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The c o n t e x t s of / \ n g I I csin — Lu theran commun ion and 

Kev q u e s t i o n s by the Revd Dr Eugene Brand 

The formulation of the theme for the 
addresses at t h i s conference i s i t s e l f a 
sign of hope. " I n conmunion" i s not a 
description of the present s t a t e of 
Anglican-Lutheran rel a t i o n s h i p s , a t l e a s t 
not i f canmunion i s understood i n the f u l l 
sense of the word as the descriptor of 
f u l l church fellowship. On the other 
hand, i t i s not j u s t a pious wish e i t h e r . 
There i s a sense, of course, i n which a l l 
baptised persons are i n communion. That 
i s an eschatological r e a l i t y , for the 
canmunion of a l l the baptised - t h e i r 
koinonia - i s f i r s t and foremost a g i f t of 
God i n C h r i s t ; i t i s something we r e a l i s e , 
not scmething we achieve. 

But Anglicans and Lutherans are " i n 
ccnmunion" - i n the sense of e c c l e s i a l 
r e a l i s a t i o n of the baptismal f a c t - i n 
more than j u s t acknowledging t h i s 
fundamental oneness i n C h r i s t . There i s 
the recent declaration i n the United 
States of "interim e u c h a r i s t i c sharing" 
between the Episcopalians and most 
Lutherans. There i s the " o f f i c i a l 
e u c h a r i s t i c h o s p i t a l i t y " between the 
Lutheran churches of Sweden, Finland, 
Latvia and Estonia and the Church of 
England, which extends back to the e a r l y 
part of t h i s century. Even e a r l i e r were 
the seeming ad hoc r e l a t i o n s h i p s between 
Swedish Lutherans and Anglicans i n 
colonial days on the eastern seaboard of 
North America. 

S t i l l i t i s u n l i k e l y that an 
Anglican-Lutheran Society would have been 
founded as recently as twenty years ago 
and, even i f i t had a been, i t i s u n l i k e l y 
that a meeting would have had as i t s thane 
" i n conmunion." For as the opening 
sections of the Cold Ash Report 
(Anglican-Lutheran Joint Working Group, 
1983) point out, the Anglican and Lutheran 
communions "had i n many ways become 
strangers to each other" during the 
centuries between the post-Refomiation 
period and the recent past. That i n these 
days we are not only renewing our 
acquaintance but are, at l e a s t i n several 

parts of the world, ccmmitted to r e a l i s i n g 
f u l l communion, i s a cause for j o y and 
thanksgiving. 

Without questioning the v a l i d i t y of 
speaking of Anglican and Lutheran 
ccmmunions, i t i s necessary to note how 
t h e i r development has created i n t e r n a l 
d i v e r s i t i e s . I f one thinks that i n 
describing the Church of England one has 
described the Anglican Ccmmunion, one i s 
j u s t as mistaken as i f one assumes that 
German Lutheranism i s simply r e p l i c a t e d 
wherever there are Lutheran churches. 
Bishop John Howe i n h i s recent Highways 
and Hedges (Toronto, 1985) helps 
non-Anglicans grasp how Anglicanism, 
wherever i t i s found, displays i t s English 
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What is meant bv commun ion? 

A summary of an ad d r e s s g i v e n by the Revd Canon C h r i s t o p h e r H i l l 

When C h r i s t i a n s t a l k about b e i n g i n communion, what i s meant? What k i n d of u n i t y 
are we s e e k i n g ? We s h o u l d mean a communion of l i f e , w o rship and m i s s i o n . 

L e t us f i r s t of a l l c o n s i d e r t h e u n d e r s t a n d i n g of communion i n the e a r l y C h r i s t i a n 
community. The F i r s t E p i s t l e of John s u g g e s t s t h a t communion i n c l u d e s a v e r t i c a l 
element and a h o r i z o n t a l element. C h r i s t i a n s a r e i n communion w i t h t h e F a t h e r and 
with one another. P a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the l i f e of God l e a d s t o p a r t i c i p a t i o n w i t h one's 
f e l l o w C h r i s t i a n s . T h i s t h i n k i n g developed i n t o an e c c l e s i o l o g y of communion. The 
community of C h r i s t e x i s t s i n a p a r t i c u l a r l o c a l i t y ; C h r i s t i s t r u l y p r e s e n t i n Word 
and Sacrament i n a p a r t i c u l a r l o c a l c h u r c h . Although C h r i s t i s t r u l y p r e s e n t i n th e 
l o c a l community, t o be t r u l y C h r i s t i a n i t i s a l s o n e c e s s a r y t o be i n r e l a t i o n w i t h 
one's f e l l o w C h r i s t i a n s u n i v e r s a l l y . 

A n g l i c a n s have tended t o r e g a r d communion as si m p l y a sa c r a m e n t a l i n t e r c h a n g e o r 
the i n t e r c h a n g e a b i l i t y of m i n i s t r i e s . T h i s has d i m i n i s h e d the meaning of communion, 
has meant a c o n c e n t r a t i o n on worship a t the expense of l i f e and m i s s i o n . F o r 
example, A n g l i c a n d i s c u s s i o n w i t h t he Old C a t h o l i c s and w i t h t he S c a n d i n a v i a n 
churches i n the 1920's and 30's was about e u c h a r i s t i c h o s p i t a l i t y and th e exchange o f 
m i n i s t r i e s . There was l i t t l e d i s c u s s i o n about t he f u l l e r , r i c h e r meaning of 
communion, i n c l u d i n g t he l i f e and m i s s i o n of the C h r i s t i a n community. The whole 
poi n t , however, of s a c r a m e n t a l communion t o g e t h e r i s t o enable people r e c e i v i n g t he 
sacrament to go out i n t o t he wo r l d as the one body of C h r i s t . There i s a growing 
understanding i n A n g l i c a n c i r c l e s t h a t communion i s a much broader concept than t h i s 
former emphasis i m p l i e s . The elements o f l i f e and m i s s i o n a r e a l s o c e n t r a l t o the 
meaning of communion. 

I n e c u m e n i c a l d i s c u s s i o n s , e s p e c i a l l y t h e A n g l i c a n - L u t h e r a n c o n v e r s a t i o n s , 
A n g l i c a n s s h o u l d not o f f e r a n y t h i n g l e s s than t h i s f u l l s e n s e o f b e i n g i n communion. 
The r e p o r t s o f A n g l i c a n - L u t h e r a n c o n v e r s a t i o n s have been g r a d u a l l y moving i n t h i s 
d i r e c t i o n . T h i s i s r e f l e c t e d , f o r example, by t h e agreement t h a t subsequent 
d i s c u s s i o n s between A n g l i c a n s and L u t h e r a n s s h o u l d be e s p e c i a l l y encouraged i n a r e a s 
where A n g l i c a n s and L u t h e r a n s work s i d e by s i d e . T h i s i m p l i e s an emphasis on l i f e and 
mi s s i o n i n c o n s i d e r a t i o n s o f u n i t y , because t h e s e elements a r e of p a r t i c u l a r 
importance t o ch u r c h e s l i v i n g c l o s e t o g e t h e r . The J o i n t Working Group, r e p o r t i n g i n 
1983, began t o s p e l l out t h e i m p l i c a t i o n s of t h i s new, broader s e n s e of communion. 

What k i n d o f chur c h , then, does t h i s t h r e e - f o l d communion imply? Some s o r t of 
s t r u c t u r a l r e l a t i o n s h i p i s c e r t a i n l y c a l l e d f o r . The q u e s t i o n of s t r u c t u r e s o f u n i t y 
has been b a r e l y touched i n ecu m e n i c a l d i a l o g u e s , except i n t h e Lutheran-Roman 
C a t h o l i c d i s c u s s i o n s , which have produced some v e r y h e l p f u l s u g g e s t i o n s ("Facing 
U n i t y ' p u b l i s h e d by t h e LWF). We must c o n s i d e r which models of u n i t y t o appl y . 
Organic u n i t y has u s u a l l y been p r e f e r r e d by A n g l i c a n s . L u t h e r a n s , on the o t h e r hand, 
have p r e f e r r e d o t h e r e x p r e s s i o n s of u n i t y . A c o m p l i c a t i o n i n A n g l i c a n - L u t h e r a n 
d i s c u s s i o n s i s t h a t c i r c u m s t a n c e s a r e d i f f e r e n t i n d i f f e r e n t p a r t s o f th e w o r l d . What 
would be a good model f o r Europe, where t h e r e i s g e o g r a p h i c a l s e p a r a t i o n between 
A n g l i c a n s and L u t h e r a n s , might not be good i n the U.S.A. L u t h e r a n s have o f t e n spoken 
of a s o r t of f e d e r a l model, which A n g l i c a n s would probably want t o a v o i d . Perhaps we 
need to move away from both terms. P a t r i s t i c p a t t e r n s may g i v e some h e l p h e r e , 
a c c o r d i n g t o which the o f f i c e of bishop i s seen as a focus o f i n t e r n a l u n i t y and as a 
l i n k of communion between the l o c a l community and the wider c h u r c h . 

A l o c a l c h u r c h c o u l d e x i s t w i t h a good d e a l o f autonomy. Great d i v e r s i t y i s 
p o s s i b l e i n u n i t y ; t h e r e need be no s u g g e s t i o n o f u n i f o r m i t y . Any model t h a t i s 
adopted must o f f e r communion i n the f u l l e s t s e n s e , but s h o u l d o t h e r w i s e a l l o w g r e a t 
d i v e r s i t y , p l u r i f o r m i t y , and r i c h n e s s . 

Being i n communion a l s o i m p l i e s t h a t t h e r e w i l l be organs of common d e c i s i o n ­
making, which w i l l promote c o n s u l t a t i o n and c o o r d i n a t i o n . T h i s p o i n t s t o some form 
of c o n c i l i a r and even p r i m a t i a l u n i t y . T h i s might be d i f f i c u l t f o r A n g l i c a n s and 
Luth e r a n s , however, because of the 16th c e n t u r y i n h e r i t a n c e of the " s o v e r e i g n s t a t e ' . 

Moving the d i s c u s s i o n i n the d i r e c t i o n of t h e s e wider u n d e r s t a n d i n g s o f the 
meanings of a communion of l i f e , w o rship and m i s s i o n , t o g e t h e r w i t h t h e s t r u c t u r e s 
n e c e s s a r y t o s u s t a i n and promote such communion, moves us from t h e o l d , s t a l e 
d i s c u s s i o n about a p o s t o l i c s u c c e s s i o n . We move from an o v e r - c o n c e n t r a t i o n on the 
m i n i s t r y of the Church t o a proper emphasis on the m i s s i o n of the Church. 
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origins. "Wherever Anglicans ccme from," 
he writes, "they are l i k e l y to think l i k e 
Anglo-Saxons" (p.146). World Lutheranism 
may bear to some extent the "made i n 
Germany" l a b e l , but due to the rapid 
spread of the Wittenberg Reformation int o 
Scandinavia and eastern Europe, world 
Lutheranism bears a more "continental" 
stamp. For both Anglicans and Lutherans, 
established and/or folk churches have 
constituted the matrix. 

When one discusses r e l a t i o n s h i p s 
between the Church of England (or Anglican 
churches i n the United Kingdom) and 
European Lutherans, the question of 
ccmmunion i s put within a p a r t i c u l a r 
context. These partners have experienced 
i n common a Reformation era rupture with 
Rcxne vdiich was, at the same time, 
theological and p o l i t i c a l i n o r i g i n . I n 
both s i t u a t i o n s i t i s v i r t u a l l y impossible 
to separate the theological from the 
p o l i t i c a l elements because of the 
hcmogenisation of church and s t a t e i n the 
culture of Christendcm and because of the 
championing and protection of the 
Reformation by princes. Even today, i n 
spite of the erosions attributed to 
"secularism", these European partners 
exhibit an i n e x t r i c a b l e mix of 
C h r i s t i a n i t y and culture. 

HavdLng l o s t contact during the course 
of the sixteenth century, Anglican and 
Lutheran theological and e c c l e s i a l 
t r a d i t i o n s developed separately i n 
d i f f e r i n g philosophical climates. The 
Anglo-Saxon mentality to vAiich Bishop Howe 
ref e r s tends to assign a high place to 
reason and i s marked by a c e r t a i n 
pragmatic bent. Lutheran theology, with 
i t s continental heritage, has been marked 
by great pessimism about human potential 
and has exhibited - i n contrast to 
B r i t i s h theology — a speculative bent. 
Moreover, though continental Lutherans 
have had t h e i r high church movements, 
these have not made anything l i k e the 
impact on the Lutheran Church generally 
which s i m i l a r movements made on the 
Anglican Church. 

Because of the p a r a l l e l 
h i s t o r i c a l - c u l t u r a l s i t u a t i o n s the 
question of communion encounters new 
non-theological fa c t o r s i n such a European 
context. More s i g n i f i c a n t l y , fewer 
non-theological problems a r i s e because on 
the l e v e l of the parishes B r i t i s h 
Anglicans and continental Lutherans seldom 
encounter one another i n d a i l y l i f e and 
s t i l l would not even a f t e r f u l l ccmmunion 
between t h e i r churches had been r e a l i s e d . 
That i s not to suggest that these churches 
should not take the steps to f u l l 
ccmmunion or regard than as important; i t 

i s merely to observe that afterwards the 
difference w i l l be experienced by the few 
people vdx) t r a v e l a l o t and by church 
leaders. The agenda leading to cccitnunion 
i n Europe, then, tends to be l a r g e l y 
theological. And with the exception of 
the problan of ministry, the items on that 
agenda have been dealt with. Progress has 
been f a c i l i t a t e d both by a canmon 
Reformation heritage and by the v i r t u a l 
lack of d o c t r i n a l disputes h i s t o r i c a l l y 
such as those which mar the relationship 
between Lutherans and Reman Catholics or 
Lutherans and the Reformed. 

A second context for Anglican-Lutheran 
canmunion i s that between churches 
transplanted by emigrants. Such a context 
p r e v a i l s i n North America and A u s t r a l i a 
and i s a t l e a s t part of the picture i n 
v ^ t we now c a l l the Third World. Since I 
know i t best, I s h a l l l e t the North 
American s i t u a t i o n stand as exanple of the 
second context. 

Upon a r r i v i n g i n the Ifriited States 
Lutherans found thanselves i n a culture, 
both e c c l e s i a l and c i v i l , shaped by 
Anglo-Saxons. The e c c l e s i a l culture was 
not s i n p l y Anglican. Often i t was 
primarily Congregationalist or Methodist, 
but i t was E n g l i s h nonetheless. 
Anglicans, I assume, a l s o had adjustments 
to make, but they cannot have been as 
d i f f i c u l t . They spoke the language, t h e i r 
culture was generally dominant and 
accepted; t h e i r s was sometimes even the 
actual or quasi-established church. None 
of t h i s was true for the German and 
Scandinavian Lutherans. 

An inportant ingredient i n the 
development of American Lutheranism has 
been i t s gradual emergence fran i t s 
foreign language ghetto existence to 
beccming an accepted part of American 
e c c l e s i a l c u l t u r e . Reman Catholics, i t 
might be noted, have had a s i m i l a r h i s t o r y 
i n North America. This anergence has at 
l e a s t the p o t e n t i a l for a c r e a t i v e thrust 
among second and t h i r d generation 
English-speaking Lutherans. Their 
theological heritage bears i t s Continental 
stamp. Their c u l t u r a l heritage, however, 
beaors an Anglo-Saxon stamp. 

One further thing should be s a i d about 
American Lutheranism vAiich, so f a r as I 
know, has no p a r a l l e l i n transplanted 
Anglicanism. Many Scandinavian Lutherans 
anigrated to North America not only 
because of econcmic circumstances and the 
lack of a future a t heme, but being mostly 
p i e t i s t s , they a l s o wished to escape the 
s t r i c t u r e s of an established church and be 
able to l i v e , as they saw i t , i n freedon 
frcm imposed l i t u r g i e s and other burdens 
of an establishment. They were people 



with strong reservations about e c c l e s i a l 
structures and power. 

Many German Lutherans enigrated to 
North America to escape the uniting of 
Lutheran and Reformed churches i n the 
so-called Prussian l ^ o n . They wished to 
remain Lutheran confessors and to preserve 
Lutheran theology and pr a x i s as they had 
received i t . S t i l l today one of the 
n a s t i e s t words i n the American Lutheran 
vocabulary i s unionism! 

I n t h i s second Anglican-Lutheran 
context, the question of comiunion brings 
with i t about the same theological agenda 
i t would bring i n Europe, though with 
American accents. For exanple, the 
p i e t i s t i c heritage of American Lutheranism 
might c o i p l i c a t e the question of ministry 
and orders. Descendants of the 
anti-unionists, on the other hand, might 
see i n the Anglican understanding of 
ministry a s o l i d Reformation-tradition 
podLnt ccnpatible with pure Lutheran 
theology and p r a c t i c e . 

But there are a l s o powerful 
non-theological f a c t o r s a t work i n the 
second context. Chief among them i s the 
English language and the 
Anglo-Saxon/Anglo-American cult u r e which 
Anglicans and Lutherans i n North America 
share. Equally important i s the matter of 
c o n p a t i b i l i t y of partners within the 
denominational mix that t y p i f i e s American 
church l i f e . Those parts of Lutheranism 
which have tended to distance themselves 
frcm a Reformed Protestantism f i n d i n 
greater commonality with Episcopalians a 
support for that p a r t i c u l a r i t y . Those 
parts of Lutheranism with a more p i e t i s t i c 
heritage tend to f e a r an authoritarian 
c l e r i c a l i s m i n m i n i s t e r i a l orders and may, 
for that reason, think they have more i n 
canmon with Presbyterians. 

A f i n a l observation regarding the 
second context of Anglican-Lutheran 
relationships i s t h a t . r e a l i s i n g f u l l 
ccmmunion i n North America would d i r e c t l y 
a f f e c t the d a i l y l i f e of people i n the 
parishes. I t would often mean that 
Anglican and Lutheran congregations 
located on diagonal s t r e e t comers would 
have to rethink t h e i r separate existence. 

The t h i r d context for Anglican-Lutheran 
relationships s u b s i s t s among churches 
viiich have t h e i r o r i g i n i n 19th/20th 
century missionary endeavours, i . e . 
c h i e f l y i n the Third World. The 
importance of t h i s context for the future 
of the Church i s immense. 

The h i s t o r i c a l , theological and 
c u l t u r a l developments v*iich l e d to the 
anergence i n the 16th century of both 
Anglicanism and Lutheranism have only 
tangential relevance to churches i n the 

Third World context. Their l o y a l t y to 
d i f f e r e n t C h r i s t i a n world communions, 
therefore, i s - to aff i r m Bishop Howe's 
judgement - bom out of a f f e c t i o n for 
those viho f i r s t preached the gospel to 
them and to those vrSno supported than i n 
t h e i r i n i t i a l development as churches. 
Unfortunately, t h i s l o y a l t y has scmetimes 
al s o been a matter of dependence furthered 
by the a v a i l a b i l i t y of f i n a n c i a l support, ^ 

I f that i s a true picture, then a 
theological agenda between Anglicans and 
Lutherans i n the Third World i s l i k e l y to 
be a t best a d u t i f u l exercise having 
l i t t l e r e a l contextual relevance. 
Furthermore, i t would seem that the canmon 
and overwhelming task of being the Church 
i n an a l i e n r e l i g i o u s c u l t u r e - learning 
how to proclaim the gospel i n i t and how 
to come to terms with i t i n praxis -
demands the highest possible degree of 
unity among the churches. Perhaps the 
greatest g i f t the churches of the "north" 
could give those of the "south" i s to 
allow them to be and to become thanselves 
- not to abandon than, but to allow the 
gospel to l i b e r a t e than f u l l y and i n terms 
of t h e i r own c u l t u r e s . For with the 
churches of the south, i t would sean, l i e s 
the future of the Church, Already one 
speaks of the need for the 
re-evangelisation of the "north". 

As a way of proceeding, I wish to make 
use of a s e t of questions regarding the 
formation of the s o - c a l l e d new Lutheran 
church v ^ c h were formulated i n the tfriited 
States i n a n t i c i p a t i o n of the merger i n 
1988 of the Lutheran Church of America, 
the American Lutheran Church, and the 
as s o c i a t i o n of Evangelical Lutheran 
Churches, 

I t i s not my intention to apply a l l 
nine subquestions to our present theme. 
Were there to be f u l l canmunion between 
Anglicans and Lutherans, that would 
without doubt enhance the preaching of the 
gospel, help deepen the devotion and 
d i s c i p l e s h i p of the b e l i e v e r s , and help 
advance the evangelisation of a l l peoples. 
More d i r e c t l y , i t would enhance the 
p r a c t i c e and understanding of baptism and 
eucharist. That covers four of the 
questions. Now to the other f i v e . 

1 
Would Anglican-Lutheran communion 
contribute to v i t a l i s i n g church 
leadership? 

Since being i n canmunion involves 
mutual recognition of m i n i s t r i e s and the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of any ordained person 
functioning i n e i t h e r church, the answer 
must be yes. Anglicans can a s s i s t 
Lutherans i n ending t h e i r endless debate 
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about v^ether the ordained ministrY i s a 
function or an o f f i c e . As BEM ind i c a t e s , 
the ordained ministry i s c l e a r l y an o f f i c e 
which e x i s t s not for superior status but 
for the functions of proclamation and 
sacramental presidency. Entering int o 
ccmmunion with Anglicans would require 
Lutherans to exercise t h e i r confessional 
freedcm regarding episcopacy by accepting 
bishops i n h i s t o r i c succession. So long 
as the debate remains unresolved, Lutheran 
freedcm tends to be freedan fran an 
h i s t o r i c episcopate rather than freedan 
for i t , and Lutheran bishops are not quite 
sure who they are. Nor i s anyone e l s e . A 
sense of i d e n t i t y and of h i s t o r i c a l 
connectedness are v i t a l i s i n g f a c t o r s 
surely. 

What Lutherans have to contribute to a 
v i t a l i s i n g of church leadership i s t h e i r 
"evangelical" c o r r e c t i v e against seeing i n 
e c c l e s i a s t i c a l orders a guarantee of 
faithfulness to the apostolic gospel or as 
possessirg any authority other than that 
of the gospel. I use "evangelical" here 
as Lutherans have cherished i t to mean 
gospel-oriented. I would not use i t i n 
the sense of designating one party within 
the Anglican Canmunion. 

2 
Would Anglican-Lutheran canmunion 
strengthen the theological i n t e g r i t y of 
the ccnmunity? 

I t i s on t h i s point that Lutherans, 
e s p e c i a l l y those i n North America, have 
t h e i r greatest reservations about 
Anglicans. Doubtless Lutherans have often 
been g u i l t y of both r i g i d and mindless 
v a r i e t i e s of confessionalism. But we must 
ask Anglicans why they seem to be so 
r e t i c e n t about being confessional. Some 
Lutherans f e a r that Anglicans are so 
ccmprehensive that they are prepared to 
tolerate anything. Does not theological 
i n t e g r i t y (which I understand to mean 
theological f a i t h f u l n e s s to the gospel) 
require drawing l i n e s ? I s i t not 
conceivable that a c r e a t i v e encounter of 
Lutheran confessionalism with Anglican 
conprehensiveness could lead to a 
strengthened theological i n t e g r i t y f or 
a l l ? 

3 
Would Anglican-Lutheran canmunion help 
animate the f u l l n e s s of m i n i s t r i e s i n the 
church? 

Some of what was s a i d above about 
v i t a l i s i n g church leadership applies here 
also. I n addition one should observe that 
the t r a d i t i o n a l threefold ministry (with a 
r e a l diaconate), upon which Anglicans have 
i n s i s t e d and viiich BEM affirms as 

desirable, would be a great contribution 
to fulness i n m i n i s t r i e s among Lutherans, 
but that the Reformation s t r e s s on the 
priesthood of a l l baptised b e l i e v e r s would 
guard against seeing C h r i s t i a n ministry 
s o l e l y or even p r i m a r i l y i n terms of these 
ordained m i n i s t r i e s . Care must be taken 
with a r e a l diaconate that deacons not 
displace or demoralise l a y m i n i s t r i e s . 
Ministry ronains the function of the vt o l e 
people of God. 

4 
Would Anglican-Lutheran conmunion make 
more cr e d i b l e and e f f e c t i v e the witness 
and work of C h r i s t i a n s i n society? 

Where separated geographically, being 
i n communion would make l i t t l e difference 
for e i t h e r cccnmunity. But y i e r e Anglicans 
and Lutherans l i v e s i de by side a canmon 
witness would obviously be nore credible 
and e f f e c t i v e . I t i s true, of course, 
that being i n ccmmunion i s not a r e q u i s i t e 
for the canmon witness of churches i n 
society. But i t i s , I think, a b i t 
d i f f e r e n t vrhen one speaks of the witness 
and work of C h r i s t i a n persons i n society. 
Being i n ccmmunion w i l l a f f e c t p o s i t i v e l y 
those witnessing and working persons and 
that, i n turn, w i l l a f f e c t the witness and 
work i t s e l f . 

5 
Would Anglican-Lutheran ccmmunion 
strengthen Lutheranism's g i f t to the whole 
body of C h r i s t ? 

At f i r s t I was i n c l i n e d to leave t h i s 
f i n a l question i n the s e r i e s out of 
consideration, seeing i t as applicable 
only to the o r i g i n a l s i t u a t i o n of the 
"new" Lutheran church i n the USA. The 
question a l s o does not indicate vdiat the 
g i f t i s - i . e . v ^ t unique g i f t Lutherans 
have to give. But I have included i t to 
remind us of the s i n p l e point that 
whatever Anglicans or Lutherans have to 
give to the whole body of C h r i s t would be 
strengthened by giving such g i f t s 
together. 
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i n te r im eucinsir i s t i c sha r i ng in the L J . S . / \  by Mr Dana Nether ton 

The f i r s t s t e p toward ' i n t e r i m e u c h a r i s t i c s h a r i n g ' i n the U.S.A. was a s e r i e s of b i l a t e r a l d i a l o g u e s . 
L u t h e r a n - E p i s c o p a l d i a l o g u e i n the U.S. began i n 1969. A y e a r l a t e r , t h e A n g l i c a n - L u t h e r a n I n t e r n a t i o n a l 
C o n v e r s a t i o n s began. Both groups r e p o r t e d i n 1972, and both r e p o r t s recommended c l o s e r r e l a t i o n s h i p s 
between A n g l i c a n s and L u t h e r a n s . 

The A n g l i c a n s i n t h e I n t e r n a t i o n a l r e p o r t added: 
A n g l i c a n s do not b e l i e v e t h a t t h e e p i s c o p a t e i n h i s t o r i c s u c c e s s i o n a l o n e 
c o n s t i t u t e s t h e a p o s t o l i c s u c c e s s i o n of t h e c h u r c h or i t s m i n i s t r y . ...We, 
t h e r e f o r e , g l a d l y r e c o g n i s e i n t h e L u t h e r a n c h u r c h e s a t r u e communion of 

' C h r i s t ' s body, p o s s e s s i n g a t r u l y a p o s t o l i c m i n i s t r y . 
Such r e c o g n i t i o n , i f r e c i p r o c a t e d by the L u t h e r a n c h u r c h e s , i m p l i e s , 

a c c o r d i n g t o t h e minds of the p a r t i c i p a n t s , o f f i c i a l encouragement o f 
intercommunion i n forms a p p r o p r i a t e t o l o c a l c o n d i t i o n s . 

The A n g l i c a n p a r t i c i p a n t s cannot f o r e s e e f u l l i n t e g r i t y of m i n i s t r i e s ( f u l l 
communion) a p a r t from the h i s t o r i c e p i s c o p a t e , but t h i s s h o u l d i n no s e n s e 
p r e c l u d e i n c r e a s i n g intercommunion between u s . . . ^' 

The American r e p o r t s p e c i f i c a l l y recommended "intercommunion between p a r i s h e s or c o n g r e g a t i o n s " i n 
c e r t a i n s i t u a t i o n s . 

The I n t e r n a t i o n a l r e p o r t a l s o s p e c i f i c a l l y recommended j o i n t w o r s h i p : 
I n p l a c e s where l o c a l c o n d i t i o n s make t h i s d e s i r a b l e , t h e r e s h o u l d be 

mutual p a r t i c i p a t i o n from time t o time by e n t i r e c o n g r e g a t i o n s i n t h e worship 
and e u c h a r i s t i c c e l e b r a t i o n s of the o t h e r c h u r c h . A n n i v e r s a r i e s and o t h e r 
s p e c i a l o c c a s i o n s p r o v i d e o p p o r t u n i t y f o r members of t h e two t r a d i t i o n s t o 
s h a r e s y m b o l i c and e c u m e n i c a l worship t o g e t h e r . 

No s p e c i f i c a c t i o n was t a k e n on t h e s e recommendations, but t h e American d i a l o g u e s were f o u n d 
i n t e r e s t i n g enough to c o n t i n u e i n 1976. T h i s second s e r i e s of d i a l o g u e s r e p o r t e d i n 1980, and recommended: 

1. That our r e s p e c t i v e Church b o d i e s "mutually r e c o g n i s e " one a n o t h e r as t r u e 
c h u r c h e s . . . by t a k i n g a p p r o p r i a t e l e g i s l a t i v e a c t i o n . » i »<. 

2. That, because of the consensus a c h i e v e d i n [ t h e s e d i a l o g u e s ] on t h e c h i e f 
d o c t r i n e s of t h e C h r i s t i a n f a i t h , our r e s p e c t i v e c h u r c h e s work out a p o l i c y of 

W.A - i n t e r i m e u c h a r i s t i c h o s p i t a l i t y so t h a t E p i s c o p a l i a n s may be welcomed a t 
L u t h e r a n a l t a r s and L u t h e r a n s may be welcomed a t E p i s c o p a l i a n a l t a r s . 

None of t h i s s p e c i f i c a l l y named "intercommunion". But t o t h o s e who l o o k e d on, i t was c l e a r w h i c h way 
the wind was blowing. An E p i s c o p a l bishop on t h e C a t h o l i c s i d e of t h e house ( W i l l i a m Wantland) o b j e c t e d . 
I n "The L i v i n g Church', an E p i s c o p a l newspaper, he s a i d t h a t the e f f e c t of intercommunion a t t h i s t i m e 
would be t o d e c l a r e the h i s t o r i c e p i s c o p a t e an adiaphoron, o r m erely o p t i o n a l , f o r t h e E p i s c o p a l Church, as 
i t now i s f o r the L u t h e r a n s . A r i g o r i s t , Wantland s a i d : 

L u t h e r a n s c l a i m t h a t the important p a r t of A p o s t o l i c S u c c e s s i o n i s the 
s u c c e s s i o n of d o c t r i n e , and t h a t t h e s u c c e s s i o n of p e r s o n s i s m e a n i n g l e s s . ... 

' The L u t h e r a n emphasis on sound d o c t r i n e i s admirable. We E p i s c o p a l i a n s can 
l e a r n and b e n e f i t from i t . At the same time, however, we r e s p e c t f u l l y b e l i e v e 
t h a t our L u t h e r a n f r i e n d s can a l s o l e a r n and b e n e f i t from our h e r i t a g e , w i t h 
i t s emphasis on c o n t i n u i t y of o r d e r and s a c r a m e n t a l i t y . ... 
... I t . . . w o u l d appear t h a t the s o l u t i o n t o the q u e s t i o n i s not e i t h e r 
s u c c e s s i o n of m i n i s t r y or s u c c e s s i o n of t e a c h i n g , but both s u c c e s s i o n of 
m i n i s t r y and s u c c e s s i o n of t e a c h i n g . 

C e r t a i n l y , i n t h i s c a s e , A n g l i c a n comprehensiveness makes more s e n s e than 
L u t h e r a n e x c l u s i v e n e s s . L u t h e r a n s i n s i s t t h a t e u c h a r i s t i c s h a r i n g must come 
b e f o r e agreement on t h e s u c c e s s i o n . Such i n s i s t e n c e i s u n a c c e p t a b l e , and we ' »" 
s h o u l d be honest enough to s a y so t o our L u t h e r a n f r i e n d s . 

As may be imagined, t h e s e v i e w s generated some heat among L u t h e r a n s . One L u t h e r a n p a s t o r , David 
Gustafson, responded i n a l a t e r number of the same E p i s c o p a l i a n p u b l i c a t i o n . He s a i d : 

I t h i n k the b e s t way t o approach t h e d i a l o g u e s , e u c h a r i s t i c h o s p i t a l i t y , 
and p o s s i b l e intercommunion i s t o s e e o u r s e l v e s a s m u t u a l l y s i n f u l , w i t h 
shortcomings. 

He asked Wantland, r h e t o r i c a l l y : 
What would happen to the d i a l o g u e s i f L u t h e r a n s were to t a k e a s i m i l a r 

- ' a t t i t u d e w i t h r e g a r d t o d o c t r i n a l p u r i t y and i n s i s t w i t h o u t compromising t h a t 
E p i s c o p a l i a n s be more c o n s i s t e n t i n t h e i r d o c t r i n e ? 

Wantland answered: 



I submit t h a t the E p i s c o p a l Church would g r e a t l y b e n e f i t . F o r too l o n g 
A n g l i c a n s have been seen a s f u z z y i n t h e i r t h i n k i n g , a l l o w i n g j u s t about any 
view i m a g i n a b l e . I t i s h i g h time f o r us t o s t a t e p r e c i s e l y where t h e c h u r c h 
r e a l l y s t a n d s , and what i s i t s minimum e s s e n t i a l d e p o s i t of f a i t h , about which " i 

t h e r e can be no compromise. I t might even be h i g h time t o t e l l some of our 
b i s h o p s , p r i e s t s , deacons and l a i t y t h a t i f t h e y p e r s i s t i n t e a c h i n g f a l s e 
d o c t r i n e , they w i l l have t o l e a v e the c h u r c h . 

Wantland d i d not speak o n l y f o r h i m s e l f ; o t h e r s f e l t h i s c o n c e r n s a s w e l l . The problem was s o l v e d , i n 
the end, by adding q u a l i f y i n g p h r a s e s t o t h e agreement. 

The r e s o l u t i o n s p a s s e d by E p i s c o p a l and L u t h e r a n Conventions e x p l i c i t l y s t a t e d t h a t the agreement "does 
not i n t e n d t o s i g n i f y t h a t f i n a l r e c o g n i t i o n of each o t h e r ' s E u c h a r i s t s o r m i n i s t r i e s has y e t been 
a c h i e v e d . " 

I n a d d i t i o n , c l a r i f y i n g commentaries from both the E p i s c o p a l i a n s and the L u t h e r a n s i n c l u d e d " c o n s c i e n c e 
c l a u s e s " . As the E p i s c o p a l commentary p u t s i t : 

The proposed t e x t does not c o n s t i t u t e what o t h e r w i s e might be c a l l e d 
" r e c i p r o c a l intercommunion". I n d i v i d u a l members of each church a r e l e f t t o • f••• 

make t h e i r own d e c i s i o n s about whether t o a c c e p t t h e i n v i t a t i o n from the o t h e r . " ?-
N e i t h e r E p i s c o p a l i a n s nor L u t h e r a n s as c h u r c h e s d e c l a r e h e r e t h a t t h e y 
r e c i p r o c a l l y a c c e p t on b e h a l f of t h e i r members t h i s i n v i t a t i o n . 

Wantland welcomed the r e s o l u t i o n , as p h r a s e d and c l a r i f i e d . He wrote: 
As a matter of f a c t , many L u t h e r a n s might have some c o n s c i e n t i o u s o b j e c t i o n 

t o r e c e i v i n g a t a l t a r s p r e s i d e d over by p r i e s t s whose t h e o l o g y might be h i g h l y 
' '-' q u e s t i o n a b l e . L i k e w i s e , A n g l i c a n s would c e r t a i n l y o b j e c t t o r e c e i v i n g at a l t a r s 

where the p r e s i d e n t of t h e E u c h a r i s t might be a l a y person (a p r a c t i c e 
p e r m i t t e d i n many L u t h e r a n c h u r c h e s ) , and might f i n d i t i m p o s s i b i e to r e c e i v e 
from a m i n i s t e r who i s not i n the A p o s t o l i c S u c c e s s i o n . 

...what the E p i s c o p a l Church has done does not p r o v i d e . . . f o r intercommunion 
. . . I t does not r e c o g n i s e L u t h e r a n O r d e r s . But i t does a l l o w f o r a c l o s e r 
c o o p e r a t i o n w i t h L u t h e r a n s , and r e c o g n i s e s a g r e a t s i m i l a r i t y i n t h e o l o g i c a l 
u n d e r s t a n d i n g of sacraments and f a i t h . As such, t h i s i s a s i g n i f i c a n t and 
p o t e n t i a l l y c o n s t r u c t i v e s t e p . F o r t h i s r e a s o n , we applaud t h e c a r e f u l and 
t h o u g h t f u l n e g o t i a t i o n t h a t has gone i n t o i t . 

Once the r e s o l u t i o n s were pa s s e d , g u i d e l i n e s were needed t o r e g u l a t e t h e " j o i n t , common c e l e b r a t i o n s " 
now a l l o w e d . Each church has produced i t s own. Some of them a r e s t r i c t l y a d m i n i s t r a t i v e , i n the i n t e r e s t s 
of "good o r d e r " . The p e r m i s s i o n of the b i s h o p s (or o t h e r church o f f i c e r s ) who have j u r i s d i c t i o n i n t h e 
l o c a l a r e a , s h o u l d be o b t a i n e d . 

The conduct of the s e r v i c e s h o u l d be planned w e l l i n advance. I t s h o u l d i n c l u d e both Word and 
Sacrament. The host m i n i s t e r s h o u l d p r e s i d e , or s e r v e as the c h i e f c e l e b r a n t , u s i n g h i s or her l i t u r g y ; t h e 
guest m i n i s t e r s h o u l d p r e a c h . Both s h o u l d s t a n d at the a l t a r , and t h e y s h o u l d s h a r e i n a d m i n i s t e r i n g t h e 
elements. 

Some of the g u i d e l i n e s show a concern f o r the s e n s i t i v i t i e s of the o t h e r t r a d i t i o n . The Lutheran 
g u i d e l i n e s s a y : 

S i n c e the e u c h a r i s t i c p r a y e r i s r e q u i r e d i n t h e E p i s c o p a l t r a d i t i o n and an * ' 
o p t i o n i n the L u t h e r a n t r a d i t i o n , L u t h e r a n s s h o u l d employ a e u c h a r i s t i c p r a y e r . 

The E p i s c o p a l g u i d e l i n e s f o c u s on p o t e n t i a l l y awkward language i n e u c h a r i s t i c p r a y e r s , and on vestments. 
The g u i d e l i n e s recommend E u c h a r i s t i c P r a y e r B from the P r a y e r Book's modern language R i t e I I (when the 
E p i s c o p a l book i s u s e d ) . No r e a s o n s a r e g i v e n , but I t h i n k t h a t what i s b e h i n d t h i s i s an awareness t h a t 
L u t h e r a n s a r e s e n s i t i v e about e u c h a r i s t i c s a c r i f i c e and t r a n s u b s t a n t i a t i o n . The E p i s c o p a l g u i d e l i n e s 
recommend t h a t a l l " j o i n t c e l e b r a n t s " wear the vestments used i n the t r a d i t i o n of t h e h o s t church whether 
E p i s c o p a l or L u t h e r a n . Imagine, i f you w i l l , an A n g l i c a n p r i e s t i n a N o r d i c c h u r c h wearing the c l e r i c a l 
r u f f ! Here the E p i s c o p a l i a n s a r e i n advance of the L u t h e r a n s , who recommend t h a t " m i n i s t e r s should be 
v e s t e d i n the manner a p p r o p r i a t e t o t h e i r t r a d i t i o n " -- t o each t h e i r own t r a d i t i o n , one supposes, so t h a t 
the L u t h e r a n p a s t o r would always wear h i s accustomed v e s t m e n t s . 

The g u i d e l i n e s which may be of s p e c i a l i n t e r e s t a r e t h o s e which a r e c l e a r l y i n t e n d e d to safeguard 
p o i n t s important t o one's own t r a d i t i o n . The L u t h e r a n s a r e v e r y s e n s i t i v e about A n g l i c a n doubts r e g a r d i n g 
t h e i r o r d i n a t i o n s , as s e n s i t i v e as A n g l i c a n s a r e about Roman C a t h o l i c doubts. So two important g u i d e l i n e s 
s t a t e : 

The p a r i t y of both E p i s c o p a l and L u t h e r a n l i t u r g i c a l t r a d i t i o n s must be 
m a n i f e s t e d i n t h e s e s e r v i c e s . R e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of both denominations s h o u l d 
have s i g n i f i c a n t l e a d e r s h i p r o l e s i n the s e r v i c e . 

D uring the G r eat T h a n k s g i v i n g , m i n i s t e r s from both t r a d i t i o n s s h o u l d be J 
p r e s e n t a t the a l t a r . There s h o u l d be o n l y one p r e s i d i n g m i n i s t e r . Only t h i s 



person s h o u l d r e c i t e t h e e u c h a r i s t i c p r a y e r . C o n c e l e b r a t i o n by word or g e s t u r e 
i s p r e c l u d e d . 

The L u t h e r a n s do not want t o imply t h a t t h e p r e s e n c e of an E p i s c o p a l p r i e s t a t t h e i r ? 
a l t a r i s the o n l y t h i n g which makes t h e " j o i n t c e l e b r a t i o n " a v a l i d l y c e l e b r a t e d sacrament. 

The E p i s c o p a l i a n s have t h e i r own c o n c e r n s as w e l l . Two of them a r e i n r e g u l a t i o n s p a s s e d by t h e same 
Ge n e r a l Convention which a u t h o r i s e d the I n t e r i m E u c h a r i s t i c S h a r i n g . The r e g u l a t i o n s r e q u i r e : 

t h a t whenever a P r i e s t or Bishop of t h i s Church s h a l l be t h e c e l e b r a n t o r one 
of the c e l e b r a n t s a t any e c u m e n i c a l s e r v i c e of the E u c h a r i s t , . . . [ l ] t h a t t h e 
s a i d P r i e s t or Bishop j o i n i n the c o n s e c r a t i o n of t h e g i f t s i n a j o i n t 

; c e l e b r a t i o n , [2] t h a t any of the b l e s s e d elements r e m a i n i n g a t the end of the 
s e r v i c e be r e v e r e n t l y consumed... 

A n g l i c a n s w i l l u n d e r s t a n d t h e concern about r e v e r e n t l y consuming c o n s e c r a t e d elements remaining a t t h e 
end of the s e r v i c e . L u t h e r a n s have c o n f e s s i o n a l documents which a f f i r m t h e i r b e l i e f i n t h e Sacramental 
P r e s e n c e , so t h e y do not need t o g i v e the elements any s p e c i a l t r e a t m e n t . But we do not have such 
documents; so we do t h i s . I t i s important t o u s . As i t happens, many L u t h e r a n s a l r e a d y do t h i s t o o , so i t 
poses no problems. 

The o t h e r p o i n t c o u l d r a i s e d i f f i c u l t i e s , i f the people i n v o l v e d a r e s u f f i c i e n t l y stubborn. The 
Convention's r e g u l a t i o n s a i d t h a t t h e p r i e s t or b i s h o p was t o " j o i n i n the c o n s e c r a t i o n o f t h e g i f t s " . 
Here i s now the g u i d e l i n e s expand on t h i s : 

The c h i e f c e l e b r a n t s h o u l d s a y t h e E u c h a r i s t i c P r a y e r i n i t s e n t i r e t y . The 
j o i n t c e l e b r a n t / s s h o u l d i n d i c a t e t h e i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n by s t a n d i n g a t t h e a l t a r 
t o g e t h e r w i t h the p r i n c i p a l c e l e b r a n t and by e x t e n d i n g h i s r i g h t hand d u r i n g -
the Words of I n s t i t u t i o n and/or by j o i n i n g i n the Words of I n s t i t u t i o n i n an 
undertone. 

C o n t r a s t t h i s w i t h the L u t h e r a n commentary's remarks c o n c e r n i n g c o n c e l e b r a t i o n -- i n c l u d i n g the j o i n t 
r e c i t a t i o n of the Words of I n s t i t u t i o n by m i n i s t e r s from v a r i o u s 
denominations: ,/ ? , 

C o n c e l e b r a t i o n as i t developed h i s t o r i c a l l y o r i s p r a c t i s e d e c u m e n i c a l l y 
today i s not an o p t i o n f o r L u t h e r a n p a s t o r s of the American L u t h e r a n Church or 
t h e L u t h e r a n Church i n America. L u t h e r a n s , w i t h a f u n c t i o n a l v i e w of the 
m i n i s t r y as an O f f i c e of the Word, have not adopted c o n c e l e b r a t i o n which i s 
h i s t o r i c a l l y r o o t e d i n a view of the c o l l e g i a t e c h a r a c t e r of an o r d a i n e d 
p r i e s t h o o d g i v e n s p e c i a l power through o r d i n a t i o n , and i n a h i e r a r c h i c a l 
u n d e r s t a n d i n g of the church. Nor a r e L u t h e r a n s a t t r a c t e d t o models of 
c o n c e l e b r a t i o n which a v o i d t h e q u e s t i o n of t h e o l o g i c a l c o n s e n s u s . 

The Commentary then quotes a 1978 Statement on Communion P r a c t i c e s : "Only one m i n i s t e r s h a l l p r e s i d e over 
the e n t i r e c e l e b r a t i o n . " 

Such language sounds s t r o n g t o A n g l i c a n e a r s . The E p i s c o p a l g u i d e l i n e s a r e o n l y s u g g e s t i o n s ; the f i n a l 
a u t h o r i t y i n each d i o c e s e r e s t s w i t h the d i o c e s a n b i s h o p . The L u t h e r a n g u i d e l i n e s appear t o have a u t h o r i t y 
over the L u t h e r a n b i s h o p s I t i s c u r i o u s t h a t L u t h e r a n s , w i t h t h i s " f u n c t i o n a l " view of o r d a i n e d m i n i s t r y , 
have developed so p o w e r f u l a s e n s e of the a u t h o r i t y of t h e Church o v e r i t s b i s h o p s . I s u s p e c t A n g l i c a n 
b i s h o p s would not welcome such an u n d e r s t a n d i n g of e c c l e s i a s t i c a l a u t h o r i t y , d e s p i t e Wantland's comments. 

As t h e r e i s no room i n t h i s p o s i t i o n f o r t h e " c h i e f c e l e b r a n t " and " j o i n t c e l e b r a n t " d e s c r i b e d i n t h e 
E p i s c o p a l g u i d e l i n e s , I s u s p e c t t h a t stubborn c l e r g y c o u l d w e l l r e a c h an impasse on t h i s matter, i f they 
a r e w i l l i n g t o l e t i t t u r n i n t o one. But they need not be. Perhaps I s h o u l d c l o s e t h i s i n t r o d u c t i o n by 
t e l l i n g you how two c o n g r e g a t i o n s ' m i n i s t e r s handled t h e i r s e r v i c e s . The l o c a l L u t h e r a n c h u r c h was being 
renovated. The b u i l d i n g would be unusable f o r many months. The p a s t o r and the l o c a l E p i s c o p a l r e c t o r were 
on f r i e n d l y terms, so t h e y d i s c u s s e d how t h e E p i s c o p a l b u i l d i n g c o u l d be made a v a i l a b l e t o t h e L u t h e r a n s . 
I t had a s m a l l c h a p e l , s e p a r a t e from the main ch u r c h , which they c o u l d use; but i t was too s m a l l , and t h e 
s i n g i n g of L u t h e r a n hymns would d i s t u r b the E p i s c o p a l s e r v i c e (and v i c e v e r s a ) , s i n c e both congregations 
were used to w o r s h i p p i n g at the same time. The s o l u t i o n dawned on both clergymen: t h e L u t h e r a n s would 
j o i n the E p i s c o p a l i a n s f o r the d u r a t i o n . They worked out a p a t t e r n of u s i n g one a n o t h e r ' s l i t u r g i c a l 
m a t e r i a l , and when one preached the o t h e r p r e s i d e d . There was no c o n c e r n about " c o n c e l e b r a t i o n " , no 
concern about " c h i e f " and " j o i n t " c e l e b r a n t s . 

I was t o l d t h i s happy t a l e by the p r i e s t concerned, back i n 1983. I t was a l i t t l e over a y e a r l a t e r 
t h a t I l e a r n e d t h a t he had been c o n s e c r a t e d Bishop C o a d j u t o r of V i r g i n i a . With h i s d i o c e s a n p l a n n i n g to 
r e t i r e i n January of t h i s y e a r , t h e Rt Revd P e t e r James Lee s h o u l d now have succeeded t o the p o s i t i o n o f 
Bishop of V i r g i n i a . Oh -- and I met him i n Oxford, among the A n g l o - C a t h o l i c s p r e s e n t a t the 150th 
a n n i v e r s a r y of the Oxford Movement. 


