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By RELIGIOUS NEWS SERVICE

Intercemmumon the sharmg of the. Eucharist by
followers of Christ, has once again becore a focus of
attention in the movement for Chr, stxan umty.

As Roman Cathohcs and vanous Protestant
traditiofi§ have found agreementjon such major doc-
trinal - matters as the nature of the, mimistry and tne
meaning of the sacraments, ecumenﬂsts have suggested
that exploration of intercommunion is the next logical
step - '

But. whxle many Protestants fepl ‘a .shared Eucharist'

can be a_move on/the -road t§ eventua] _unity, most
Cathohc:‘tﬁeo“foglans étress that rt ust come only as the
gulmination of such a process. The same viewpoint is
shared among Eastern Orthodox Chnstxans

In 1972, the Vatican Secretarla{t for Christian Unity
issued an “instructior;” on the subject which said that
“admission to Catholic Eucharistic Communion -is
confined to cases of those Christiahs who have a faith ift
the sacraments in conformity with that of .the Church,
who experience- a: serious need} for :thés Edéhakistic
sustenance who for a prolonged|petiod are ynable to ™
have recourse to a minister ot their own commumty,
and who ask for the sacrament of eir own accord.”

David Perman, a Iayman of the Church of Eng]and
has written in his. bqok; Change| & “fhie Churches: An
Anatomy of Religion in Britain, that " ‘the Vatican's.rule
is clear, but the pragtice is certafnlyz tot. There have -
been spec\acular tranggressions'of the rule at ecumenical
gatherings in Europe.-and. Amer%ca’ since the Secﬂ
‘Vatican Council and' on a ‘less! poticeable level. in:.
tercommanion by individuals land® smalt -groups,
especially of chansmahc Chnstmr!s isgoing on desplte
the rule.” o ; o _

In Perman’s view, “the obiectioﬁs to intercommunion
are not theplogical o- .much as”psychalogical.” By the
same token lt can be‘argued that gpsych&}logrcalwfacfors
have been at work ip those situati ns,whéte restrictionis

\
against _intercommunion have Been ign; -zealdlis
people %éeking to” a“l Fance - Cl'msnan ‘umty in k)cal

situations. . f, ‘»'z
An unusually hard- hnttmg statement hy parhcrpants
Roman Catholic/ Presbytenan-Retormcd
Consultation last year referred to fellings.of “insult and
tear” that have arisen/because of cﬂrigial prohibitions of
mtercommumon. - - ;f'
They declared that “I’resbytenan Reformed
.Christians feel msulted by RomaniCathglic suspicion of
the authenticity and integrity of |their Reformed Holy -
Communion: Reman' Catholic Chriséz
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The Road Slowed by

ians fear that .

themes and that *‘consequently, Reformed dxscxp]me is
tdo liberal in its admission to the Lord’s ‘Supper and too -
casual in its treatmient of the ‘elemefits used in- the
celebration: These festering feelings of i sult and of fear
threaten to poxson ecumenical re]ancms 4

Yet participants in a similar diald|
ternational level took-a more cautious pproach on the
matter. A co-chairman of the dialogue between the
World Alliance of Reforméd Churchesjand-the Vatican |
iSecretariat for Christisn Unity” rec¢ntly ~said -that -
although they. reached common understandings about
the meaning, purpose and basic doctrihe of the Lord's
-Supper, thé two groups cannot envisage an’ xmmedlate
possxblhty of mtercommumon '

Dr. E. Davxd lehs professor of heology at San
Francisco Theological Seminary, notedjthat agreements
reached during the. dialogues « “feverse misun-
- derstandings about the' Eucharist that; have. helped to
.keep ,Roman Catholic and Refo med Churches
separated and often antagonistic for 400 ‘years.” But he
.also pointed out that there are glsagree nents on what is
_required for ordination of ministers and priests to make

"eucharistic fellowship possible.

In 1974 a report ‘on the U.S. di logues between
Roman Catholic and Christian Churth (stcxples of
Christ) theologxﬁhs urged that intercommunion be
explored. “as soom as._possible.” ‘But -although the
Cathohc~Dlsc:ples .dialogues receptly] began a new
round:’ mtercommumcm Was nobaus » cxhc«ntem -on the‘
agenda. ‘ - , T

Anghcan Archblshop Donald Cogg n of Canterbury
has expressed impatience at the “slow, pace” which_he
feels has marked progress in Anglican-Catholic relations
in the past.decade. Preaching at an ecumernical serwce
during the Week of Prayer-- for .Christian: Unity: i
January, he said, “We recognize our, nity.in bapnsm' ,
We persist in disunity: at the Eycharist. So we-go to our
mission weak,- where we should he strong, agd in-
vl;,orated o . s

In response to the Anghcan [‘r;mate s plea, Cardmal

‘told the General Synod of the Church of England a week
‘later that “sharing in communion at the alfar” must
the “sign and expfression of.full unity.” He stressed that
“there are other questions to be resolved'béfore-we can,
as Churches, approach the alt r of the Lord together g
The Long lsfand ‘Catholjc, newsweekly ol the
Rockville Centre diocese, cof mented editorially. .that
the word ¥intercommunion” denotes an understandmg
of the.Eucharist “not shared by the Catholic and Eastern
Orthodox Churches, fully: two-thirds of the Christian
world. These Churches seek not intercommurion
among Churchesgbut full communion — a full sharing in -
a common proge?smn of faith|. . . in thé'one Chureh,”
lts editorial was in responLe to Dr. Coggan’s call tor .
intercommunion] and echoed a similar editorial.ithad .
.published in 1977 in response to comments by Lutheran
pastor-editor Ri thard John Neuhaus, who had said in
St. Louis that(]
“Lutherans is the{ resumption| of eucharistic fellowshxp
with the blshop of Rome and wnth fho_se who are in
fello»wshxp with, hxm.
Desprte the r‘eluctance o
_approve mtercorpmumon on
“denominatiens, .| U.S. ~ dioceses - have begun: “Assuing:
guidelines; kbased on .the 1972 Vatican instruction,
setting forth conditions under which non-Cathohcs may
receive Commumon in Catho| ic churches™ L

Tlhe Newark drchdrocese ig belneve¢to be the, Firstin
- the nationy aut‘hcfnzmg priests| ta.admit nontCatkolics to
the Eicharist without first checkirg with the bishop.
Guidelines:. adopted. by -the Louisville. archdiocese
require ptiests io -request . episcopal ‘approval , before

i =

Catholxc authormes to-
in official basis. wnth other

Reformed eucharistic' doctrine underplays ‘important  George- Basnl Huine, OSB“ Archbxsho;i of Westmmster, admnmstermg, thr sacramentt no\n:C,at.hohc‘s.}

Jewish Center Showzng Russum .l.sszde i

Photographs of anh fm—l sculpturelylLRuss:angws
derground” art show -in  whoj b lled “dissidents
Leningrad are on' display at  were Tl
the ]ewxsh Commumty‘ the |
Center, 1200 Edgewood there
They picture pamnngq and < their

’

private’ \-was brou b
the cente and the Jewns
Federanon

exhlbrtxon N a._
apaitment, advertised solely
by word of mouth, repor-
tedly.drew 4.006 visitors.
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. The photo-ddcumentary ’ unde‘rground ke
: : " took :place 'in|
November 1975 ]
"Photographs, . and later, [
some of the original works of
art, were sttiggled out of the |
Sovxet Uhion, Critical ac- |
claim and . general pub1|c1;yf

have worked as.a lemer an

" haye gon€ to lsrael and on¢®
, »awaxts entry to thg,,,Umtqd
States. The urposem

ing the. show in cmes
]ewxs,p
" pressure -ntxl the release of;
the-other 1ght amsts
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_ (served as~assocna§e executive ~

At HOSplI'
. Sister Ann - William
"Bradley DC, acnrgexecutive ‘
director of St Mary's
-Hospital, has béen appointed
chairman of th&-.Board. o
Trustées. of the- mst:tutlon.w
Her position was announced
last wéek. Shé. assumed~ the
chanr at the:'same fime:~

Most recently .she has

director: . ~wmt p Slster
DeéChantal:
taken. aanothen ! assxgnmem
thhher orde:. i
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Sister Ann is a graduate of -

ly , Brown of
{Génesee “Mental * He;g]th
Clinic will speak o | Isstes,
Prob]ems d Ad

‘the ‘immediate: ecumenical task' of~
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