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Iligcymok

Huxcge mopanumit Tekcr, ne mpusitaibHe cyaoBo Kmp Bacwis (JIoctena)
BHTOJIOMIEHe Ha TOYAaTKYy (mepimoi) creMdopacbkoi cecii Crypitinoi I'pyma
Kuiscbkoi Ilepksa. Biiaguka npejcrapJ/isie Jemo 3 renesd I'pynH, sK TaKoX i
nepe6ir mopii, siki BinOyJiucs Ha mepinii cecii 8 Okecpopai. Bin omucye, K To
MOJKJIHBICTh TaKHX €KYMeHIYHHX 3ycTpiueil OyJia TeMOI0 PO3MOB MK HHM Ta
B/1afuKol0 Beepostonom. 3rooM o. i-p Auapiit UnpoBchKHil HaB'A3aB KOHTAKT
3 BJ1auKolo KasticrocoM B Tilt cnipasi, i py noModi o. apxnManapura Cepris
YCTiliHe HO IUISHA Npo nepiry 3ycTpid B Okcdpopai.  Buaguka 3i 3a0BoJIeHHAM
TBEPAHTB, IO I Jac MUCKYCilt B OKcop/i, yIaCHHKH HiKOJIH He NUTHIHCA Ha
«KoHdpeciiiHi Tabopn». OHAK, PIBHOYACHO He MPONOHYBAJIOCS (haJIBIIMBOTO
KOHCEHCYCY, 91 «KOMIIPOMiciB». | KaTOJIMKH i mpaBOCJIaBHI IAPO MPeACTABJIAJIH
MHCJICHH: cBoiX llepKoB, 10 MOC/TyKHTD IJIA PO3BHTKY cIuIbHOI Bisii Ilepkpa
Temep i B MaliGyTHbOMY. SIK OCHOBHHiI mpuHImMN Opani I'pymd, ydacHMKH
OpHIHAH 3acajxy, mo [IpaBocsiaBra i KaTtosmmbka Ilepksu, ne IlepkBu mo-cecTpH,
Ta II0 OCHOBA [Jii €BeHTYaJbHOTO NOEMHAHHA IIe [Kepesja 3 IMEPIIOro
THCAYIOMITTS—a caMe, ciM Beesrerchrmx Co6opis, ot IlepkBu, Ta mocin Liepksn
3 9aciB mepeji po3JOPOM.

Perrra petadiis 3i csiosa Kup Bacwuis, ue indopmanii, siki HasiBHI B IbOMY Ta
nonepeAHLOMY quci JIozoc -y, HaNPUKJIa, TeMH pedepaTiB, TOIIO.
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It is a pleasure to welcome the Kievan Church Study Group to the Diocese
of Stamford, both those who were with us for the Oxford consultation and
those who are joining us now. In our final session at Oxford we decided to
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begin this present consultation with a review or synopsis of what was
accomplished in Oxford. Naturally, everyone should read the actual papers
from Oxford attentively; even those who were present will find points that
‘were missed during the discussions, and those who were not present will gain
a more thorough understanding of what happened. My comments this morning
are based on my own notes and my own memory, and I trust that those who
were in Oxford will add points that I may omit, and that questions from those
who were not in Oxford will lead to a further development.

The Oxford consultation came about on the initiative of several persons.
Bishop Vsevolod and I had thought of such a meeting two or three years ago.
Then Father Andriy Chirovsky travelled to Oxford for the International
Patristic Conference in the summer of 1991, where he had an opportunity to
discuss the idea with Bishop Kallistos. Meanwhile Keston College moved
from Kent to Oxford, so that Father Archimandrite Serge, who works for
Keston, is in frequent contact with Bishop Kallistos. The proposal for a
consultation took shape in the late autumn and winter of 1991, and by the
spring of 1992 the dates were set and we had agreed to meet in Oxford itself,
in the House of Saint Gregory and Saint Macrina, attached to the Orthodox
Church in Oxford.

Originally, we planned an informal, private gathering. But in May 1992
the Ukrainian Greco—Catholic Synod, meeting at Saint George’s Cathedral in
L’viv, welcomed Bishop Vsevolod as our most honoured guest, and gave an
official blessing to the Oxford consultation. In response, the Ecumenical
Patriarch Bartholomaios of Constantinople also gave his personal blessing to
the consultation. While these marks of approval were certainly welcome and
encouraging, they also aroused greater public interest in our work and moved
all of us to give our preparation careful attention.

Just before the Oxford consultation, the Fellowship of Saints Alban and
Sergius held its annual conference at High Leigh, and devoted its attention to
the situation of the Church in Eastern Europe. Several of our participants were
also involved in this conference: Bishop Kallistos gave a paper on the role of
the Greco—Catholics in the dialogue between the Roman Catholic Church and
the Eastern Orthodox Church; Father Serge Keleher spoke on the revival of
our Church in Ukraine, and Bishop Vsevolod both chaired the session at which
Father Serge spoke, and served Pontifical Divine Liturgy for the conference on
Saturday morning. Father Graham Woolfenden and Hieromonk Elias (of the
Carmelites), who gave our consultation important practical help, were also
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active participants in the Fellowship conference. So that conference led
directly into our Oxford consultation.

In Oxford, the hospitality of the House of Saint Gregory and Saint
Macrina was exemplary, with comfortable accommodations and remarkably
good meals—I hope that our kitchen here in Stamford will be able to match
this high standard. We arranged a chapel in the library for the days of the
consultation, and served Divine Liturgy there each morning. Father Peter
Galadza ably led the chanting for all our services.

On the first morning, after breakfast, Bishop Vsevolod led us all in the
Moleben for the grace of the Holy Spirit. Bishop Kallistos then gave the first
paper, on ecclesiology.

The bishop’s paper set the ground for our entire discussion. There was
never a moment during our Oxford session when the conversation broke along
denominational lines, and much of the credit for this achievement belongs to
Bishop Kallistos. With courageous honesty, the bishop acknowledged the
wrong that was done to the Greco—Catholics in the persecution, and stressed
the need to ask and extend mutual forgiveness and pardon. This cleared the air
at once. The bishop’s paper and the ensuing discussion spurred by Fr.
Chirovsky’s response readily agreed that we accept the same sources: the
Seven Councils, the Holy Fathers, and the normative quality of the first
millennium of the Church. With such a thorough and solid foundation, it was
possible to seek a consensus.

At the same time, there was no hint of compromise from anyone. From the
first moment, we were all aware that any compromise would be irresponsible
and unproductive, and that only a genuine consensus would be fruitful. We all
wanted such a consensus; the effort to reach it meant that, as all the
participants mentioned, this was one of the most intense, hard-working
theological meetings that any of us had ever attended.

In view of what has been accomplished by the Joint International
Commission for the Theological Dialogue between the Roman Catholic
Church and the Eastern Orthodox Church, we accept and base ourselves upon
the ecclesiology of communion between Sister Churches. This understanding
impels us to make every effort at a positive appreciation of developments in
the Sister Churches during the second millennium, viewing each other no
longer as enemies, as heretics, or as schismatics, but as estranged brothers
whose mutual reconciliation is required by God and by our common Faith.



