Lord, have mercy upon us.

yur Father, . . . Butdeliver us from evil. Amen.

ant. The eyes of all wait upon Thee, O Lord,
cor. And Thou givest them their meat in due
season.
tant. Thou openest Thine hand,
wer. And fillest all things living with plenteous
ness.
sor. If any man hear my voice and open the door,
cer. T will come unto him and sup with him,
ant. O taste and see how gracious the Lord is.
ver, Blessed is the man that trusteth in Him.
went. O send out Thy Light and Thy Truth that
they may lead me,
wer. And bring me to Thy holy hill and to Thy
dwelling.

#
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‘onvention of the Protestant Episcopal Church, relative 17
Joint Commission to arrange for a World Conference o
and Order, shall be binding upon this Corporation.

The Treasurer has submitted detailed reports ab every meet
of the Commission and of the Executive Committee. A sumin®
statement of his receipts and disbursements is :Ll)l)L‘lI({L‘ll ].
Since the date of the Report to the General Convention 0! !-,' ?
twenty-eight additional Commissions or (,‘mnmil'.tur.-a'lul"_'- ,.
appointed to cobperate with this Commission in arrai :_;ll?;-",' fo .
conducting the World Conference, making a total of h“.""
Commissions and Committees thus far appointed t.ln‘oli%_:}“""
world. The complete list up to August 1, 1916, is as follow®

ANGLICAN

Tur Proresraxt Episcorar. Cuuren 1N riE UNITED SrATE
AMERICA.

Tur Cavrcn or Excraxn v CANADA.

Tur Cuurca or ENGLAND IN ARGENTINA.

T Crvrert or Excraxp, A Committee appointed by
bishops.

he AV

Tar Caurcit or IRELAND.

T Eriscorar. CHures 1N SCOTLAND.
Nrirron Sur KoxwAr

Tue Camnese CHURCH.

Cuvren or Exernanp v Inpra.
Cuuren ox e Provines or Souri APRICA.

T Caurerr or ENGLAND IN AusrraLia AND TasMaNIs.
Tur Cuvrenr or Excranp v THE Diocksi oF ADELATDE:

BAPTIST

Norrurry Barrist Convexrion (U. S. A.).

Sourrery Bavrisr Convention (U. 8. A.).

Sevienti Day Barmsr Generat Coneerexce (U. S. A).
Free Barrist Convrrence (U. S. AL).

Barrist Union or GreaT BriTarN AND IRELAND.

[4]



CONGREGATIONAL

3 al 5 3 — T | 1
VAL ( OUNCIL or ( ().\'{11{I".('.:\'l'[(?.\;.-\].{ HURCHES IN 11

Ecartonarn Union oF CANADA.

EGATIONAL Union oF ENGLAND AND WaLEs.
EoaTionarn, UnioN oF AUSTRALASIA.
Eoarionarn Unton or NuEw ZEALAND.

EeaTionar, Usion orF SourH AUSTRALIA.

DISCIPLES
Discreres or Crrist (NoRTH AMERICA).
“HEs or Curist v GrEaT Briraix.
LS or Crrast 1v GreaT Brrraiy.
HEs or Cirmist iy New Sours WALES.
115 or Carisr 18 VicTonria,

[

FRIENDS
¥ Friexps v AMERICA.
Friexps 1v Grear BriTamN,

LUTHERAN

CEMAL Syxop or TrE EvancELicAL LUTHERAN Cuurcl IN TH
S A
Covxern, or TR EvANGELICAL LUTHERAN (CnurcH

N ?
T AMERICA,

*neral Couneil has appointed “a Committee on the Umty

} t
h which shall be authorized, without peu'nmpfttmn in the

za d .
ation or arrangement of any conference, to present and se
tha \oT
he Lutheran Faith, touching particular doctrines, eitl
vl S T
tdently, or when they are under discussion in any gathel

onference, without, however, granting the commitie .
I"’* association, arrangement, fellowship or pr actical direc-

ot confining it to the one specific function of witness and

"y to the Faith that is in us, and which we rejoice to con
“4to have tested, before all the world. The said committe

[5]




T e

RLD CONFERENCE ON
FAITH AND ORDER

“%in of the undertaking.

”!y the growing desire on the part of all
*lll people that our Lord’s disciples may
% that the world may believe that God
f'll Him, the General Convention of the
tan Episcopal Church in 1910 appointed
Ymission to bring about a conference for
“sideration of questions touching Faith
31“1(.1', and to ask all Christian com-
s throughout the world which confess
”’"fl Jesus Christ as God and Saviour to

“in ar ranging for and conducting such a
'“I]r_‘_e‘

“is of the movement.

‘vitation is addressed to all churches
" accept the fact and doctrine of the
ation. Participation involves no sur-

“Tor compromise of any position held by
Surch,



