A Summary of the Lambeth Commission on Communion’s
Windsor Report 2004
The Lambeth Commission on Communion was charged to find “practical recommendations… for maintaining the highest degree of communion that may be possible in the circumstances resulting from… the Episcopal Church (USA) to appoint a priest in a committed same sex relationship as one of its bishops, and of the Diocese of New Westminster to authorize services for use in connection with same sex unions….”  The commission has done an admirable work and has provided its recommendations in a 93-page report.  The report will not fully satisfy either the liberal or the conservative sides of the Anglican Communion, but it does provide a somewhat reasonable way forward.

The report itself identifies the “chief recommendations of the report” as:

1. An enhanced role for the Archbishop of Canterbury.

2. A Council of Advice.

3. An Anglican Covenant

4. Statements on elections to the episcopate

5. Recommendations arising from the consecration of the Bishop of New Hampshire.

6. Recommendations on rites of blessing of same sex unions

7. Recommendations on alternative pastoral oversight

The Archbishop of Canterbury
“The role of the Archbishop of Canterbury in relation to each of the other Instruments of Unity is pivotal.  The Archbishop convenes both the Lambeth Conference and the Primates’ Meeting, and is ex officio the President of the Anglican Consultative Council.  This places the Archbishop at the centre of each of the Instruments, and as the one factor common to all….  The commission believes therefore that the historic position of the Archbishop of Canterbury must not be regarded as a figurehead, but as the central focus of both unity and mission within the Communion….  This Commission is of the opinion that the Archbishop has the right to call or not to call to these gatherings whomsoever he believes is appropriate, in order to safeguard, and take counsel for, the well-being of the Anglican Communion.  The Commission believes that in the exercise of this right the Archbishop of Canterbury should invite participants to the Lambeth Conference on restricted terms at his sole discretion if circumstances exist where full voting membership of the Conference is perceived to be an undesirable status, or would militate against the greater unity of the Communion.”
A Council of Advice
“The Commission concludes that the establishment of a Council of Advice would considerably enhance the foundations of any authority on which the Archbishop might feel truly enabled to act.  In addition, the relationship between the Archbishop and the Secretariat of the Anglican Consultative Council must be reconsidered….  We therefore recommend the establishment of a Council of Advice to the Archbishop to assist him in discerning when and how it might be appropriate for him to exercise a ministry of unity on behalf of the whole Communion.”

An Anglican Covenant
“The Commission recommends, therefore, and urges the primates to consider, the adoption by the churches of the Communion of a common Anglican Covenant which would make explicit and forceful the loyalty and bonds of affection which govern the relationships between the churches of the Communion.  The Covenant could deal with: the acknowledgement of common identity; the relationships of communion; the commitments of communion; the exercise of autonomy in communion; and the management of communion affairs (including disputes).  A possible draft appears in Appendix Two….  As it is imperative for the Communion itself to own and be responsible for the Covenant, we suggest the following long-term process, in an educative context, be considered for real debate and agreement on its adoption as a solemn witness to communion:
· discussion and approval of a first draft by the primates

· submission to the member churches and the Anglican Consultative Council for consultation and reception

· final approval by the primates

· legal authorization by each church for signing, and

· a solemn signing by the primates in a liturgical context.

On Election to the Episcopate
“Anglicanism has always maintained that a bishop is more than simply the chief pastor to a local church.  Bishops are consecrated into an order of ministry in the worldwide Church of God….  The Communion has also made its collective position clear on the issue of ordaining those who are involved in same gender unions; and this has been reiterated by the primates through their endorsement of the 1998 Lambeth Conference resolution.  By electing and confirming such a candidate in the face of the concerns expressed by the wider Communion, the Episcopal Church (USA) has caused deep offence to many faithful Anglican Christians both in its own church and in other parts of the Communion….  However, it remains true that bishops of the Episcopal Church (USA) subsequent to the Primates’ Meeting in October 2003 must be taken to have acted in the full knowledge that very many people in the Anglican Communion could neither recognize nor receive the ministry as a bishop in the Church of God of a person in an openly acknowledged same gender union.  This inevitably raises the question of their commitment to the Episcopal Church (USA)’s interdependence as a member of the Anglican Communion to which its own Constitution and Canons makes reference….  In our view, those involved did not pay due regard, in the way they might and, in our view, should have done, to the wider implications of the decisions they were making and the actions they were taking….  We accept and respect the position taken up by the Archbishop of Canterbury in relation to the current incumbent of the See of New Hampshire.  In view of the widespread unacceptability of his ministry in other provinces of the Communion, we urge the proposed Council of Advice to keep the matter of his acceptability under close review.  We also urge the Archbishop, unless and until the Council of Advice (or, if the Council should not come into being, the Primates’ Meeting) indicate to the contrary, to exercise very considerable caution in inviting or admitting him to the councils of the Communion.”

Recommendations Arising from the Consecration of the Bishop of New Hampshire
“Mindful of the hurt and offence that have resulted from recent events, and yet also of the imperatives of communion – the repentance, forgiveness and reconciliation enjoined on us by Christ – we have debated long and hard how all sides may be brought together.  We recommend that:
· the Episcopal Church (USA) be invited to express its regret that the proper constraints of the bonds of affection were breached in the events surrounding the election and consecration of a bishop for the See of New Hampshire, and for the consequences which followed, and that such an expression of regret would represent the desire of the Episcopal Church (USA) to remain within the Communion

· pending such expression of regret, those who took part as consecrators of Gene Robinson should be invited to consider in all conscience whether they should withdraw themselves from representative functions in the Anglican Communion.  We urge this in order to create the space necessary to enable the healing of the Communion.  We advise that in the formation of their consciences, those involved consider the common good of the Anglican Communion, and seek advice through their primate and the Archbishop of Canterbury.  We urge all members of the  Communion to accord appropriate respect to such conscientious decisions.

· the Episcopal Church (USA) be invited to effect a moratorium on the election and consent to the consecration of any candidate to the episcopate who is living in a same gender union until some new consensus in the Anglican Communion emerges.”
Recommendations on Rites of Blessing of Same Sex Unions
“We believe that to proceed unilaterally with the authorization of public Rites of Blessing for same sex unions at this time goes against the formally expressed opinions of the Instruments of Unity and therefore constitutes actions in breach of the legitimate application of the Christian faith as the churches of the Anglican Communion have received it, and of bonds of affection in the life of the Communion, especially the principle of interdependence.  For the sake of our common life, we call upon all bishops of the Anglican Communion to honour the Primates’ Pastoral Letter of May 2003, by not proceeding to authorize public Rites of Blessing for same sex unions….  Because of the serious repercussions in the Communion, we call for a moratorium on all such public Rites, and recommend that bishops who have authorized such rites in the United States and Canada be invited to express regret that the proper constraints of the bonds affection were breached by such authorization.  Pending such expression of regret, we recommend that such bishops be invited to consider in all conscience whether they should withdraw themselves from representative functions in the Anglican Communion….  We urge all provinces that are engaged in processes of discernment regarding the blessing of same sex unions to engage the Communion in continuing study of biblical and theological rationale for and against such unions.  Such a process of study and reflection needs to include clarification regarding the distinction, if such exists, between same sex unions and same sex marriage.  This call for continuing study does not imply approval of such proposals.”
Recommendations on Alternative Pastoral Oversight
“In only those situations where there has been an extreme breach of trust, and as a last resort, we commend a conditional and temporary provision of delegated pastoral oversight for those who are dissenting….  While the temporary provision of pastoral oversight is in place there must also be a mutually agreed commitment to effecting reconciliation….  In this regard, we commend the proposals for delegated episcopal pastoral oversight set out by the House of Bishops of the Episcopal Church (USA) in 2004….  “Whilst there are instances in the polity of Anglican churches that more than one jurisdiction exists in one place, this is something to be discouraged rather than propagated.  We do not therefore favour the establishment of parallel jurisdictions….  We call upon those bishops who believe it is their conscientious duty to intervene in provinces, dioceses and parishes other than their own:

· to express regret for the consequences of their actions

· to affirm their desire to remain in the Communion, and

· to effect a moratorium on any further interventions.

“We also call upon these archbishops and bishops to seek an accommodation with the bishops of the dioceses whose parishes they have taken into their own care….  We further call upon those diocesan bishops of the Episcopal Church (USA) who have refuse to countenance the proposals set out by their House of Bishops to reconsider their own stance on this matter.  If they refuse to do so, in our view, they will be making a profoundly dismissive statement about their adherence to the polity of their own church.”

Conclusion
“There remains a very real danger that we will not choose to walk together.  Should the call to halt and find ways of continuing in our present communion not be heeded, then we shall have to begin to learn to walk apart.  We would rather not speculate on actions that might need to be taken if, after acceptance by the primates, our recommendations are not implemented….  Our aim throughout has been to work not for division but for healing and restoration….”
