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Full Synod: First Day
Monday 13 November 2023

THE CHAIR The Archbishop of Canterbury (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Dr Justin Welby)
took the Chair at 1.30 pm

The Chair: Members of Synod, we will have a silence before we begin Prayer in the
Middle of the Day, and | will leave it to Dylan to decide when we begin.

WORSHIP

The Chaplain to the Synod (The Revd Dylan Turner) led the Synod in an act of worship.

ITEM 1
INTRODUCTIONS AND WELCOMES

The Chair. In a moment | will read out the names of new members of Synod. As | read
out their names, | would be grateful if they would stand. | will then read out the names of
bishops who are attending this group of sessions. Please would they stand? And | will
then read out the names of the representatives from the Anglican Communion and please
if they would like to stand, and after that the cue for applause is “May we greet them all”.
It is not a question; it is a suggestion.

So let us begin. The new members are: the Revd Sue Rose, Diocese of Bath & Wells,
replacing the Revd Simon Robinson; the Revd James McCluskey, Diocese of
Chelmsford, replacing the Revd Andy Sachs; the Revd - and forgive me for the
mispronunciation here, | am not quite sure of the meaning of two dots in Finnish - Tuomas
Makipaa, Diocese in Europe, replacing the Revd Canon Smitha Prasadam, and please
remain standing once you have stood; the Revd Richard Seabrook, Diocese in Europe,
replacing the Revd Dale Hanson; Mrs Carys Puleston, Diocese of Exeter, replacing Mrs
Georgia Mutt; the Revd Canon Andrew Norman, Diocese of Leeds, replacing the Revd
Dr Che Seabourne; the Revd Christopher Johnson, Diocese of Leicester, replacing the
Revd Wendy Dalrymple; the Revd Dan Leathers, Diocese of Liverpool, replacing the
Revd Jack Shepherd; the Revd Adrian Clarke, Diocese of London, replacing the Revd
Fiona Jack; the Revd Jonathan Macy, Diocese of Southwark, replacing the Revd Canon
Tim Goode; Mrs Alianore Smith, Diocese of Southwark, replacing Mr Carl Hughes;
Professor Peter Harris, Diocese of Southwell & Nottingham, replacing Mr Gavin Drake;
the Revd William Harwood, Diocese of Truro, replacing the Revd Canon Anne Brown; the
Revd Jeffrey Terry, Diocese of Truro, replacing the Revd lan Gulland.

And among the bishops, the Bishop of Aston, the Rt Revd Anne Hollinghurst, for the
Diocese of Birmingham; the Bishop of Penrith, the Rt Revd Rob Saner-Haigh, for the
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Diocese of Carlisle; the Bishop of Taunton, the Rt Revd Ruth Worsley, for the Diocese of
Coventry; the Bishop of Huntingdon, the Rt Revd Dagmar Winter, for the Diocese of Ely;
the Bishop of Crediton, the Rt Revd Jackie Searle, for the Diocese of Exeter; the Bishop
of Brixworth, the Rt Revd John Holbrook, for the Diocese of Peterborough; and the Bishop
of Middleton, the Rt Revd Mark Davies, for the Diocese of Sodor & Man.

| warmly welcome and am very grateful, in two cases, for their long journeys and, in one
case, very short journey: the Most Rt Revd Kay Goldsworthy AO, the Archbishop of Perth;
the Most Revd Albert Chama, the Archbishop of Central Africa; and the Rt Revd Anthony
Poggo, the Secretary General of the Anglican Communion, all the way from Paddington.

May we greet them all.

That concludes our introductions and welcomes and, accordingly, | now hand over to the
Chair for our next item of business.

ITEM 2
JOINT PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS

THE CHAIR The Revd Esther Prior (Guildford) took the Chair at 1.49 pm

ITEM 2
JOINT PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS

The Chair: Good afternoon, Synod. We come to Item 2, the Joint Presidential Address.
| invite the Archbishops to make the Address.

The Archbishop of Canterbury (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Dr Justin Welby): Synod, this
is not exactly a joint Presidential Address; it is more of a several Presidential Address, if
you are a lawyer. We are not going to do it in chorus or simultaneously all together.

Most of this Synod meeting, as you probably are aware, will be focused on Living in Love
and Faith - and Archbishop Stephen will talk to us about that in a moment. | want to say
now that | stand in complete agreement with all that he will say.

Before that, | want to reflect on what it means to be part of the global Church in a time of
suffering, and particularly at a time when, as the Secretary General of the United Nations
said on 19 September at the General Assembly, the world is like a door off its hinges.

The war in Ukraine has rocked the foundations of our presumed peace in Europe. Its
effects continue to reverberate around the world, driving food insecurity in Africa, and in
many other parts of the world. Civil war is destroying communities and people in Sudan,
South Sudan, Myanmar, and so many other countries.



Lives have been devastated by flooding in Bangladesh and Libya, cyclones in North
America, rising sea levels in the Pacific, famine in Madagascar, drought in South Sudan
and across that region.

And of course the devastating violence in Israel and Palestine is in all our hearts as we
meet here today.

The barbaric slaughter of innocent Israelis by Hamas, the kidnapping of men, women and
young children has traumatised Israelis and Jewish people around the world. That was
borne in me most strongly in a visit to the Holy Land three weeks ago. The level of trauma
was overwhelming. It has reawakened terrible memories and sown a profound sense of
fear for the future. As one father of someone killed said to me, “I thought at least this was
the one country in the world where we were safe”.

In Jerusalem recently, | sat with an Israeli Jewish man who told me how members of his
family, aged from three to elderly, had all been taken hostage by Hamas. No parent
should ever lie awake at night wondering whether their child is alive, whether they are
being fed, whether they will ever hold them again. | renew my call for the release of all
those held captive since 7 October.

And for the Palestinians of Gaza - who have already suffered for so long under Hamas
rule and Israeli occupation and blockade - life has descended into a living hell from which
they cannot escape. For all Palestinians, the conflict has reawakened fears of a second
Nakba.

Israel’s bombardment of Gaza on this unprecedented scale has killed thousands upon
thousands of innocent people - including more than 4,000 children. No parent should
ever have to write their child’s name on their body so they can be identified if they do not
survive the next missile. No child should ever die with written on their body “unknown”.

The siege has denied people food, water, medical treatment. The current levels of aid
entering Gaza are utterly insufficient to meet the needs of more than 2 million people.
Doctors are now having to make the choice between who will be operated on without
anaesthetic, and who will receive no treatment at all.

The suffering of innocent Palestinians cries out as a great wrong. As | have said before,
the evils of Hamas cannot be paid for by the civilians of Gaza.

Meanwhile, the pressure on the West Bank is growing increasingly serious, and there is
rising abuse, harassment and discrimination against Palestinian citizens of Israel. Settler
violence from the illegal settlements under international law, apparently unchecked by
Israel as the occupying power, will lead to another arena of unconstrained war unless
Israel takes urgent steps to protect Palestinians.



| want to make clear that there is no equivalence between the atrocities of Hamas against
Israeli civilians, and the right and duty of Israel to defend itself. | have emphasised that
previously, and | do so again. But | also want to make clear that | do not believe the
devastating loss of civilian life and humanitarian catastrophe, resulting from lIsrael’s
bombardment and siege of Gaza, can be morally justified.

| think we need to be able to say both these things - in fact, it is essential that we do.

International humanitarian law exists for a reason: to protect our common humanity in
war. It is our shield against barbarity. All allegations of violations of international law
need to be investigated by the relevant authorities.

But as a religious leader, | can say that the killing of so many civilians, the extensive
damage to civilian infrastructure, cannot be morally justified.

When | visited Jerusalem, | joined the remarkable, extraordinary Christian leaders there,
united as they never have been literally in their history, in calling for an immediate
humanitarian ceasefire. That was over three weeks ago. Thousands more innocent men,
women and children in Gaza have been killed since then, while thousands in Israel still
mourn those killed on 7 October, and hundreds of families still plead for the release of
their loved ones.

So | repeat that call again with renewed urgency and even more force. This bloodshed
must cease. Hostages must be released, and aid must reach those in Gaza in dire need.

| do not have military or political answers to this crisis. | do not speak from those
perspectives. But the call for a ceasefire is a moral cry that we are hearing from people
of many faiths and none. Our common humanity must find another way to achieve justice,
security and peaceful coexistence for Israelis and Palestinians from now, for the future.
In Christ’s name, we cry from our hearts: “No more. The killing must stop”.

This violence will not secure for the people of the Holy Land the future they deserve and
need. All the people of the Holy Land, Israeli and Palestinian. We join the cries for
another way to be found.

What do we do as the Church in time of war? Bishop Bell spoke of that in a remarkable
essay in 1939. In time of war, he said, the Church must come back to its key calling “to
be the Church”. It models an alternative way: the pattern of the Christ-life. Reconciled
to God in Christ, we are a community of reconciliation and non-violence.

This has been one of the humbling lessons for me as Archbishop of Canterbury: to visit
Christians around the world who are witnessing and serving in the midst of conflict,
poverty and persecution, as the Church, truly the Church. These are the martyrs, living
or dead: martyr in the strict sense of witness, witnessing today.



Churches read the Bible and teach congregations under trees in a refugee camp in
Kenya. Worshippers receive the presence of Christ at a Eucharist in a cathedral in Sri
Lanka, still scarred by the 2019 Easter bombings. Hymns and praises to God are sung
in the South Sea Islands, alongside those bearing the brunt of climate change. Christians
are at the forefront of peace-making in South Sudan.

This is part of what makes our formative story as Christians. The conviction that suffering
does not have the last word. That even, perhaps especially, in the bleakest situations,
the light and life of God is found in the beauty and miracles of resurrection, ascension
and the sending of the Holy Spirit.

Here in the UK, the conflict in Israel and Palestine is prising people apart. Jewish people
are experiencing the trauma of the biggest single loss of life in one day since the Shoah.
They are a small global community, and everyone knows someone killed or taken hostage
on 7 October. Muslims, like Christians, feel a deep connection to the Holy Land. The
sight of so many Palestinian civilians being killed, the majority of whom are Muslim, cuts
deeply into the ties of the family of Islam.

Christians in the UK also suffer particularly when our Palestinian sister and brothers suffer
in the Occupied Territories and in Israel itself. We cannot, and we will not, ignore their
pain. The Church of England occupies a unique place in the ecology of churches and of
faiths in this land. We have a divine calling to be a Church in each community and for
each community, whether those we serve are Christians or not. That is the genius of the
parish and the diocese, the chaplaincy and all those who minister, lay and ordained, in
every part of England. That calling looks different in each community and in every place
and part of this country.

Often people are not looking for solutions from us, but we are called to love, to be present,
to be alongside, to be faithful, to pray for our enemies, to proclaim the good news of
Christ. These are the lessons of our sisters and brothers in the Caucasus, in Armenia,
Azerbaijan and Georgia, which | visited the week before 7 October, in Manipur, in Gaza
City, in Kyiv, in Nigeria and in so many other places. While there are hateful voices
stoking prejudice against anyone for any reason, we cannot stand by.

So we must rebuke those who are spreading vile antisemitic propaganda and harassing
and attacking our Jewish neighbours. We must rebuke those who engage in hateful
Islamophobic attacks and abuse against our Muslim neighbours. Believing that every
person, each person, is made in the image of God means that we have a responsibility
to speak out against all such evils, and to live out against all such evils, and to play our
part in building bridges across communities.

And the Church must always pray. For when we pray, we are turning away from the
delusion of self-sufficiency and saying that God is, in fact, in charge. As Karl Barth puts
it, “To clasp the hands in prayer is the beginning of an uprising against the disorder of the
world”. Prayer can put the world back on its hinges.



So, Synod, please donate to the Gaza Appeal, please walk alongside those from different
communities, but, more than anything else, pray, please pray, for peace, for wisdom, for
justice, for hope. It is on the cross and from the empty tomb that Jesus Christ won the
battle against evil. It is in our willingness to be present to the suffering of the world that
bitterness and brokenness can be transfigured, that peace can be pursued and the
ultimate power of God to transform and redeem can be realised and known.

The Diocese of Jerusalem is a church, a small church, that withesses to Jesus Christ in
times of great pain. The staff of Al-Ahli hospital in Gaza continue to this day to provide
medical care despite enormous personal risk. Programmes for women’s ministries are
strengthening relationships in communities across the region, ecumenical and interfaith
engagement is fostering understanding and tolerance. All of this work, whether in Gaza,
Israel, East Jerusalem or the West Bank, is keeping the hope of a just peace alive in
these times of difficulty. Sisters and brothers, let us continue to stand with them in our
Christian calling as justice seekers, peace makers, healers and bringers of good news.

It is my privilege now to introduce a message from Archbishop Hosam Naoum, recorded
on Friday for us in Jerusalem. Let us listen to the words of someone who is witnessing
to Christ amid such fear and uncertainty.

The Archbishop of Jerusalem (The Most Revd Hosam Naoum): Sisters and brothers in
Christ, | bring you greetings in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, here from Jerusalem,
the city of peace, the city of the empty tomb. | am really grateful to Archbishop Justin and
Archbishop Stephen for their gracious invitation to join you, albeit virtually, but | am also
thankful to each and every member of the General Synod, both lay and ordained, who
are welcoming me to be part of your deliberations.

| would like to thank Archbishop Justin for his Presidential Address and for his words of
peace and reconciliation. There continues to be a light to many places around the world,
and we know that, during war and during the time where we pursue peace, language of
reconciliation, trying to speak a word that brings people together can be difficult and it can
be controversial. But | believe that, here in the Holy Land, we need that language of
peace and reconciliation more than ever, especially since 7 October and the eruption of
violence and war in and around Gaza.

| would like to ask your prayers to continue, to hold both Palestinians and Israelis in your
prayers, and, as we continue to seek peace in the midst of war, | urge everyone to
continue to work towards a peaceful resolution, a ceasefire for humanitarian corridors,
and especially for those civilians, the protection of all civilians, especially in Gaza at this
time.

We know that violence can be indiscriminate in the sense that civilians, children, women
and elderly people are killed in the process and in the line of fire. We ask that all people



be considerate to what is taking place during these times of war, and to be aware that
people should not pay the price, especially those who are civilians.

We are always reminded, especially as we celebrated last weekend Remembrance Day
and Remembrance Sunday, that, at the end of the day, war will end, and what we will
remember is all those who have lost their lives, and also we will remember those who
have fought for the freedom of people, their own nations around the world.

In a time of war, especially here in the Middle East and the Holy Land, both Palestinians
and Israelis are seeking a better future, but this does not mean that violence can be the
only way, or even the way in which we strive for peace and reconciliation. You know, the
language of guns and the sound of bullets were never the way forward where people
would live together side by side.

So if we are really concerned about the security for Israelis and the self-determination of
the Palestinian people for a free and enduring and durable state in the future, we need
the efforts of everyone around the world, that we may focus on the day after the war
where peace, a just and lasting one, will be the only way forward for the end of the cycle
of violence here in the Holy Land.

Again, as we remember many places around the world, whether it is Ukraine or Sudan or
many other places where there is so much devastation, so much violence, and as we
continue to care for the Creation, our own mother planet Earth, | urge each and every one
of us, and especially those who are Christians around the world, to continue to care for
our world, for our Creation and part of that are human beings in whom God has grounded
his Creation with those created in God’s image.

So as we continue to strive for peace, and as we continue to spread the word of
reconciliation, even though it falls on deaf ears at this time of war and violence and
suffering, we need to hold to what we believe in because that is what God has called us
for.

And as John has recorded, one of the most beautiful verses that Jesus had spoken to his
people, in John 10:10, “| came that they may have life and have it in abundance”, so may
the qift of life, light and peace prevail here in the Holy Land, here in Jerusalem and from
Jerusalem to the ends of the earth.

May God bless you all, and | wish you all the best as you continue in your deliberations
at your General Synod, that Christ may increase in England and around the world. Amen.

The Archbishop of Canterbury (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Dr Justin Welby): The Psalmist
speaks to God in Psalm 39, “Hear my prayer, oh Lord, and give ear to my cry. Do not
hold your peace at my tears”. Hearing Archbishop Hosam speak to us from the holy city
of the resurrection, we join with that prayer as their prayer. With our brothers and sisters
in the Holy Land, we weep, we grieve, we lament and we protest and we pray for justice,



for reconciliation, for hope and for peace, “Hear my prayer, oh Lord, and give ear to my
cry. Do not hold your peace at my tears”. In the same Psalm, the Psalmist clings to God,
who alone brings peace and justice: “And now, oh Lord, what do | wait for? My hope is
in you”.

If you are comfortable standing, | invite as many as can now to stand in silent prayer for
the people of Israel and Palestine, whether they be Christian, Jewish or Muslim, and for
God’s Church in the Holy Land, for about two minutes.

The Archbishop of Canterbury (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Dr Justin Welby) led the Synod
in an act of worship.

The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell): Dear friends, we
now turn from the unbearable sadness of all that is happening in our world, especially in
Israel and Gaza, to the reason we are holding this November General Synod, our
continuing discussion on Living in Love and Faith. And the task of this Presidential
Address, my task as Archbishop, is to seek to draw us together across our differences,
reminding us of who we are in Christ.

Because this is why we are here this week, we are looking for ways to enact the decisions
we made in February that will honour God, uphold the unity and doctrine of the Church,
offer care, kindness and compassion in our communities, serve our nation, and most of
all, for me, always most of all, make Jesus know. And that is the question that | keep
coming back to: how can we know and see Jesus in the discussions of this Synod,
knowing that there are heavy disagreements between us?

Well, first of all, it will be how we disagree and how we express our deeply-held
convictions, how we live, in the powerful phrase that Timothy Radcliffe used in the retreat
before the recent meeting of the Roman Catholic Synod, how we live with contradictory
hopes. Right now, those contradictory hopes, those disagreements, appear to be
stretching us to breaking point in different ways, and for different reasons, and to different
degrees. Many of us have arrived at this Synod feeling weary, fearful, confused, even
angry about it all.

There are those voices that | respect who tell me that, in trying to find a way of living with
our disagreements, we are not only bound to fail, but will further hurt those who have
already been hurt so much by the Church, and further alienate those who have lost
confidence in the Church. | get that, but | am not sure we have the choice.

As | have said before, | dare to hope that, if we can tell a story of love and commitment
to each other with our contradictory hopes, then that is a story that the world desperately
needs to hear. So, dear sisters and brothers, dear friends, let us strive to see Jesus in
each other as we speak to and about each other.



Addressing these issues at last year’'s Lambeth Conference, Archbishop Justin said to
the assembled bishops, let us not treat each other lightly or carelessly. We are deeply
divided, that will not end soon, but we are called by Christ himself both to truth and unity,
and it is the same message for us. We are divided, and yet at the same time we are
called to truth and unity. We are pulling apart from one another, and yet the reconciling
God still draws us together.

So, secondly, might it be helpful to see where we do agree, for we agree that there should
be no place for homophobia in our Church, that right across the breadth of our traditions
we want our churches to be places of welcome for everyone. There is work to do on this
because we disagree on the form that welcome should take.

Some want to go much further than LLF proposes, so that same-sex couples can be
married in church. Others believe that even commending the prayers for private use is a
step too far. But this agreement that we do have is a place to begin. So | do not intend
to rehearse the deeply-held theological convictions which lie behind our different
positions. | accept that faithful Christian people read and search the Scriptures, seek the
guidance of the Spirit and pray earnestly to the Father, but arrive at different conclusions.

| do not know why this is. It would be easier and more straightforward if we all came to
the same conclusions. But | want to notice what we hold in common, because it is so
great and | am thankful for it, | see Jesus in it. For all of us, there will be lines we cannot
cross. Faithfulness to the Gospel as we have seen it and received it really matters, though
as William Blake put it, in a couplet that Rowan Williams described as horrifying, “The
vision of Christ which thou dost see is my vision’s greatest enemy”.

With such conflict, | stand with Rowan Williams, who went on to say in this sermon that,
in order to see Christ in each other in these situations, we have to turn to an authority that
we both accept, which is, thirdly, the place where we need to see Jesus more than ever,
upon the cross, the place wherefrom He sees us and breaks down the barriers between
us.

In this, all of us will find ourselves having to make painful decisions, some compromises,
and to love each other with greater fortitude and determination. Where we are right now
is not where any of us would like to be, but | continue to believe that we can find a way of
living in love and faith.

Furthermore, | stand by the statements | made in February. There will need to be some
sort of provision, but just as the way forward that is being proposed is pastoral, and in my
view does not mean a change in the Church of England’s doctrine of Holy Matrimony, so
| believe the reassurance and provision that we need should be pastoral. This is why |
will be supporting the amendment being put forward by the Bishop of Oxford, because,
as things stand, | am concerned that clergy using the commended prayers might find
themselves vulnerable to a legal challenge if their use of the prayer looks to someone
else to be a standalone service.



Something that allows standalone services for an experimental period seems to me to be
a sensible and pastoral way forward. It gives clergy and parishes who want to use the
Prayers of Love and Faith the legal protection they need, and because this will be on an
opt-in basis, clergy and parishes who, in good conscience, will not use the prayers will be
under no compunction or compulsion so to do, nor will they be disadvantaged in any way
by their decision. We will, of course, need further discussions about how this provision
continues to run through all that we are proposing.

| am sure the Bishop of London will say more about this when we get to that bit of our
agenda. | also recognise that the pastoral guidance that is such a key component in this
work should not be thought of as a fixed entity but a body of guidance that will evolve.
But my purpose in this address is not to anticipate the debate, rather it is to ask us to lift
our eyes above the debate to see Jesus, though even as | say this, | fear that some may
hear it as a misuse of power, talking about seeing Jesus in LLF as a way of monopolising
the spiritual high ground. Synod, that is not my intention.

For the last thing | want to say about seeing Jesus in LLF is seeing Jesus as judge, the
one to whom we will all render account. | am really quite an orthodox Christian who
believes unequivocally and unreservedly in the death and resurrection of our Lord Jesus
Christ, the need for repentance and amendment of life, who seeks to follow and live by
Christ’s teaching and who believes that Christ will come again.

Therefore, | know that one day | will have to give an account for my stewardship of God’s
Church. In my leading of the Church, where there is conscientious and Godly
disagreement, | choose to err on the side of generosity, to err on the side of mercy. When
| am in doubt, | seek to judge the tree by its fruits, and it is the fruit and the goodness and
the faithfulness that | have seen in so many gay and lesbian Christian couples, not least
so many faithful clergy, as | have also seen it in those who lead celibate lives and those
who are married, that has led me to support the direction of travel that we, the whole
Synod, supported in February.

But, for me, this must never be about winners and losers, for | am committed to the
flourishing of the whole Church, but it will be together with our differences that we will be
the Body of Christ. Therefore, we are not afforded the luxury of saying we do not need
each other and |, for one, long to reach out to those who have been alienated and
excluded from Christ’'s Body, the Church. | want them to see Jesus, and | not only believe
we can walk together, | believe that by walking together, people will see Jesus better.

Therefore, | believe we will be a richer and better Church for Living in Love and Faith and
with those provisions that will hold us together. But by richer, of course | mean poorer in
spirit, less reliant on ourselves, more generous towards each other, richer in the mercy
and goodness of God, who invites us all to come to Him, who prays that his Church will
be one so that the world believes.
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And dear friends, as we look to Jesus in each other, may we see what He requires of us,
from the cross itself, which is to go on loving.

So my time, and this address is virtually up, but there is one last, important word to say,
and it is a personal word to Bishop Sarah, who along with others, and most recently the
new Bishop of Winchester, Bishop Philip, has devoted herself to the work of LLF over
these past few years.

| know how difficult this has been and the toll it has taken. Her so often costly willingness
to continue having difficult conversations in order to help us continue walking together
and seeking, above all, to discern the will of God, has been, and is, an inspirational
example of humble and persevering servant leadership.

| had not actually quite finished. So, Sarah, as you are about to pass the baton on after
this Synod, we thank you for showing us what Living in Love and Faith looks like. Thank
you.

The Chair: That concludes this item, | now hand over to the Chair of our next item of
business, which will be the Business Committee Report.

THE CHAIR Canon Izzy McDonald-Booth (Newcastle) took the Chair at 2.32 pm

ITEM 3
REPORT BY THE BUSINESS COMMITTEE (GS 2323)

The Chair: Good afternoon, Synod. We come to Item 3, the Business Committee Report.
This is the opportunity for members to make brief points about the agenda and about
other matters addressed in the Report by the Business Committee. For this item you will
need GS 2323. | would like to ask the Chair of the Business Committee, Canon Robert
Hammond, to speak to this item for up to 10 minutes.

Canon Robert Hammond (Chelmsford): Members will have realised that we do not use
the November Synod dates very often, except if there is pressing business that needs to
be dealt with, in this case Living in Love and Faith and the associated prayers. So the
Business Committee is, as always, grateful to you for attending a November group of
sessions, and especially to the staff for dealing with all the associated workload.

It is also good, as is now our custom, to be able to have some members joining us on
Zoom, and we are very grateful to the technicians who make Zoom, the livestream and
the IT here in the chamber talk to each other. If you are joining on Zoom, please make
sure that you have read the email that Lumi has sent out and you have the emergency
support details to hand.
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You will have noticed that today’s agenda is a little unusual, and that is the agenda for
today. We start with a formal sitting of Synod, which will run through to after Questions;
we then seamlessly morph into an informal session on Living in Love and Faith for about
an hour-and-a-quarter, and that will be explained at the time. For the avoidance of doubt,
we will be keeping the livestream running during that time on this occasion.

At about a quarter past six, we will re-morph back, if that is the right description, to a full
and formal session of Synod to deal with reappointing the Chair of the Pensions Board
before evening worship, which you are encouraged to stay for.

From then on, Tuesday and Wednesday, we will be in formal group of session mode, but
LLF is not the only item on our agenda, although unsurprisingly, as Archbishop Stephen
said, it will take the bulk of our time, and it is the reason that we are meeting this
November. We will be considering an aspect of safeguarding, the Redress Measure, and
| understand that the Bishop of Winchester will be saying something about the process
for that during the debate.

After the Church’s Conservation Trust Order, and considering proposed changes to our
own Standing Orders, we will devote most of the remaining time to LLF. The Business
Committee has allowed a very considerable amount of time for this item, noting that we
did underestimate how much time would be required in February.

If it takes the around nine hours that we have notionally allowed, which it did in February,
well and good. If it takes less time, then we will move to the contingency business
indicated, so please be prepared for and aware of that. Now, we did think very hard about
which items of contingency business we should take, and we decided on those that are
at the end of our agenda.

This may well mean that, unusually, next February, we do not take all the contingency
items held over from this group of sessions, because, as you will see from the forward
look, the business for February is already looking extremely full.

The Business Committee has reflected on July’s group of sessions, and we are extremely
grateful for the feedback that members provided. With several thousand separate
comments, we cannot hope to address or respond to each separately, but we do spend
a considerable amount of time looking at suggestions and themes, and you may notice
some changes as a result.

One of them is that we now have height-adjustable podiums. There is a little button on
the front of the two podiums here so you can raise or lower the podium.

One theme which was frequently raised was around the use of Standing Orders during
debates, so a couple of points about that.
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Firstly, if you do raise a point of order in a debate, you should indicate which point of order
you are raising and let the Chair of the debate then guide you in how to proceed.
Secondly, it is always a good idea, if you can, to discuss with the registrars or the
administrators, through the Clerk, any point of order that you wish to raise. They are able
to offer impartial advice on the best way of achieving what you want to achieve. | accept
that will not always be possible, but it may prevent you asking for something which simply
cannot be done.

We have allowed the now regular two Question Time sessions, to allow for as many
questions to be answered as we can, however members are asking more questions,
which is not necessarily a bad thing, and the Business Committee will continue to look at
the balance of time that we allow for them. Unfortunately, | continue to receive complaints
by members about other members’ behaviour and words both in and around Synod, and
on social media.

We are continuing to work through the important work we started in July about a Synod
complaints procedure, and, again, we are extremely grateful to members for engaging
with us on that. But in the meantime, can | again remind Synod to be careful about what
you say and, perhaps more importantly, how you say it, both within the chamber and on
social media?

Your clarity of view may be interpreted as not showing love to everybody. Your
interpretation and understanding of Scripture may not be shared by others, and your
robust argument may be seen as rude and bullying by some. And please remember that
you can only speak for yourself, especially on social media, so be careful when you use
the Synod hashtag.

And whilst on the subject of social media, | know many members use it whilst here, and
many of you have an ability to multi-task in a way that, perhaps, | could in my youth but
not in my dotage, and | urge you to pay attention to the speeches and proceedings in the
chamber and not just to your Twitter - sorry, X - feed and WhatsApp groups.

You may also see the press gallery quite full this week, which is a reminder that we are
being filmed, recorded and broadcast, so if you are speaking, it is wise to remember,
especially if you are on Zoom, you are not just talking to the 400 or so people in this room,
you but potentially many, many more.

We all have read, | hope, Notice Paper 5 on decorum and practice in the chamber. The
Business Committee feels it is important that the customs and practice continue to be
observed, and encourage you to note them and act accordingly. You will note particularly
our custom is to stand when the platform party enters at the start of each group of
sessions, and to acknowledge the Chair when leaving and entering the chamber during
a session, and our custom to receive the results of all votes in silence.

13



You will also, hopefully, have read Notice Paper 6 about worship and pastoral support.
We hope that you will stay in the chamber for evening prayer after our business, and we
are very grateful to the Revd Dylan Turner and all those involved for arranging this for us.
Although we are a legislative body, we are also a praying one, and worship is vital to our
life together.

| would also like to mention and thank the extended pastoral support that is in place this
Synod. We are very grateful to those who have offered their time to be part of a wider
chaplaincy team from a variety of different Church backgrounds, so that members are
able to speak to someone with whom they feel comfortable. This was very much
appreciated in February, and we are pleased to offer it again. The chaplains can be
identified by their green Synod passes, and will be based in the chapel here in Church
House, and if you are joining remotely then please contact Synod support.

| would just like to say something about the February 2024 group of Sessions. As |
mentioned, we already have a lot of items we need to consider for inclusion on the agenda
in February, and the Business Committee will have to make some hard decisions about
what we include. We just cannot give time to everything. On the timing of dates for
February, we expect to start on Friday 23 February and end on Tuesday 27 February,
although we will confirm exact timings after our agenda-setting meeting later this month.
The decision to try the weekend session was agreed in the last quinquennium, and we
will review it afterwards.

And finally, Chair, | would like to, on behalf of all Synod, thank you and your colleagues
on the Panel of Chairs, especially the new faces we will see in your seat in this group of
sessions, all the staff and especially the Clerk and her team, those who come to help from
different parts of the National Church Institutions and all the staff here in Church House
for all they do for us and for the Church.

Chair, | beg to move the motion standing in my name.

The Chair: For this item, | just want to remind members of a few things. Amendments to
the motion are not in order, nor are any further motions arising out of the Report. | am
going to be firm with members who do not confine their speeches strictly to the shape
and content of the agenda. It is in order for a member to refer to a matter which is not in
the agenda, but which in their opinion should be. Whether the matter referred to is in the
agenda or not, speakers should not get into the substance of the subject, but should
confine themselves to its place in the agenda or otherwise. Thank you.

So | open this for debate. | call Ed Shaw and Eleanor Robertshaw, and your speech limit
is three minutes.

Mr Ed Shaw (Bristol): Firstly, a huge thank you to the Business Committee for all they do
to serve us. One of the things they mention in their Report is lack of trust, and | wonder
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what they could do to help us as we struggle as members with the lack of information that
has been presented to us.

Back in February, and then again in July, we were promised full Pastoral Guidance to
replace Issues in Human Sexuality, and, again, we come to Synod and we do not have
that full Pastoral Guidance. That is especially troubling when there is such a deficit of
trust in this room. Is there anything that the Business Committee can do to make sure
that what we are promised we will receive is received, so that votes that we make in this
place are made with the most information that we have to hand?

And especially when it comes to Pastoral Guidance, | think we are all aware that it sort of
exists, and it has been voted on privately. Those of us in this place who have been called
to vote on these matters publicly could really benefit from having all the information that,
at the moment, is just private and is not being transparently shared.

The Revd Eleanor Robertshaw (Sheffield): Thank you to the Business Committee for all
your hard work, | know that it is not an easy task. The question that | ask here today is
really directed to all of us here at Synod. Do we really think that we can justify over 10
hours scheduled for one topic? Do we really think that calling a November Synod will be
worthwhile?

While | know the Prayers of Love and Faith are really important, especially to those who
are currently not fully acknowledged in the Church of England, we also note the lack of
progress, and the fact that, despite 10 hours’ worth of timetabled business here, it is
unlikely that we will get anything further than the same arguments that were rehearsed in
February.

This debate of Prayers of Love and Faith is an inward-facing debate. How does this look
to our wider society? How does it look to the people up there in the press gallery? This
Synod is going to have cost a fortune. The hotels are an outrageous cost, hours of work
is being lost in parishes and many people will have had to take annual leave to be here
today. What is the point if we are going over old ground?

While we sit in this Synod, we are, and | say this to myself as well, in a bit of a middle-
class bubble. Many of our churches will be supporting those while we are here, who are
struggling financially and welcoming the help of food banks. Those who are worried about
where their next meal will come from do not have the luxury of a time to debate. While
we are here today, there are people not far from us living on the streets in what our now
thankfully former Home Secretary called a “lifestyle choice”. They do not have the luxury
of time for debates as they will be thinking where they will lay their head tonight.

While we ponder here, people around the world are facing violence and danger of death.
They do not have headspace for debate, they are too busy trying to stay alive.
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We are the established Church, we have the immense privilege of being able to use our
prophetic Christian voice in a wider society, and yet, at this moment, we are using our
time to bicker and fall out. What | would like us to do as a Synod is to look back to what
God calls us to be, and He calls us to be people who make a difference, not to be people
who are inward-focused.

The Chair: 1 would like to call Jennifer Fellows, and then | will be changing the speech
limit to two minutes.

Mrs Jennifer Fellows (Gloucester): Firstly, let me thank the Business Committee for all
the work they have done in gathering feedback from the last group of sessions. | was
happy to see that, in the Business Committee Report, the feedback showed that some
members felt the same people were being called repeatedly to speak. This is my first
quinquennium, and | feel that reflects my experience of Synod.

In fact, | have actually invented a game for Synod that | play - Synod bingo. When reading
a paper, | usually at the top jot down four or five members who | think will be called to
speak, and | have to say my success rate is pretty good. In July, we had the most fantastic
debate about youth representation on Synod, and we heard passionate speeches from
around this chamber about the desire to hear a wide range of views from a diverse group
of people, so let us ensure that happens. Especially in this group of sessions, can we
hear from the voices we have not heard before?

Can | ask the Business Committee to let our Chairs know, who are fantastic, that no one
is going to be offended by being pointed at or being described by their clothing. | mean,
my photo is pre-baby Jennifer, and | looked very, very different. So, in this group of
sessions, and moving forward in Synod, please help me to lose a round of Synod bingo.
Please call on people that we have not heard from before, and thank you to the Business
Committee for raising this in your Report.

The Chair: Can | call Mark Miller and Andrew Cornes?
The Chair imposed a speech limit of two minutes.

The Revd Mark Miller (Durham): | am grateful to the Business Committee for all that they
do, and | too would like to speak to paragraph 6 in their Report about names and people
being called. By my reckoning, in July some members were called seven times to speak,
others five times to speak, across the debates. If you were on Zoom, | suspect your
chances of being called to speak were almost 100%. Now, | am not criticising anybody
at all, particularly our Chairs, it is a very, very hard job that they do.

The official guidance is to fill in a request to speak and to stand or otherwise indicate your
desire to speak. The unofficial advice is to wear something distinctive and sit in the
eyeline of the Chair. | believe one of our Synod colleagues this week has packed a purple
fedora and a lime green boa for this group of sessions. Another has spent years
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cultivating a generous beard, another has packed a false beard, but he also forgot his
trousers, so let us not go there.

As funny as this may be, it is not seemly and does not generate good debate, and | want
to suggest an alternative. We used to walk through these doors to indicate our votes.
We have handsets and voting cards, why can these not be used to indicate our desire to
speak? The same method could be used across our hybrid meetings, the same method
could be used if we are choosing to speak for or against the debate and a simple, random
algorithm could assist our Chairs in taking speakers across the three Houses so that we
have a good debate with new speakers being called.

So, whilst | will miss hearing the Chair invite the person in the brightly coloured hat or,
yes, you with the generous beard, to speak, perhaps a contemporary way of drawing lots
would make for far better debates.

The Revd Canon Andrew Cornes (Chichester): These sessions will be closely watched
by Britain’s media and the Anglican Communion. And one phrase from Scripture has
been with me - speaking the truth in love. Many of us have strong views on Christian
sexual morality. We need to hear the stories of rejection that the Church, in the past, was
deaf to. We hear them best when they are spoken gently and in love.

We need to hear from those who believe what the Church has held for 2,000 years, their
stories of being silenced. We hear them best when they are spoken kindly and in love.
And the Scriptures tell us to speak the truth in love. Our Church of England says
repeatedly it is supremely in Scripture that the truth is to be found. The great councils of
the Church hammered out their teaching by listening to the meaning of Scripture, and yet
in our debates we have so rarely heard Scripture explained and different understandings
given.

So may we hear especially from Christ and the New Testament writers, and our different
interpretations of them? | am speaking to myself; | want to speak the truth in love.

The Chair: | call Thomas Seville and then | am going to look to Zoom, | see somebody
indicating.

The Revd Fr Thomas Seville (Religious Communities): | echo my thanks and my
admiration for the skill of the Business Committee in preparing this agenda in such difficult
circumstances as we find ourselves in. Members have commented on the need for
courtesy and for minding what we say. That is very good to hear. The last February and
the last July Synod were extremely difficult, and | speak as somebody, among a small
minority here, | think, who remembers the debates on the ordination of women to the
episcopate.

This is worse. However, it is not just courtesy. Following on from what Andrew has just
said about listening to Scripture, there is a text from Scripture quoted in those long-ago
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debates on the ordination of women to the episcopate, by the then Bishop of Aston. Itis
from 2 Samuel 21:3. | am sure you all know it. It is David responding to a request from
the Gibeonites, and the result will be really quite brutal, but the heart of his message |
think is something we need to hear.

You will find various translations, mine is from the combination of Lexham and Living Bible
translations. And David says to the Gibeonites “What can | do for you, and how can |
make amends and induce you to ask God to bless us?” Is it possible to hope that
somebody who is fervently convinced that the message of God is clear in Scriptures about
same-sex relationships, for example, and somebody who is equally clear that justice calls
us to have equal matrimony, if | can use the word, is it possible for them to try and construe
in this Synod what it would be for the other side, and there is more than one side, to do
something so that God blesses them?

The Chair: We turn to Zoom. | call Clive Billenness.

Mr Clive Billenness (Europe): Members, how Synod creates a permanent record of what
we said and did matters, because history is waiting to judge us. On paragraph 28 of the
Business Committee’s Report, which refers to the transcript of our July session, | would
just like to quickly express some disappointment that the report on business done on
Sunday 9 July, which is on page 13 of this very extensive document, does not provide
any context before reporting that the Synod was adjourned at 4.19 pm.

And while | accept that what occurs during an adjournment does not form part of the
record of business done, the Synod was in session, and | proposed to allow members of
the Independent Safeguarding Board to reply to what had been said about them in the
preceding item. | am personally deeply grateful to the Chair of that session for eventually
finding a way to accede to my request, but | think a little more detail would have been
helpful.

The Chair: | would just like to test the mind of Synod on whether this item has been
sufficiently debated. | therefore put a motion for closure on Item 3.

The motion was put and carried on a show of hands.

The Chair: So | now call on the Chair of the Business Committee, Robert Hammond, to
reply.

Canon Robert Hammond (Chelmsford): Thank you to everybody who contributed to that
debate. Ed Shaw, | do not think that there is anything that the Business Committee can
do about releasing information, but the House of Bishops will have heard what you said.
Eleanor, the Business Committee responds to the business that the Synod has agreed,
we do not actually set the business, if you see what | mean.
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Whether it is a good use of our time, and whether it comes back for more discussion, is
up to you, the Synod, and | would note that the Business Committee had in our mind a
shorter amount of time in February for the LLF debate than Synod ended up using, so we
have erred on the side of caution in our agenda this time to match that.

Jennifer and Mark, Jennifer, you are not the first member to have played General Synod
bingo, | can assure you of that. Many of us have. The Chairs decide who to call, and
although we do give them your feedback, it is the Chair’s decision on who is called.

However, they are all members of Synod and they will have heard exactly what you have
said. And, Mark, yes, let us have a quick chat about what some of those options could
be and some of the challenges around that.

Andrew, thank you. Synod members will have heard what you said and | am sure that
we all want to speak the truth in love.

Clive on Zoom, the ISB item was at that point outside of Synod so a transcript is not taken
of that because it was outside of a formal sitting, | am afraid.

Other than that, thank you for your contributions to that debate. As ever, the Business
Committee is grateful to you and will welcome your continued feedback, which we do look
at. Thank you very much, Chair.

The Chair: | now put this item to the vote.

The motion was put and carried on a show of hands.
PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS

The Chair. That item is carried. Thank you very much. We now move to the next item
which is a presentation of two petitions. Mr Sam Margrave has given notice of his desire
to present two petitions in accordance with Standing Order 43.

Mr Margrave, you may speak for two minutes on each petition. Members cannot speak
or vote on this. Once the presentation has happened, the petitions stand referred to the
Business Committee. May | invite Sam Margrave to speak to his petitions.

Mr Sam Margrave (Coventry): Synod, it is with great sadness | present this petition, as it
highlights concerning aspects of the Primate of All England’s leadership. This petition
raises questions about Archbishop Justin Welby’s judgment and commitment to
safeguarding. | urge Synod to consider the evidence and impact on the Church’s
credibility and safeguarding responsibilities.

Archbishop Welby’s connections to individuals involved in abuse cases, such as John
Smyth and the Revd Michael Pilavachi, cast shadows onto the association and judgment,
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as does the Archbishop meeting Peter Tatchell, known for controversial views on the age
of consent. Mr Tatchell, for example, saying that “not all sex involving children is
unwanted, abusive or harmful”. There are also accusations that the Archbishop failed to
report a priest accused of sexual assault which compounds these concerns.

Despite previous promises to improve, that has not happened. ISB members have raised
criticism, including with the resignation of Meg Munn, who said she was undermined.

We therefore ask the Archbishop of York to write to His Majesty the King and share the
evidence contained in this petition to recommend the removal or resignation of the
Archbishop, to examine the reputational and safeguarding implications, to report findings
to Synod and ensure that safeguarding decisions in the past that have been taken are
reviewed. We need a new Archbishop to restore trust in our Church. (Cries of “shame”.)

The Chair: Can you speak to your second petition? Thank you.

Mr Sam Margrave (Coventry): Atthe General Synod in July 2023 during Question number
12, the Archbishop of Canterbury was explicitly asked in a supplementary question how
the Presidents and Archbishops voted in respect of disbanding the Independent
Safeguarding Board. In response, Justin Welby implied that he and Stephen Cottrell did
not vote for the ISB proposals to disband or remove members, saying they wanted to
wait. The Archbishop of York did not contradict the statement. The video of the
Archbishop’s answer and question asked is available online. However, it later came to
light that all members of the Archbishops’ Council unanimously voted to disband the ISB.

Honesty by members of Synod when answering questions is critical for good governance
and the Nolan Principles set out why honesty matters. This petition therefore asks for a
statement to be made by the Presidents to General Synod regarding this matter that
action is undertaken by the Secretary General and the Business Committee to investigate
and establish the truth by bringing in a judge or KC to investigate these allegations and,
if upheld, the Business Committee disciplines the Archbishops and requests the record
be corrected and an apology made to this Synod. Thank you, Chair.

The Chair: In accordance with Standing Order 43(4) the petition will be available for
inspection by members at the information desk. Thank you.

| would like to close this item and we move to the next item of business. Thank you.

THE CHAIR The Bishop of Dover (The Rt Revd Rose Hudson-Wilkin) took the Chair at
3.07 pm

ITEM 4
QUESTIONS
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The Chair: Members of Synod, we come now to Questions. You will need your Questions
Notice Paper, which you would have all received by email and which you may wish to
refer to as we proceed with the item. You will also need the Eighth Notice Paper, where
we will find the correct answers to Question 56 and Question 64.

We have over 200 questions, members, and so to assist us in responding to as many of
these questions as possible, | would like to suggest that we exercise some self-restraint
and self-discipline by not thinking that we have to respond to every question with a
supplementary. In the light of this, please be aware that | will not be calling the first person
who shouts “supplementary”. | will of course be giving priority to the original questioner,
so if you are not the original questioner, do choose which question you really, really need
to speak to.

You also have notes for members on your supplementary questions. | would however
like to highlight a few things. First of all, this session is as it says; it is for questions. It is
not expecting there will be a debate, so therefore no preamble to questions. When you
stand please simply ask the question. No argument or imputation, in other words, no one
should be accused of wrongdoing or reprehensible behaviour. Not asking for an
expression of opinion or a solution to a hypothetical problem. And supplementary
questions must be relevant to the original question or to the answer being given.

HOUSE OF BISHOPS

The Chair. We come now to questions 1 to 93 on the LLF to the House of Bishops and
the Bishop of London will be replying.

1. Dr Simon Eyre (Chichester) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Apart from the
Synod vote in February 2023 and the LLF responses, representing probably less than 1%
of worshipping members of the Church of England, what evidence do the Bishops have
to suggest that the majority of members of the Church of England support the
commendation of the prayers of blessing?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The Living in Love and Faith (LLF) motion
that was brought to Synod in February 2023 represented the outcome of probably the
biggest consultation and listening exercise the Church of England has ever undertaken,
details of which can be found on the Living in Love and Faith Hub or through the national
Church of England website.

As a result of that motion being passed, the House of Bishops has been asked by Synod
to further refine, commend and issue the Prayers of Love and Faith (PLF). They have
also been asked to monitor the Church’s use of, and response to, the Prayers of Love
and Faith, once they have been commended and published. There is a commitment in
GS 2328 to do this.
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Dr Simon Eyre: Thank you for your answer. | am very appreciative of that. May | clarify
a question? What evidence do the Bishops currently have of substantive support for the
commendation of the Prayers of Blessing amongst the vast majority of people who have
not undertaken LLF?

The Bishop of London: | think | would refer back to February’s Synod. Actually, | think
there are members within Synod who have not undertaken LLF and also members of
Synod who are in contact with people who have not. The motion back in February 2023
talked about the Prayers of Love and Faith being commended.

Wendy Coombey (Hereford): Bishop Sarah, are you aware of any studies, polls or
research from the last few years that indicate that a majority of the Church of England are
opposed to the liturgical acclamation of same-sex relationships? Is any of that research
available?

The Bishop of London: | think | would point you to there have been some secular surveys
done recently. | am sure you are aware. | think The Times was one of them. There are
some and, of course, the House of Bishops is aware of those as well

2. Dr Simon Eyre (Chichester) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: If the formal
authorization of services for same-sex couples is now agreed to be subject to Canon B
2, what benefits do the Bishops consider will result from waiting until 2025 for a vote on
this matter?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The third section of the Prayers of Love and
Faith contains the forms of service to be used for separate, standalone services for same-
sex couples. As stated in GS 2328, following the Canon B 2 process for these services
will provide the firmest footing for those using them within the shortest possible timeframe.
Synodical authorization for these forms of service entails preparing the material for
authorization through the stages of liturgical business as set out in Annex G, GS 2328,
which is why a final vote under B 2 cannot be held before 2025.

Dr Simon Eyre: Thank you again, Sarah, for your reply. Would the Bishops consider
initiating a vote of Synod requiring a two-thirds majority at this time to test the principle of
whether the use of formal services for same-sex couples would attract sufficient support
to justify prolonging the process for another two years?

The Bishop of London: Sorry, could you repeat your question?

Dr Simon Eyre: Would the Bishops consider initiating a vote of Synod requiring a two-
thirds majority to be taken at this stage to determine whether the principle of use of formal
services would attract sufficient support in Synod?

The Bishop of London: No.
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3. Mrs Christina Baron (Bath & Wells) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: GS 2328
talks of providing services of covenanted friendship. May the research underlying this
proposal, the theology behind it and the evidence of any pastoral demand for such
services be shared with Synod?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: A short explanation of covenanted
friendships can be found in the Pastoral Guidance, section 1.2.6. Desire for such prayers
was expressed at various points in the LLF process, with particular requests for attending
to friendship as a discrete category and a different place of belonging from other types of
relationships.

The Revd Canon Dr Judith Maltby (Universities & TEIs): Thank you, Bishop Sarah. A
covenant is a profound thing. Has any thought been given to how you end or dissolve a
covenanted friendship? Are they for life? Sorry, that was two questions.

The Bishop of London: No, it has not.

4. Mrs Sandie Turner (Chelmsford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In February
2023, General Synod voted and asked the Bishops to further refine the Prayers of Love
and Faith in a manner not contrary to, nor indicative of being contrary to, the doctrine of
the Church of England.

Mindful that much of the media coverage suggests that these prayers “bless same-sex
marriages”, and mindful that many members of the public rely on media coverage for
information, can the Bishop state exactly what research and “stress testing” has been
done to assess public perception of the proposed prayers, so that Synod may be confident
that they will not be perceived as being indicative of a change in doctrine?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: \Whenever we issue prayers, liturgy or a
statement, various interpretations and misinterpretations will potentially abound, and it is
not possible, nor desirable, to control these. Media coverage, in particular headlines,
does sometimes oversimplify or misdescribe what the Church is doing, and our
Communications Team make considerable efforts to provide clear and accurate
explanations to the media. The Prayers of Love and Faith, as well as the notes that
accompany them, and the Pastoral Guidance make it clear that they are not a marriage
service, or a Thanksgiving for Marriage or A Service of Prayer and Dedication after Civil
Marriage. In Commending the PLF Resource Section with the Pastoral Guidance, the
Bishops are also saying that they believe they do not contradict the doctrine of the Church.
Consideration has been given at all stages of developing these resources of the public
perception of what they contain, both in terms of the services and in the pastoral care of
couples that ask for the prayers. This has involved an iterative process of refinement of
the contents from pastoral, theological and legal perspectives.
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Mrs Sandie Turner. Thank you for your answer. Bishop Sarah, if | have understood
correctly, whilst consideration was given to public perception of the prayers, no specific
research was carried out to gauge it accurately, in which case will the Bishops undertake
to conduct research to assess public perception of the prayers by asking both
churchgoers and non-churchgoers, and then will the Bishops commit to bring those
findings to Synod as soon as possible?

The Bishop of London: Thank you for your question. The prayers have been around now
since February. We got feedback from Synod. | think over 600 people responded and
overwhelmingly it was positive. The comment | would give again is there have been
surveys in the public, for example | think The Times said positively people wanted prayers
of blessing, and | think we had feedback in that way, but we are not commissioning
anything further.

5. Ms Fiona MacMillan (Lincoln) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Given that for
more than 20 years priests have been the sole decision-makers with respect to granting
exceptions to Canon B 30 for those remarrying after divorce, and that this has been
largely uncontroversial, on what basis was it decided that the provision of prayers for the
relationship of a same-sex couple would not follow the same procedure of the local
priest’s decision?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Marriage in church of divorcees does not
involve making an exception to Canon B 30. In July 2002, the General Synod affirmed
“in accordance with the doctrine of the Church of England as set out in Canon B 30, that
marriage should always be undertaken as a ‘solemn, public and life-long covenant
between a man and a woman™. Legal advice provided by the senior ecclesiastical judges
and the Synod’s legal advisers was that the Canon “did not clearly prohibit further

marriage but was ambiguous, being capable of being understood as allowing it”.

Prayers for same-sex couples involve different considerations from marriage after
divorce. The rationale for involving Parochial Church Councils in decisions about use of
the Prayers of Love and Faith is set out in GS 2328 and is summarised as being “to
ascertain that use of the prayers will be supported generally in the church concerned”.

Ms Fiona McMillan: Thank you, Bishop Sarah, for your answer. Did the Synod vote in
2002, which allowed remarriage following divorce, require a change in the doctrine of
marriage?

The Bishop of London: | think what | will do, Fiona, is respond to you in writing, if that is
all right.
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6. Mr Sam Wilson (Chester) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: With which
qualitative and quantitative metrics do the House of Bishops plan to measure the success
of the proposed Prayers of Love and Faith Resource Section that they plan to commend?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: There are no standard metrics for measuring
the use of liturgical materials. There is the intention, as stated in GS 2328, to consult with
dioceses on the prayers, but how this consultation will be conducted has not been defined
yet.

7. Ms Sammi Tooze (York) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: What provision
exists in the Book of Common Prayer, or authorized under Canon
B 2 for a minister who wishes to ask for God’s blessing on a same-sex couple?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Ministers who wish to incorporate prayers
for a same-sex couple in a service according to the Book of Common Prayer could make
use of the widely accepted practice of including intercessory prayers after the third Collect
at Morning or Evening Prayer according to the Book of Common Prayer, being “variations
which are not of substantial importance” to those services (Canon B 5.1). In a similar
way, the minister could make provision for special prayers of intercession at a service of
Holy Communion or at a Service of the Word (Common Worship). The Prayers of Love
and Faith are provided for such occasions.

8. Mrs Sandie Turner (Chelmsford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: The
proposed Prayers of Love and Faith contain phrases such as “to follow the way of holiness
revealed in your Son Jesus Christ”, “walking before you in holiness and righteousness”,
and “uniting our wills in your will”. As the doctrine of the Church, (which remains
unchanged), is that marriage is between one man and one woman, and that this is the
only appropriate context for sexual intimacy, the use of these phrases highlights the need
for repentance and celibacy outside of this context. In the light of this, what rubric will be
included with these prayers to ensure that they are not indicative of a departure from the

doctrine of the Church, and thus are able to “glorify God and edify the people”?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The Prayers of Love and Faith are not a
form of marriage service, nor do they equate the relationships brought before God to Holy
Matrimony. Nevertheless, they recognise all that is good, and holy, and faithful in these
relationships and enable the people in these relationships to place themselves before
God and ask for God’s blessing for their journey of love and faith. The Pastoral Guidance
provides detailed advice on preparation with a couple asking for the prayers. This
includes the advice that “the overall ethos of the PLF is to help a couple grow in holiness
with the help of the church around them, praying for them, where holiness is a goal to
work towards rather than something already owned, as indeed is the case for all human
beings”.
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9. Mrs Ruth Allan (Guildford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In the draft
prayers for Covenanted Friendships, given that friendship can be between two or more
people, what is the rationale for referring to the friends as a “couple” rather than “friends”™?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The draft Pastoral Guidance (at 1.2.6) refers
to the decision of “two friends who wish to express their mutual love and loyalty before
God”. However, in subsequent iterations “friends” will replace “couple”.

The Revd Matthew Beer (Lichfield): For those who wish to enter into covenanted
friendship, that would sit alongside marital views. How would it work with the vow to
forsake all others?

The Bishop of London: | think the Prayers for Covenanted Friendships came out of a
request, so | think the work recognises that we have a range of different relationships,
and actually the Love Matters Report talked about singleness as well, recognising that
particularly those who are single will have significant relations that are not sexual but want
to recognise them. | think we also have to think about relationships such as David and
Jonathan in the Bible and Ruth and Naomi. That is really where it comes from. Who
knows who will want to use it, but my expectation is if there is somebody already in a
marriage they would certainly spend time talking to their partner about it and | think it
would be between them.

The Chair. | am just looking on Zoom. | believe Ruth Allan had her hand up on Zoom.
Ruth, if you are still there, would you like to respond?

Mrs Ruth Allan (Guildford): Thank you, Bishop Sarah, for answering my question.
Following on from the last supplementary, what care will need to be undertaken, as
mentioned in the draft Pastoral Guidance, to identify the nature of the Covenant and how
this will impact on other friendships, particularly where, for example, a married person is
one of the friends who requests prayer? What will this careful need to undertake this
aspect look like, please?

The Bishop of London: One of my real joys is to be able to share ministry alongside
parish priests, and the thing | know is that they are so good at pastoral questions, and
therefore, | have every confidence in a parish priest who is approached for this for them
to ask exactly the right questions, so my confidence is in the priests of the Church of
England.

The Chair. | am sorry, we have had two supplementary questions already so we move
on to Question 10.

10. Mr Andrew Bell (Oxford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: The provision of
the current suite of Prayers of Love and Faith now appears to be predicated on our being
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‘in a time of uncertainty”. In the discussion of the House, what was this “uncertainty”
understood to be concerning - the possibility of a change in the Church’s doctrine of
marriage, or some other question, and if the former, what will be the status of the prayers
(and those who use them) should the Church’s doctrine of marriage not in fact change?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The nature of a “time of uncertainty” is
explored in Annex H of GS 2328, pp. 3-4. LLF was a process of discernment about our
theology, our pastoral frameworks and how we relate to one another, in the area of
sexuality and marriage. The outcome of several years of discernment is not a clear
majority for change, nor is it a clear majority for no change. As a result, the PLF and
accompanying work have sought to explore the widest possible space we can occupy as
a Church without changing our doctrine of marriage, while being faithful to the desire for
change and the need to embody repentance for the way in which LGBTQI+ people have
been treated. As such, the PLF do not represent a change in doctrine, but a change in
how doctrine and pastoral practice relate to one another. Pastoral provision seeks to
offer a theological space that affirms what we can affirm together - such as essential
goods or virtues - but remains provisional on what we disagree on, and recognises that
different churches and ministers will interpret these things in different ways.

Mr Andrew Bell: Thank you, Bishop Sarah, for your answer clarifying that uncertainty is
not over our doctrine of marriage but, may | say, our direction of travel. On what basis
did the House decide to use the term “uncertainty” rather than, it would seem, a more
accurate description such as “profound division”?

The Bishop of London: 1t is interesting. | think some of the stuff the House of Bishops
and the College have been doing since February, and before that in fact, is actually
theology and recognising that there are differences in our understanding of Scripture, and
therefore that debate and discussion has been going on. The term “uncertainty”, | think
there is some tradition around that and also the recognition that it is not about my
uncertainty or your uncertainty, because you are probably pretty certain, but it about the
Church; that we are not in agreement.

We talk about disagreement, and we talk about that difference in what we view, but our
sense as a House is actually what we are trying to do is to seek to be unified under Christ.
That discussion around theology has been about graciousness, to listen. Therefore, that
sense of being in a time of uncertainty and pastoral provision reflects, | think, our desire
that, despite our differences, we are trying to seek a way forward at this time to occupy a
space and to seek to be unified under Christ.

11. Miss Debbie Woods (Chester) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Given that
the Legal Office has said that the legality of the Prayers of Love and Faith cannot be
assured without sight of the full Pastoral Guidance, on what grounds has the House of
Bishops commended these prayers as having secure legal status?
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The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The Pastoral Guidance relevant to the
Prayers of Love and Faith is contained in parts 1 and 2 of Annex E of GS 2328. Part 3 -
the part of the guidance which has not been completed - is not material to consideration
of the Prayers. It is important to note that the PLF have not been formally commended
yet, but will be after the meeting of General Synod. A formal announcement will be made
to mark the date at which they are formally commended.

Miss Debbie Woods: Thank you for your answer. On what basis did the House consider
that the Synod would be able to evaluate the House’s proposals without access to the
legal advice that the House has seen?

The Bishop of London: This is in terms of the Pastoral Guidance? The Pastoral Guidance

The Chair. Can | ask you to pause for a moment? | am afraid that that is not relevant to
this particular question so we will not have that, thank you.

12. The Revd Mark Wallace (Chelmsford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In
GS 2328, Annex A paragraph 3 states: “Such a service should not have the PLF as their
principal focus or structure”. What rubric or guidance will be given in order to determine
whether or not this criterion has been fulfilled; and if it is not, is such a service in danger
of being indicative of a departure from the doctrine of the Church?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: As page 1 of Annex C indicates, the material
in the Resource Section will be commended for use as part of a regular service, that is, a
service which would take place whether or not the PLF material were to be used. Such
a service should not have the PLF as their principal focus or structure. The suggestions
for using them in appropriate contexts may be found in the draft Pastoral Guidance and
in the general norms for regulating public worship.

Some authorized forms of service make their own provision for the use of prayers and
other material at the discretion of the minister: for example, the prayers of intercession
at the Holy Communion where “other suitable words may be used”, or at a Service of the
Word where the Prayers may include “petitions of intercession, litanies, thanksgivings and
other forms of ex tempore prayer”. Other authorized forms of service may have prayers
inserted; for instance, intercessory prayers after the third Collect at Morning or Evening
Prayer according to the Book of Common Prayer.

13. The Revd Martin Poole (Chichester) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: What

steps are required for the Prayers of Love and Faith to be commended, and which of
those steps have already been taken?
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The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Many of the steps to commending the PLF
have been completed in the work that has already been done with the House of Bishops.
We will be commending the PLF and issuing Parts 1 and 2 of the Pastoral Guidance
before the end of the year.

The Revd Martin Poole: Is the commending of these prayers and issuing of Parts 1 and
2 of the Pastoral Guidance dependent on this General Synod session voting at this
session to encourage the House of Bishops to continue its work of implementation?

The Bishop of London: The House has agreed to commend the Prayers. We hope to be
able to commend them in mid-December with the Pastoral Guidance. Of course, we want
to listen to Synod'’s reflections on it and | look forward to the debate over the next couple
of days. | could probably say that legally it is not dependent on the Synod.

Mr Clive Scowen (London): Just following on from that. If | have understood Bishop
Sarah correctly, even if the motion on Item 7 were defeated, or if it were amended to ask
the Bishops not to commend, they still plan to go ahead and do so?

The Bishop of London: | think if the motion were passed not to commend, we clearly
would have to listen to it. | think if the motion fell we would have to listen to what Synod
had said.

14. The Revd Neil Barber (Derby) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: What
changes have been made to the draft Prayers of Love and Faith in light of the Cornes
amendment being passed in February?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The PLF as brought to the meeting of the
February Synod were not intended to change the doctrine of marriage, and, as a result,
no amendments were needed in response to the Cornes amendment. The
Implementation Group responsible for the Prayers did consider the extensive feedback
from the Synod group work undertaken in the February 2023 group of sessions and made
a number of changes based on that feedback and other inputs.

The Revd Dr Tom Woolford (Blackburn): Given that no revisions to the Prayers were
made in the light of the Cornes amendment, how was the direction of the House of
Bishops’ work specifically impacted by that addition of the amendment to the motion that
they brought in February?

The Bishop of London: The reason | accepted the amendment was because we said in

all the documents that we produced in February 2023 that we were not seeking to change
the doctrine of marriage. That was why | accepted the amendment.

29



| think it is fair to say that the space in which the House of Bishops was occupied was
shaped by that. Therefore, whilst the Prayers themselves did not change, because the
Prayers were written with the intention of not, | think, the way in which we shaped the
Pastoral Guidance sections 1 and 2 did alter in terms of giving greater clarity around that
space.

The Chair: | believe | heard another voice. Please go ahead.

Professor Helen King (Oxford): Would it be true, following what you said, Bishop Sarah,
that the Cornes amendment confirmed what the House of Bishops had already stated
regarding the Prayers of Love and Faith and therefore did not materially affect the
proposals put forward by the House?

The Bishop of London: Yes.

15. Mrs Mary Durlacher (Chelmsford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
Theological rationale for the Prayers of Love and Faith that they are “pastoral provision
for a time of uncertainty” appears to be completely novel compared to the rationale offered
for the Prayers in February. Where has this rationale originated, and what role has the
FAOC had in developing this?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Theological rationale builds on the work that
had been done on blessing previously, which can be found on the LLF Hub, as well as
drawing on the history of pastoral provision or accommodation within the Church of
England. In this sense, it is not novel, but works within the framework of pastoral theology,
and the consideration of how doctrine interacts with pastoral practice. Legal work was
also done in February, based on the relationship between civil marriage and Holy
Matrimony. Legal and theological work are different in nature, though they are
interrelated.

The LLF Steering Group oversaw the production of the theological rationale. The chair
of the Faith and Order Commission (FAOC) sits on the Steering Group, as does its
secretary, but the rationale itself is not a FAOC document.

Mrs Mary Durlacher. Given that Synod wants to make the most informed decision, and
we are grateful that you want to listen to Synod, could we please be given the contents
or some indication of the FAOC’s deliberations and how they have influenced this
proposal?

The Bishop of London: The papers that you have before you in GS 2328 are based on
the advice that the House discussed, so that is in those documents.

The Revd Andrew Atherstone (Oxford): Thank you for confirming that the proposed
theological rationale Annex H is not a FAOC document. Perhaps to be more explicit,
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FAOC has not seen it before it has been published, so where has the theological proposal
been scrutinised and peer reviewed and stress-tested?

The Bishop of London: | suppose since 2017 we have had a process of listening to
Scripture, listening to God and listening to the Church. Since 2017, there has been a
whole range of theological views taken, and part of that has included FAOC members.
Certainly the documents that we have put together have involved individual members of
FAOC, as they have a range of other people, so there is no doubt there have been
individuals that have scrutinised those documents.

16. The Revd Canon John Bavington (Leeds) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
Which of the Prayers of Love and Faith are new, and which are drawn from existing liturgy,
and which of these are drawn from liturgy which is currently commended for use in relation
to the celebration of marriage, and in the latter case, what rubrics will be required to clarify
that the use of such prayers in a new context is not indicative of a departure from the
doctrine of the Church?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: A table of sources will be posted on the
Synod noticeboard.

It is intended that the PLF Resource Section be commended for use by the minister in
private prayer and in regular forms of public worship, exercising their discretion under
Canon B 5. Both the introduction to Annex C and the Pastoral Guidance (i.e. at 1.2.1)
indicate that, like all prayers in public worship, intercessions including materials from the
PLF Resource Section should be such that they are not, as presented and in the given
liturgical context, “contrary to, or indicative of a departure from, the doctrine of the Church
of England in any essential matter”. This is true whether the chosen prayers are newly
written for the PLF or drawn from existing material.

The Revd Canon John Bavington: Given the weight that it feels like is being placed on
the phrase “in any essential matter” in relation to possible departure from doctrine, |
wonder has the House considered the meaning of that phrase “in any essential matter”
and the boundaries that lie around it? If so, what conclusion did it reach?

The Bishop of London: Yes, the House has had a discussion and the conclusion was
that what we are proposing does not change the doctrine of the Church of England in any
essential matter.

The Revd Canon Simon Butler (Southwark): Thank you, John, you have given me a little
idea here. Does the House believe that the practice of sex outside Holy Matrimony is an
essential matter?

The Bishop of London: | think it is fair to say that within the House we are not in agreement
on that, and there will be a range of views which | am sure this Synod will know.
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17. The Revd Canon John Bavington (Leeds) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
In the Introduction of GS 2328, Point 2, it is stated that “The motion also committed to
new guidance and prayers for the blessing of same-sex relationships being issued...”. In
February a great emphasis was placed on any blessing being for individuals within such
relationships “and not on the relationship itself”. Can the House please clarify whether it
intends blessings to be on same-sex relationships or on individuals within such
relationships?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Full details are provided in Annex H of GS
2328 section 3.4 on blessings, and in particular 3.4.3 “What does ‘blessing’ symbolise or
express?” Blessing in Scripture encapsulates the posture of God towards creation, with
a desire to see all flourish and walk more closely into the ways of God. Blessing is
conferred on people in Scripture, and the Church of England’s liturgies reflect this: it is
people, rather than things, that are blessed. In the PLF, the people in a relationship are
blessed too, while all the goods of their relationships are affirmed and celebrated.

18. Mrs Busola Sodeinde (London) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Referring
to the Prayers of Love and Faith and other Living in Love and Faith proposals, the Global
South Fellowship of Anglican (GSFA) Primates on 19 October 2023 stated that their
recent Cairo gathering was very aware of the reality of violence and persecution in other
parts of the world, warning that “we are deeply concerned that if the Church of England
presses ahead with the proposed changes, this will increase persecution of Christians in
many parts of the Global South”. How will the House of Bishops support the Archbishop
of Canterbury in ensuring that the words used, and actions taken by the House of Bishops
and at General Synod do not catalyse to inflict more harm on Christians severely
persecuted outside our boundaries, especially when there is so much disagreement on
the same proposed changes in the Church of England?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The Archbishop of Canterbury and many
other bishops are very closely aware, through their contacts across the Anglican
Communion, Diocesan Companion Links, etc. of the risk of persecution and the potential
for violence against Christians, purportedly justified as attacks on different views on
sexuality. We are equally aware of the ways that violence against homosexual and trans
people, among others, is sometimes, falsely, legitimated by perceived Christian views. It
is important to be clear that no violence or persecution of individuals, communities or faith
groups is ever justified, and it must be unequivocally condemned.

The Bishop of Truro’s Review of the FCO response to the persecution of Christians made
it clear that there are multiple drivers of persecution, and it cannot be attributed to any
one cause. The priority remains to address such persecution head on. It is equally
important to be clear that allowing threats of violence to close down debate or derail the
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search for truth and the offer of good pastoral care for all, is effectively to fuel further
violence and let the persecutors win, with frightening escalations likely in the future.
Whatever the Church of England decides on LLF, those remain truths to uphold. The
Archbishops and Bishops continue to listen to, and to be advised by, voices across the
Anglican Communion through the whole of these processes.

Revd Mae Christie (Southwark): Thank you, Bishop Sarah, for that very encouraging
reply. Given that LGBTQI+ Christians in many Anglican provinces are subject to
homophobic violence, is it hoped that greater acceptance of LGBTQI+ Christians,
particularly Anglicans, through initiatives such as Living in Love and Faith will encourage
and support these, our brothers and sisters, living in places such as this?

The Bishop of London: At Lambeth 2020 | know that the team who had put together the
Living in Love and Faith material (because | was part of it) spent some time across
churches across the Anglican Communion looking at the resources that we had put
together, and certainly many churches across the Anglican Communion recognise it as a
good tool, so | certainly would hope that, while | recognise there are some that may feel
more vulnerable because of the discussions around Living in Love and Faith, | do believe
that the resources provide an opportunity as well to support LGBTQI+ members of the
Anglican Communion across its world.

19. Mrs Nicola Denyer (Newcastle) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: What
protections will be put in place for licensed lay ministers whose views do not accord with
those of their incumbent, both in terms of the use of the prayers and also in the exercise
of preaching and teaching?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: As with very many pressure points in Church
life, finding consensus will likely entail compromise and generosity, grounded in a desire
to focus on the Church’s mission and call, and should reflect an outworking of the deep
bonds of trust and shared work between lay and ordained leaders.

Annex F of GS 2328 gives details of where reassurance is threaded through the Pastoral
Guidance and the Prayers of Love and Faith, and of the ongoing work in this area. This
includes proposals for a collective statement by the House of Bishops that seeks to
provide a consistency of approach nationally but retain individuals’ freedom of
conscience; the proposal to set up an Independent Reviewer, who can be consulted in
the event of concerns that individuals are not being treated fairly; and the setting up of
the Pastoral Consultative Group to help address difficult questions or situations as they
arise.

Mrs Nicola Denyer. Will the collective statement by the House of Bishops retaining an
individual's freedom of conscience be drawn up in consultation with the Central Readers
Council, involve lay people on the Pastoral Consultative Group and include the right of
licensed lay ministers and Readers to reach and to preach according to their conscience?
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The Bishop of London: Certainly we have sought in terms of the work we have done to
have in mind lay people, as well as licensed lay ministers as well as ordained, so we
would certainly take advice from those in Ministry Division to ensure that what we say is
sensitive right across the Church.

Mr Clive Scowen (London): Will the issuing of the statement and the appointment of the
Reviewer and the establishment of the Pastoral Consultative Group therefore take place
before the Prayers are commended? If not, why not?

The Bishop of London: No, they will not, Clive. | know that there is some view that
everything should be ready before anything is put forward. What we recognise is that
some of this is iterative. | have to say, if we waited to for everything to be ready | am not
sure we would get anywhere. Certainly we are aware particularly that the Bishops’
statement needs to be done sooner, and | think certainly on things like the Pastoral
Consultative Committee we now have a very clear timeline and will certainly move to
those things being in place before the authorization under B 2 starts.

20. The Revd Canon Julian Hollywell (Derby) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
Please can you confirm that a draft form of Pastoral Guidance for Ministry has already
been prepared, but that this draft was not shared with the House or College of Bishops?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: A draft version of the Pastoral Guidance part
3 on Ministry was shared with both the College and House of Bishops.

Miss Debbie Buggs (London): Will Synod be consulted about its content before it is
adopted? | am referring, of course, to the Pastoral Guidance.

The Bishop of London: Just a couple of things about Pastoral Guidance. The Pastoral
Guidance is not in the same form as Issues in Human Sexuality, which was written three
decades ago and put on the shelf. Pastoral Guidance will be much familiar to people who
work in secular organisations that will move and change. We are very clear about that.
There is no doubt, we hope, that draft Pastoral Guidance will come in the same way as
sections 1 and 2 come to Synod, we would hope in the spring of next year. That is a good
time, the spring of next year.

21. The Revd Rachel Wakefield (St Albans) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:

Does the House of Bishops have the authority to issue Pastoral Guidance without the
prior approval of the General Synod on the content of that guidance?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Yes, the House of Bishops has the authority
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to issue Pastoral Guidance without the prior approval of General Synod concerning its
content. As explained in paragraph 3.13 of Governance of the Church of England and
the Anglican Communion (GS Misc 910), “any statement of the House of Bishops on
[doctrinal and theological issues (including issues of moral and pastoral theology)] has an
intrinsic authority which derives not from the Constitution of the General Synod but from
the inherent individual and collegial authority of the House’s members as teachers of the
faith and guardians of sound doctrine, given to them in their ordination to the episcopate.”
The House of Bishops has brought parts 1 and 2 to General Synod prior to issuing them
to show the work that has been done following the February 2023 Synod motion that
asked for the Bishops to issue the Pastoral Guidance.

The Revd Matthew Beer (Lichfield): As the House of Bishops has the authority and is
able to commend the Prayers of Love and Faith, why have the full prayers as well as the
standalone services not been brought to this Synod under Canon B 27?

The Bishop of London: You will remember that the February Synod talked about
commending the prayers - that was the notion - and so the suite of Prayers in Love and
Faith will be commended probably in the middle of December. | think that is the date in
the timetable. However, what we recognised was there was a concern about protection
around the standalone services, hence the reason for looking at the standalone services
being under B 2.

22. Mrs Gill Ball (Chelmsford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Will it be
permissible during a clerical vacancy for a patron to insist that a given position on the use
of the Prayers of Love and Faith must be adhered to in order for an appointment to be
made?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The Patronage (Benefices) Measure 1986
sets out the procedure for the appointment of incumbents of benefices. An important part
of that procedure is the preparation by the PCC of “a statement describing the conditions,
needs and traditions of the parish”. The PCC may, if it wishes, request a joint meeting
with the patron and bishop. The patron must obtain the approval of the bishop (where
the bishop is not the patron) and the PCC'’s representatives to make an offer to a priest
to present him or her to the benefice. The appointment process therefore involves co-
operation in the identification of a suitable candidate. In the unlikely event that a patron
sought to present a priest whose position was clearly at odds with that of the PCC, the
bishop or the PCC would be able to prevent such a presentation from going ahead.
Patronage would ultimately lapse to the bishop.

23. The Revd Dr Miranda Threlfall-Holmes (Liverpool) asked the Chair of the House of
Bishops: In suggesting that PCCs will need to give their consent to the PLF being used
in a parish, what consideration was given by the House of Bishops to the situation of
multi-church parishes?
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The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Consent by a PCC to the use of the PLF
only applies to the provision of standalone services. The situation for a multi-church
benefice or parish has been considered as part of the work developing the PLF. Part 2
of the Pastoral Guidance provides help with considering how to discuss using or not using
the PLF in a local context. As stated there: “...the culture and church tradition of their
local community needs to be taken into account... it is wise to come to an agreed,
negotiated decision after a process of sensitive consultation, informed by the Pastoral
Principles...” This will be true for a multi-church setting, where the outcome of the
conversation may be different between different churches, and in an individual church
setting.

24. The Revd Jacob Madin (York) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In GS 2328,
in Annex F point 13, you say that legal action could be taken against a clergyperson using
the PLF because it might be claimed that they are indicative of a departure from the
doctrine of the Church of England in an essential matter. Has the House of Bishops
considered how this risk will be communicated to clergy who wish to use the prayers when
they are authorized?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: It is the view of the House of Bishops that
the commended material, used as specified in the Notes and Pastoral Guidance, does
not represent a departure from doctrine in any essential matter, and therefore should not
incur a significant legal risk, though this can never be fully ruled out. The risk of legal
action is greatly diminished if the prayers are authorized, rather than commended, which
is one of the reasons for bringing standalone services to Synod via a B 2 process. In
addition, if a form of service is authorized, legal action would not be taken against
individual clergy.

The Revd Dr Tom Woolford (Blackburn): To the best of your knowledge, has the House
of Clergy and General Synod ever before been asked to vote on a motion that involves
placing fellow priests in a position of considerable legal uncertainty without being party to
the legal advice on which the House of Bishops has acted?

The Bishop of London: | cannot answer that question, but | will make sure we respond to
you in writing.

25. Mrs Kat D’Arcy-Cumber (Chelmsford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
Given that the Listening with Love and Faith Report noted that a majority of respondents
wished to see liturgical provision for same-sex relationships, a finding echoed by the
September 2023 survey of Church of England clergy by The Times, can the House of
Bishops please explain their view that the will of the majority should not be taken as
normative and that the use of the prayers should be subject to an opt-in rather than opt-
out system?
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The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: As illustrated by the Listening in Love and
Faith Report the Church, as a whole, contains a diverse spectrum of views. On the
Prayers of Love and Faith it is hoped that the material made available responds to that
diversity of views. It is intended that the prayers for Covenanted Friendships and the
Prayers of Love and Faith Resource Section will be commended for use so that any
minister with the incumbent’s agreement can use them. The authorization of the
standalone services will ask a parish to opt in, which formally requires that the PCC and
incumbent agree to the use of the particular form of service. If a parish does not decide
to opt in it does not mean they cannot or will not use the PLF resources for same-sex
couples. The provision of an opt-in system is part of enabling transparency, particularly
with the possibility of having a signposting system for couples seeking for a church that
will welcome their request for a standalone service.

26. Mrs Gill Ball (Chelmsford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Could a PCC
pass a resolution that they wished to see the Prayers of Love and Faith used in their
parish, even though this would not be binding on the incumbent, who has the right to
ignore that resolution?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The minister and the Parochial Church
Council are under a duty to consult together on matters of general concern and
importance to the parish (Parochial Church Councils (Powers) Measure 1956, section
2(1)). Other functions of PCCs include:

e Co-operation with the minister in promoting in the parish the whole mission of the
Church, pastoral, evangelistic, social and ecumenical;

e the consideration and discussions of matters concerning the Church of England or
any other matters of religious or public interest, but not the declaration of the
doctrine of the Church on any question.

However, it is the minister who has the cure of souls in a parish, and it is ultimately a
matter for the minister's judgement whether to accede to a request by a PCC that
particular services be used in the parish.

No minister can be made to use the PLF against their conscience.

27. The Revd Stuart Cradduck (Lincoln) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In
February 2023, General Synod rejected the following motion regarding the use of the
Prayers of Love and Faith: “In paragraph (e) at the end insert ‘for use in those churches

”m

where both the incumbent so desires and the PCC votes in favour of their use’.

Given that General Synod expressed a view that a vote by a PCC should not be
necessary to permit an incumbent to use the Prayers of Love and Faith, including the
standalone service presented in draft form to the February 2023 Synod, why does GS
2328 introduce this requirement for the standalone service to be used?
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The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Part of the process of producing the Pastoral
Guidance has included consultation and discussion of the PLF, and has considered these
matters carefully. It was agreed that the suite of resources, as a whole, should be used
as flexibly as possible. However, there was also a desire for a form of “opt-in” to the PLF
in order to provide reassurance to churches and couples. It provides transparency, in
that an opt-in system enables a clear list to be held of churches offering standalone
services which couples can access in order to find a church that will welcome their request
for a service. It also protects churches that wish not to offer the prayers.

This formal opt-in system works best in negotiation between incumbent and PCC. The
importance of the question, and the potential for division and conflict is such that it was
considered wise and necessary to enable a process for a church and its incumbent to
come to a common mind, as far as is possible. It takes seriously the corporate nature of
discernment and decision-making of the whole people of God, as well as encouraging full
transparency.

28. The Revd Chatrlie Skrine (London) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In Annex
E of GS 2328, Pastoral Guidance 2.2.2 helpfully says, “If differences over the PLF and
the wider questions it connects to threaten a pastoral breakdown between clergy and
PCC, the archdeacon should be brought in at the earliest opportunity”. In the event that
the archdeacon’s assistance is unable to prevent such a pastoral breakdown, please
could you direct us to an explanation of the possible consequences for the officeholder
and for the PCC?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Section 2.2.2 of the Pastoral Guidance (GS
2328 Annex E) already points to a range of good practice and principles that clergy and
PCCs should work through before needing to draw in the archdeacon. Situations of
pastoral breakdown where the good practice and resources mentioned in 2.2.2 have not
been used can be directed to try these. Any subsequent pastoral breakdown that occurs
despite these steps will need to be worked through locally and contextually, as is already
the case when these situations unfortunately arise in matters unrelated to LLF. The
possible consequences for an officeholder or PCC will necessarily depend on the
particular context. Most dioceses will have adopted practices for dealing with pastoral
breakdown already, which may include processes for mediation or reconciliation. In
cases where unacceptable behaviour has been alleged, each diocese will have a
procedure in place for dealing with these kinds of complaints

The Revd Charlie Skrine (London): Thank you, Bishop Sarah, for your answer, and
generally and profoundly for your optimism, and for everything you are doing to create a
future where mediation and reconciliation might be possible, but pastoral breakdown
breaks parishes, stalls mission and leads to loss of office for clergy. Did the House of
Bishops consider whether the current practices for dealing with pastoral breakdown will
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be fit for purpose in the new situation given that the same disagreements may exist among
those called on in dioceses to mediate and decide where the benefices are vacant?

The Bishop of London: We have sought in the Pastoral Guidance to try to thread through
reassurance. We talk about the Pastoral Principles, the Difference course, and also the
responsibility of dioceses to look at locally supported material as well. So we have
thought about it, and we have tried to thread that through, and we have also said for those
where that may not be sufficient formal structural provision that we will look at that.

29. The Revd Charlie Skrine (London) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In
respect of Annex E of GS 2328, did the House consider what clergy or PCCs should do
if there is conflict with their bishop (see the placeholder in the Pastoral Guidance 2.2.3)
in the period of time between the commendation of the suite of Prayers and the
implementation of the Pastoral Reassurance or the Independent Reviewer?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The collective statement from the House of
Bishops (see Annex F.10) will introduce a shared expectation of episcopal practice in
relation to the Prayers of Love and Faith, particularly around disagreement, including
between clergy or PCCs and the bishop, and how this can be managed well. This
statement will be part of the Pastoral Reassurance being developed alongside the
commendation of the suite of Prayers and the introduction of the initial Pastoral Guidance.
The statement will also point to the establishing of the Pastoral Consultative Group, as
well as the introduction of an Independent Reviewer. Further work is being done on
Formal Structural Pastoral Provision, which will be shared with Synod in due course.

30. The Revd Dr Sara Batts-Neale (Chelmsford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
GS 2328 states that no church is required to advertise that they do not use the PLF . How
does the House of Bishops anticipate the transparency required in section 1.1.1 on page
4 of GS 2328 will be delivered with no need for a clear statement of doctrine or practice
from those churches?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Section 1.1.6 on page 6 and 2.1.3 on page
17 of the Pastoral Guidance provides suggested approaches for churches to be
transparent about their position, whether they decide to use some or none of the PLF.

The Revd Dr Sara Batts-Neale: Experience has shown that parishes who do not accept
the ordination of women rarely communicate that clearly, so in the interests of
transparency, stressed as so important in GS 3208, should it be necessary to require
parishes to state their use or non-use of the Prayers in Love and Faith, because without
such a requirement parishes could unintentionally mislead the public on this matter?

The Bishop of London: The Pastoral Guidance seeks to suggest approaches for
churches to take to be transparent. | think we also need to recognise that not all churches
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will have the same position, so there may be different views held within it, but certainly
we do seek in the Pastoral Guidance to encourage churches to be transparent.

31. The Revd Canon John Dunnett (Chelmsford) asked the Chair of the House of
Bishops: Has the House of Bishops taken a vote or made any decision to pursue the
possibility of a clergyperson being able to marry/be married to a person of the same sex,
and will this be addressed in the Ministry section of the Guidance (cf para 13, GS 2328)?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The House of Bishops has been considering
the possibility of clergy entering into same-sex civil marriages, but a final decision has not
been made, as further theological and legal work is needed, as well as accompanying
work on Pastoral Reassurance. Once a decision is made, this will be addressed in part
3 of the Pastoral Guidance.

The Revd Canon John Dunnett. Thank you, Bishop Sarah, for that answer and thank you
for confirming that no final decision has been made by the House of Bishops regarding
the possibility of clergy entering into same-sex civil marriages. Would you be willing to
answer the question as to whether any decision or vote has been made, and would you
be prepared to share the content of that with this Synod?

The Bishop of London: 1think, John, you would be very surprised if we had not discussed
it at this point. We have had had discussions, and right the way through the process,
certainly over the last couple of years - | am trying to think how long | have been doing
this - three or four years, we have always tried to seek indicative, sometimes we call them
votes, but there is a way to try to seek the mind of the College and the House, so we have
done it in that way.

Chair, | am not sure that we would share it because they were not taken with a view that
they would be made public. | certainly think our view about are we transparent, are we
open is very different to confidentiality. | think it is very different if you go into a discussion
and debate without the knowledge it is going to be made public and it would not be our
integrity to the House in that way.

Ms Jayne Ozanne (Oxford): Has the House of Bishops actually ever discussed the status
of clergy in same-sex marriages from other provinces who wish to come and be part of
the Church of England and officiate here?

The Bishop of London: We have had a discussion, Jayne.

Ms Jayne Ozanne: You have. Thank you.

32. Mr Paul Waddell (Southwark) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: What

pastoral support and advice will be offered to same-sex couples wishing to use the
Prayers of Love and Faith, who cannot do so in their home church due to an incumbent
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more conservative than their PCC, licensed readers and congregation? Why are only
clergy consciences deemed important in this regard?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The Pastoral Guidance outlines a number
of ways in which services can be made available to a couple in their area. Sections 1.1.3,
1.1.6 and 1.1.10 specifically mention the need for transparency in local churches so that
those who consider a church their “home church” and are regular attenders can be fully
aware of their parish’s position on the PLF. The Pastoral Guidance also advises on how
a local incumbent may respond to a request. It is hoped that there would be churches
and ministers willing to offer the PLF in every deanery, hence locally to any couple, though
it is incumbent upon each diocese to make these churches known through a system that
can be easily accessed by couples. Churches that choose to offer the PLF would also
offer pastoral care for couples. As such, it is possible to preserve the conscience of
incumbents and/or church members and PCCs (since a church may equally have a PCC
more conservative than their incumbent), but still enable couples to find a church that will
be receptive to their spirituality and desire to place their relationship before God.

Mr Paul Waddell: Could a couple from a church who wished to use the Prayers of Love
and Faith, who had the support of the PCC and a licensed minister within the benefice or
parish who is not the incumbent, be able to use those prayers within the church building
if the incumbent was opposed?

The Chair: | think in that question you are asking for an expression of opinion on a matter
of law and that is not in order at this time. | am sorry.

33. The Revd Mae Christie (Southwark) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: What
is the date of the latest draft of the Pastoral Guidance and who has had access to it?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The latest draft of parts 1 and 2 of the
Pastoral Guidance was prepared for this Synod following the meeting of the House of
Bishops on 9 October, and published as part of Synod papers.

Part 3 of the Pastoral Guidance is currently under review. Several drafts were prepared,
in consultation with a number of people and departments representing a range of skills,
Church traditions and lived experience. However, it is not a mature enough draft to share
with Synod at this point and will be discussed further with the House of Bishops before it
can be shared at a future meeting of the General Synod. Further work includes
theological and legal considerations, as well as a fuller consideration of Pastoral
Reassurance needed to ensure the proposals can be put into practice in ways that
support the whole Church in all its traditions. It is the intention of the House that this work
should be done as soon as possible.
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34. Mrs Mary Durlacher (Chelmsford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: At the
July Synod, the Bishop of London commented “Very few of our congregations will have a
same view. What we are trying to do is to understand the type of Church that we are
being called to do and how do we then make a response at a time when there is
uncertainty and disagreement. That is not just between churches . It is within churches
and within communities”. With that in mind what work has the House of Bishops done in
assessing the impact and risk of increasing disagreement, division and disunity in the
local Church by formally requiring each PCC to decide on its own position, “with some
consultation with the wider congregation”, so “a list and point of contact are available at
deanery, area or diocesan level™?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Part 2 of the Pastoral Guidance sets out
approaches to having these conversations in a local context that aim to minimise
increasing disagreement, division and disunity. It is important in holding to the intention
of becoming more welcoming to the LGBTQI+ community that we are more transparent
in our churches, and in our communities, about our engagement with them.

Mrs Mary Durlacher. We are grateful for the desire to maintain the greatest unity possible
between community and church, and would ask what steps will be taken to protect the
integrity of all churchmanships in this matter so that it is a little more balanced?

The Bishop of London: The Pastoral Guidance sets out approaches to local
conversations and therefore in that way it recognises the local context for that to happen
in that way, Mary.

Mr Benjamin John (St Albans): What was one of the key reasons for the compelled to
resist meetings, and did those have any impact on the development, or has that affected
any of the plans or proposals?

The Chair: | am afraid your question is not relevant to what we are dealing with at the
moment.

35. The Revd Dr Patrick Richmond (Norwich) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
GS 2328 says “The motion also committed to new guidance and prayers for the blessing
of same-sex relationships” but there have also been assurances that the PLF do not bless
relationships, but the people in them and the good qualities of those relationships, and
that they are not changing the teaching that sexual intimacy finds its proper place in
marriage. What consideration has the House given to the widespread talk of “blessing
same-sex relationships” giving the impression the Church is willing to bless sinful
relationships without repentance from sin?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on

behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Itis not the practice of the Church of England
to bless anything other than people, though “blessing a relationship” is a shorthand often
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used regardless of the words of the liturgy. How services and prayers are interpreted by
those who attend will always be varied, and it cannot be controlled.

In addition, when we offer a nuptial blessing to a couple marrying, this is not conditional
on their relationship being free from sin. Nor do we put conditions to a blessing offered
at the end of a service, or to those who come to the altar in a Holy Communion service
but do not wish to partake in the elements. A blessing does not represent the approval
of the minister or the Church, but is a prayer that God would bring that person closer to
them and enable them to flourish.

The Revd Dr Patrick Richmond: Thank you, Bishop Sarah, for your answer, and for your
ministry. What consideration has the House of Bishops given to the difference in the
conversational understanding of having a relationship blessed and the meaning given in
GS 2328 being so different that the prayers may appear to be unedifying, unseemly or
misleading in what they are doing and trying to do, and the way people understand that,
if | have got that question above.

The Bishop of London: The Pastoral Guidance in 1 and 2 very much in the way in which
they have been produced looked at the space which we occupy and the clarity around
that was seeking to do that.

The Revd Canon Simon Butler (Southwark): As Dr Richmond’s question mentioned the
subject of sin, | want to take you back to the answer you gave to my earlier question about
the position of the House of Bishops on the sinfulness and essentialness of sex. If the
House of Bishops does not have a position on the essentialness, on the question of
whether sex outside marriage is not an essential matter and has different opinions, is it
not effectively saying that, because it has different opinions, it is not an essential matter?

The Bishop of London: | think, Simon, what we have sought to do is to respond in a
pastoral way at a time when, actually, the Church and when the House of Bishops is not
in agreement, so that is what we sought to do. And what we are seeking to do is to enable
couples who want to seek God’s blessing to give thanks for their relationship in church.
In a time of uncertainty, that is what we have been seeking to do, and that is what has
shaped our response.

36. Mr Luke Appleton (Exeter) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In light of an
increasing number of parishioners leaving the Church of England since February’s Synod,
and the substantial challenge of Common Fund withdrawal that dioceses are facing, what
consideration is being taken for a formal split of the institution in response to the
irreconcilable differences on matters of Marriage and Human Relationships?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The College and House of Bishops have
consistently expressed a view that, despite differences that exist within the Church, they
are committed to working together in following Jesus’s prayer that His Church may be
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one. As set out in GS 2328, this work has been to develop as generous a theological,
ecclesial and pastoral space as possible that holds the Church together while making
provision for different views and interpretations on these matters held within it.
Consideration has not been given to a formal split of the institution

Mr Luke Appleton: Obviously nobody wants a formal split in the Church of England, but
considering the fact it is a potential outcome, albeit a tragic one, in the interests of good
governance why has modelling not been done for this?

The Bishop of London: Sorry, can you ask your question again?

Mr Luke Appleton: Nobody wants to have a formal split in the Church of England, but
considering that this is a potential outcome, albeit a tragic one, in the interests of good
governance, why has modelling not been done on what this might look like?

The Bishop of London: In terms of the House of Bishops, | think we recognise that the
issues that we have been discussing are very deeply held and some feel they are divisive.
Our view is, and we have said it in the paper, that whilst that is the case, it is not our view
that they are creedal. What we have been doing is seeking to hold a space which as
many people can occupy. We also recognise that, for some, the pastoral reassurance
that has threaded through has not been sufficient. We have listened to that. Therefore,
we have taken actions, and you will see in the papers for those for whom it is not sufficient,
the House should look at structural pastoral provision, so that work is going on.

The Chair: | think | heard a number of voices saying “supplementary”. | cannot see you.
Can | ask that only the person saying “supplementary” speaks, and others do not speak
on their behalf please? Thank you. | thought | heard a voice coming from this end as
well. Go ahead, ma’am.

The Revd Chantal Noppen (Durham): | am quite short. | am sorry, but | was standing!
Has any formal assessment been made of the numbers who have already left the Church
due to its discrimination against LGBTQIA+ people, along with those who may leave or
those who are simply just unwilling to join in the first place, particularly young people, due
to the Church’s continuing discrimination of LGBTQIA+ people?

The Bishop of London: We have made no formal assessment, but we have listened to
the stories and have listened to people who have found it hard.

37. The Revd Dr Sara Batts-Neale (Chelmsford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
GS 2338 sets out principles for pastoral provision. Could the House of Bishops please
summarise their reflections on the lessons learned from the effects of the implementation
of the Five Guiding Principles when framing these provisions?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: In GS 2328, Annex F provides details of the

44



Pastoral Reassurance that is both already part of the proposals and that is part of the
further work that needs to be done. More work is required on providing appropriate
pastoral provision, and this will be informed by work being undertaken by the committee
of the House of Bishops, the Standing Commission on the House of Bishops Declaration.

38. Mr Paul Waddell (Southwark) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In Annex F,
Exec Summary A2 of GS 2328, why is Pastoral Reassurance required for those who lost
February’s main motion, who recorded 41% of the vote, but not for the 38% who voted
for equal marriage in February’s amendment 64, for whom the Prayers of Love and Faith
also do not satisfy?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: As noted, equal marriage is not part of the
motion that was agreed in February, and has not been part of the subsequent
development of its implementation. | understand that does not diminish the desire for
those that wanted to see equal marriage as part of the motion, but it does set the
parameters within which we have been working. The definition of Pastoral Reassurance
set out in Annex F A2 states that, for what is being proposed in response to that motion,
it is there to support those who joyfully wish to use the Prayers of Love and Faith, those
who do not or who might be opposed to their use, and those who are unsure. Further
work is being done on formal structural pastoral provision to try and ensure that all parts
of the Church can continue to live, minister and reach out in the fullest possible way.

39. The Revd Dr Patrick Richmond (Norwich) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
The LLF material distinguished different degrees of divisive disagreement. What
consideration has the House of Bishops given to verses like 1 Cor 6.911, Gal 5.18-21,
and Rev. 21.8, which say that fornicators will not inherit the Kingdom of God; and verses
like Rom 16.17, 2 Thess. 3.14, and Titus 3.10, which instruct avoidance of those who do
not obey apostolic teaching; and how such verses relate to the depth of present
disagreement, and how much “Formal Structural Pastoral Provision” they should offer?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Disagreement is at the heart of the
uncertainty before us right now; disagreeing over what type of disagreement we are
having adds a layer to uncertainty, since not all agree that it is the kind of disagreement
that necessitates sharp differentiation. In addition, the form of the PLF and their
theological undergirding influences what type of disagreement we are having.

Biblical material being considered includes the vast amount of counsel to attend to unity
and avoid dissensions and factions. We also recognise that this is not a disagreement
between a church and one believer who chooses to ignore the Gospel, but a
disagreement between groups of believers all seeking to live as well as they can under
God, and seeking to interpret Scripture and tradition in faithful ways in the present.
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Balancing these different considerations will be part of ongoing work on possibilities and
shapes of structural pastoral provision.

The Chair: |s there anyone else interested in this topic? | am asking the question
because, as | said at the beginning, | do want to have a wider variety of people speaking.
If there is no one else standing, you may go ahead.

Miss Debbie Buggs (London): Have the Bishops considered the extract from GS Misc
2358, the Recent Evolution of Liturgical Procedures, where the Revision Committee at
the time said, “It was not to be expected that any service authorized for use under Canon
B 5A would be doctrinally suspect, but the proper test would be when that service was
submitted for authorization under Canon B 2” given that the disagreements so far have
surely indicated that the proposals are doctrinally suspect?

The Bishop of London: Yes, Debbie, we have considered that. | think there is a difference
in view on that.

The Revd Dr Patrick Richmond: | have a supplementary on Question 39, my question.
Has the House of Bishops considered the fact that, given some people do believe that
these are fundamental questions of salvation, and that they are issues that require
separation, differentiation, avoidance, that it would be generous and pastoral to respect
the conscience of those who feel that way and offer a level of differentiation, even if not
all the Bishops agree that it is such an issue, if that question is clear enough?

The Bishop of London: | think the paper is clear that we have recognised that for some
the Pastoral Reassurance that threads through the document is not sufficient. | have to
say | use the words “structural pastoral provision”. The reason | do that is because a
colleague of mine pointed out that “differentiation” came out of apartheid, and | do not
think therefore that is an appropriate word to use.

The Chair: Questions to 40 to 45 the Archbishop of York to respond to.

40. Mr Nic Tall (Bath & Wells) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Please would
the House of Bishops report which resolutions were debated on the afternoon of 9
October and in the preceding College of Bishops meeting, and the voting figures on those
resolutions?

41. Mr Clive Scowen (London) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
At the meeting of the House of Bishops on 9 October 2023, how many of the voting
members of the House present voted in favour of the proposals and other materials
contained in GS 2328, how many voted against, and how many abstained?

The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell) replied on behalf of
the Chair of the House of Bishops: With permission, | will answer both of these questions
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together. | am grateful for the questions. The proceedings of meetings of the House and
College of Bishops, including details of votes, are confidential.

Mr Clive Scowen: Has the House considered what possible justification there could be
for a House of this Synod keeping its minutes and records secret, and whether there is
any legitimate reason, in a time when transparency is highly valued, for not reverting to
the pre-1997 practice of publishing full minutes even when the discussions were held in
committee? If so, what was the conclusion the House, and, if not, will they now consider
the matter urgently?

The Archbishop of York: Thank you very much, Clive. Obviously, as | am sure you would
agree, there is a difference between secrecy and confidentiality, but | entirely accept that
the issue is being raised, and we will see that more tomorrow than today, where there are
some other questions coming up. Andrew Atherstone has asked a question and supplied
a really helpful paper. So this is something that | think the House of Bishops will be
looking at and reviewing in order to get that balance right. Of course, we all know that in
every organisation or group we are part of, there need to be places where you can have
a confidential discussion which is free and frank, but there also need to be openness and
transparency, and we need to get that balance right. | am glad that is being raised through
this Synod.

Could | also beg your indulgence, Chair? | am not the Chair of the House of Bishops and
there is no Chair of the House Bishops. | learned long ago in liturgy that you pay attention
to the text but pay even more attention to the rubrics. There is no Chair of the House of
Bishops but | am the Chair of the Standing Committee of House of Bishops, and perhaps
we could look into that.

The Chair. | believe the Archbishop is the Chair.

The Archbishop of York: But | am not.

The Chair. But you are not.

The Revd Michael Tufnell (Salisbury): Contrary to my colleague, Clive, over there, | can
understand why the proceedings of such meetings can and sometimes should be
confidential for free and frank conversation as is being described. What then is going to
happen to find out who leaked such confidential information to the national press,
because | agree with the Archbishop of York that that is important, and what disciplinary
action might be taken to uphold the integrity of that confidentiality?

The Archbishop of York: | am very happy to give an answer.

The Chair: | know you are happy to, sir.

The Archbishop of York: | will do as | am told.
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The Chair: However, | do not think this is strictly relevant to the question as it is there.
Sorry.

Questions 42 to 45 will be taken as a group. Perhaps you could indicate which one you
are asking the supplementary to when you rise to speak.

42. Mrs Nicola Denyer (Newcastle) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Was the
text of GS 2328 seen by, and signed off by, the whole House of Bishops prior to it being
issued to General Synod on 20 October 20237

43. Br Philip Dulson OSB (Religious Communities) asked the Chair of the House of
Bishops: Which members of the House of Bishops signed off GS 23287

44. The Revd Canon Julian Hollywell (Derby) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
Were all of the General Synod papers on LLF circulated on Friday 20 October shared
with all the members of the House and College of Bishops? If not, who was responsible
for drawing each of them up and for signing each of them off?

45. Mr Andrew Farley (Salisbury) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In GS Misc
1353, General Synod is informed that the House of Bishops met on 9 October 2023 to
agree “the papers” to be presented to the General Synod on Living in Love and Faith.
Which of the following papers were agreed by the House of Bishops in the form in which
they have been presented to General Synod: GS 2328 (pages 1-4); Annex A; Annex B;
Annex C; Annex D; Annex E; Annex F; Annex G; Annex H; Annex 1?

The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell) replied on behalf of
the Chair of the House of Bishops: With your permission Chair, | will answer these four
questions together. | am grateful for the questions. The preparation of Synod papers
routinely involves presenting drafts and accompanying papers to the House of Bishops,
and the House having a discussion of what papers need to be prepared for Synod, which
includes edited versions of existing papers as well as additional papers. These papers
will then be finalised by the working group responsible for them.

In this case, the House of Bishops agreed on the substance of papers needed to be
presented to Synod, which were prepared under the oversight of, and agreed by, the LLF
Steering Group. The final papers were based on feedback from the College and House
and noting the diversity of opinions held by the Bishops.

Mr Andrew Farley: | have a supplementary to Question 45. Thank you, Archbishop, for
your reply. Would it be correct to conclude from the reply that none of the papers, or only
some of them, were signed off by the House of Bishops in the form that we have in their
Plenary Session on 9 or 10 of October?
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The Archbishop of York: | am just going to repeat my answer that there is a signing off
of the substance of the papers but, no, we do not check every semicolon, cross every T
and dot every |. | think that would be true of every single paper that comes out of the
House of Bishops.

Mrs Rebecca Hunt (Portsmouth). GS 2328 states clearly that the place of sex within
marriage is part of the doctrine of the Church of England. Please can | just clarify that we
were told earlier in answer to Simon Butler's question that the Bishops are, in fact, not all
in agreement with this?

The Chair: 1 do not believe that that it is relevant to question 45 or to the answer actually
given. Supplementaries are meant to be relevant specifically to the questions.

Mrs Rebecca Hunt: If | may, question 45 is about the papers for Synod.

The Chair: | am afraid my determination stands. Thank you. Any other supplementary
questions in that group?

Question 53. Sorry, | turned over more than one page.
The Bishop of London: Wishful thinking!
The Chair: Question 46.

46. Ms Jayne Ozanne (Oxford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: What amount
of time was given by (i) the College of Bishops and (ii) the House of Bishops to considering
the impact of GS 2328 on the veracity of the apology to LGBT people agreed by Synod
in February 20237

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The first part of the motion agreed in
February, that laments and repents of the experiences past and present that LGBTQI+
people have encountered in the Church, has always been a prime consideration in the
deliberations of both the College and House of Bishops. In introducing the work at the
meetings, and in the individual contributions by Bishops, the College and the House were
reminded of the apology made. In the drafting of GS 2328, a lot of work went into trying
to ensure the paper was pastorally sensitive, including incorporating feedback from
readers with lived LGBTQI+ experience. We recognise that the paper does not include
everything that was hoped for by this point, but both the College and the House have
been clear that further required work should be done as soon as possible.

Ms Jayne Ozanne: Thank you, Bishop Sarah, for many things, but | am grateful for you
recognising that the paper does not include everything that was promised and not just
hoped for, as well as its unfortunate tone. | wonder if you are aware how premature, if
not meaningless and hollow, the apology that laments and repents of a failure to be
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welcoming to so many of us feels when we are witnessing the roll back on the decisions
that we made in February?

The Bishop of London: Jayne, | said in February that | recognise that lamenting and
repenting without action is not good enough and | recognise that some feel that we are
moving too slowly. | suppose it is for the debate tomorrow about, in a sense, what we
are, have been and are seeking to do. One of my sorrows continues to be that, through
this process, | do think that LGBTQI people have continued to feel pain, but | am a person
of hope.

47. Mrs Kat Alldread (Derby) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Do all the General
Synod papers on LLF circulated on Friday 20th October accurately reflect the current
position of both the House and College of Bishops?

The Bishop of London replied on behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The
General Synod papers on LLF circulated on Friday 20th October have been subject to a
process of refinement that has involved both the College and House of Bishops. As is
the case within the Church as a whole at this time, the College and the House contain a
diversity of views on the issues addressed by LLF, and the material presented has aimed
to represent a position that takes proper account of that diversity, while providing a basis
for moving forward.

48. Mr Robert Zampetti (London) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Can you
confirm that there were clear recorded majorities in both the House and College of
Bishops to allow clergy to enter into same-sex civil marriage and to remove the stipulation
that currently requires celibacy for clergy in same-sex relationships?

The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell) replied on behalf of
the Chair of the House of Bishops: Thank you for your question. The proceedings of
these meetings, including details of votes, are confidential.

49. Mr Robert Zampetti (London) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Can you
confirm that a further letter from evangelical groups threatening legal action was sent to
the House or College of Bishops between the end of the meeting of the College and the
House meeting in October?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Correspondence was sent to the House of
Bishops from a range of groups between the two meetings, which included evangelical
groups that gave legal opinion on the route of authorization for the PLF but which did not
explicitly threaten legal action.

50. Mrs Jennifer Fellows (Gloucester) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: What

pastoral support is being offered to ordinands who have deferred ordination, and deacons
who feel unable to be ordained presbyter, whilst the LLF process is ongoing?
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The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Pastoral support is always personal and
contextual, which needs to be put in place locally, with sensitivity to the specificities of a
person’s circumstances. Where an ordinand defers ordination, their TEls, DDO and
sending church would be natural places of support. For a deacon feeling unable to be
ordained presbyter, support should be offered via their IME officer, and if needed, through
their archdeacon or bishop.

Mrs Jennifer Fellows: Can the Bishop confirm that pastoral care for a deacon unable to
be ordained presbyter while LLF process is ongoing does not, and should never, include
them being asked to consider resigning their orders?

The Bishop of London: No, | do not think it should.

The Very Revd Mandy Ford (Dean of Bristol): Thank you for your answer, Bishop Sarah.
What pastoral support is being offered to LGBTQI Christians in the process of
discernment, or ordinands in training, over the inevitable distress caused by the drawn
out nature of implementing the February 2023 decisions welcomed by all three Houses
of Synod?

The Bishop of London: Thank you for your question. | think the answer is exactly the
same. | think that pastoral support is always personal, contextual and needs to be put in
place locally for the specific requirements.

51. Mrs Kat D’Arcy-Cumber (Chelmsford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: GS
2328 makes 19 references to parishes being able to opt in to use the prayers, but no
consideration is given to an opt-out system where clergy and parishes opposed to the
use of the prayers can pass resolution to positively affirm their wishes. Can an account
be given of the amount of time and nature of debate that took place to reach the
conclusion that opt-in was preferred over opt-out?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: An opt-in or an opt-out system is only
possible under the route of Authorization for the Standalone Services of PLF and not
Commendation, where use of the Resource Section of the PLF is up to the discretion of
the minister. The details of the reasons for deciding to authorize the standalone forms of
service are given in GS 2328. The option to opt out was considered, but it was felt that if
a parish opted out they would be considered to be opting out of all the PLF, when they
may still wish to use some of the resources or the prayers for Covenanted Friendships.
Opting in provides a transparent way of demonstrating that a parish is offering these
standalone services. In addition, an opting-in route does not force parishes who, for any
reason, may not feel ready to have a constructive conversation on whether to use the
prayers. An opt-in system enables every parish to move at its own pace.
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52. Mr Paul Ronson (Blackburn) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: When will
Issues in Human Sexuality be withdrawn, and what is its current status?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Those involved in the discernment process,
as well as TEls, need a framework within which to work with candidates and ordinands.
Issues has been used as a guide, though it is not in itself guidance and was not intended
for that purpose. We recognise there is a need for a replacement document, and we hope
to be able to agree this as a matter of great urgency. A draft of part 3 of the Pastoral
Guidance is being developed for this purpose.

This is done in collaboration with those involved in the discernment process and in
ministerial training to identify what is needed for a coherent, fair and functional framework
to replace Issues in a way that would be flexible and responsive. Consultation has
happened with people of different theological traditions and lived experience. In addition
to Pastoral Guidance, a Pastoral Consultative Group will be set up to ensure that urgent,
complex or new questions that may arise can be explored, people supported in their local
contexts, and guidance updated as needed.

Until the time new Pastoral Guidance comes into place, Issues remains the only
framework for DDOs and TEls to work with.

53. Mr Paul Ronson (Blackburn) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Does the
legal advice received by the Bishops suggest that the intended standalone services
contain anything that deviates from the doctrine of the Church?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The intention is for the proposed standalone
services to be subject to the process for authorization by the General Synod under Canon
B 2. To be authorized under Canon B 2, a form of service must be “such as in the opinion
of the General Synod is neither contrary to, nor indicative of any departure from, the
doctrine of the Church of England in any essential matter” (emphasis added). To support
this, the Synod’s standing orders that apply to liturgical business provide for the Synod to
request a formal report on a question of doctrine. The basis on which the House of
Bishops proposes the standalone services is described in GS 2328 at Annex A. The
Synod will be provided with any legal advice it needs to determine whether it is of the
opinion referred to above.

Miss Debbie Buggs (London): | am pleased, Bishop, that you have said that Synod will
be provided with any legal advice it needs to determine whether it is of the opinion referred
to above in your final sentence. When, is my question, will the Synod be provided with
that information, please, and could it be sooner rather than later?

The Bishop of London: Debbie, the legal advice relates to the process of B 2 and so, in
terms of the process of B 2, the appropriate legal advice will be given at that time.
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The Revd Mae Christie (London): Just one question. Could the House of Bishops, or
you perhaps on their behalf, provide a definition for a standalone service?

The Bishop of London: The details are in the papers. Really, the standalone service is
service for which a blessing and thanksgiving is the main focus.

The Revd Mae Christie: | think | meant in a more general sense.
The Bishop of London: Oh.

The Revd Mae Christie: Standalone services as a general principle.
The Bishop of London: | can get an answer written to you.

The Revd Mae Christie: Okay.

The Bishop of London: | know somebody who knows.

The Chair. Questions 54 and 55 will be taken together, and The Archbishop of York is
responding.

54. The Revd Dr Chris Moore (Hereford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: The
fifth of the Nolan Principles, published by His Majesty’s Government as the Seven
Principles of Public Life, reads: “Holders of public office should act and take decisions in
an open and transparent manner. Information should not be withheld from the public
unless there are clear and lawful reasons for so doing”. Given this, will the House of
Bishops release all the legal advice given to them with regards to the Prayers of Love and
Faith? If not, what are the clear and lawful reasons for withholding this information from
General Synod?

55. Mrs Rebecca Hunt (Portsmouth) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: What was
the full and unredacted legal advice that was provided by Church House to the House of
Bishops at their meetings on LLF during the autumn 2023, and how did this differ to that
provided before the motion on LLF was passed by General Synod in February 20237

The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell) replied on behalf of
the Chair of the House of Bishops: With permission | will answer questions 54-55
together.

Similar considerations apply here as to legal advice obtained by the Government from its
legal advisers. Legal advice obtained by bodies with specific governance and policy-
formation functions in the Church of England - including the House of Bishops, the
Archbishops’ Council and the Church Commissioners - is not normally disclosed outside
those bodies. This is to enable them to obtain full and frank legal advice in confidence.
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Just as legal advice obtained by the Government is not normally laid before Parliament
or cited in debate, legal advice obtained by the Church’s governance bodies is not
normally provided to the General Synod unless the body concerned considers it expedient
to do so.

Mrs Rebecca Hunt. | want to ask has the House of Bishops considered how Synod can
be sure that the Bishops have the power to commend the Prayers of Love and Faith when
the argument that they are a small change in a matter regarded as doctrinal and, hence,
not indicative of a departure from doctrine in any essential matter was not addressed in
the legal advice that we were provided with in February, and what conclusion did it reach?

The Archbishop of York: Well, | believe we have received that and we are enacting the
decision of the Synod in February.

Mr Clive Scowen (London): On what basis has the House of Bishops, being a House of
this Synod, determined that its relationship to the other two Houses is analogous to that
between Government and Parliament and that it is a governance body like the
Archbishops' Council and the Church Commissioners, both of which are legally
independent charities, statutory charities, rather than merely a part of a larger statutory
entity to which the disclosure of legal advice is being refused. To put it simply ---

The Archbishop of York: Oh, good.

Mr Clive Scowen: --- the question is how do you justify likening yourself to the
Government when, in fact, you are a House of this Synod?

The Archbishop of York: As | indicated in an earlier answer which relates to these issues,
and this is where it is relevant, and | am Chair of the Standing Committee, this is
something the Standing Committee will reflect on.

56. Mr Stephen Hofmeyr (Guildford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: At its
meeting on 9 October 2023 did the House of Bishops agree (in line with the legal advice
set outin GS Misc 1339) that same-sex marriage is distinct from Holy Matrimony and that
same-sex marriage does not impinge on Holy Matrimony in a way that contradicts the
Church’s doctrine? Or did the House of Bishops agree that the alleged distinction could
no longer be maintained?

The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell) replied on behalf of
the Chair of the House of Bishops: The House of Bishops considered the complexity of
the relationship between civil marriage and same-sex marriage, which includes both
areas of similarity and significant differences, and focused more specifically on same-sex
marriage and Holy Matrimony

Mr Stephen Hofmeyr. May | begin by expressing my most sincere thanks to you,
Archbishop, and to the Synod staff for correcting the inadvertence in the Questions Notice
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Paper to ensure that an answer was given to my question. My supplementary question
is this. At its meeting on 9 October 2023, did the House of Bishops vote on and agree
that same-sex marriage is distinct from Holy Matrimony and that same-sex marriage does
not impinge on Holy Matrimony in a way that contradicts the Church's doctrine?

The Archbishop of York: It feels like a little bit of a theme when | get up to answer
questions that there is a problem over the question and the answer. | can assure you
that it is just a coincidence, but it did happen at the last Synod and | too am very grateful.
It was just an oversight. | am very grateful to the staff for amending that, and thank you
for your understanding and graciousness, Stephen.

Again, | know you will probably hear the answer as an unsatisfactory one, but | hope you
will understand it is quite legitimate for this Synod and others to question the
confidentiality under Standing Order 14 of the way the House of Bishops undertakes its
business. It is quite in order to question that, and | have said we will reflect on that.
Nevertheless, | am bound by that confidentiality, and it is incumbent upon me, therefore,
to say that | am afraid | cannot answer that question because those discussions were
confidential. That is how it is. But these matters are carefully under review. These are
very serious questions which we are working through. | have confidence that we will work
through them for the good of the whole Church, and for each part of it, but | am sorry that
| am bound by the confidentiality | have undertaken and cannot say any more in this
forum.

Mr Stephen Hofmeyr. Can | ask you please to explain ---
The Chair. No, | am afraid you may not. | am sorry, thank you.

57. Mr Peter Barrett (Oxford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Why the sudden
decision to move to Canon B 2 for authorizing the standalone service, rather than Canon
B 5A?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Following the Canon B 2 process for these
services will provide the firmest footing for those using them within the shortest possible
timeframe. The House of Bishops decided that while B 5A could have enabled the
standalone services to be brought into use more quickly, the process would ultimately
require further B 2 authorization that would have taken longer overall for the status of the
forms of service to be settled.

Mr Peter Barrett: | just really wanted, if you can give it, some more clarity on why there
was a sudden change in the decision to go from B 5A to B 2. | suspect it was probably
around October the 9th.

The Bishop of London: The truth is there was not a sudden change. | even think back in
July there was mention of B 5A. This has been a process where, as | said before, the
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House and the College have been in discussion with each other. We are doing exactly
what we should do in terms of it. | do not think it was sudden, but | think it was recognising
that B 2 gave the quickest way of getting the standalone services authorized into use.
You will see that the Bishop of Oxford is bringing an amendment tomorrow. The further
clarity has been that, actually, you could run experimental services alongside the B 2,
which is where the amendment comes from, and | think the Archbishop of York has
indicated that he will support it. It is likely that | will as well.

58. Mr Peter Barrett (Oxford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Has the House
of Bishops considered whether the absence of legal protection for clergy who use the
PLF will present a barrier to many clergy using them?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The House has considered the welfare of
clergy throughout the work of implementation. There is not an absence of legal protection
for the clergy who use the PLF alongside the Pastoral Guidance that accompanies them,
but what is present is the possibility of legal challenge concerning their use. While it is
not possible to unequivocally say there is no legal risk, given the particulars of every
circumstance, the prayers and the guidance have been worked on throughout so that they
are robust in this regard.

Mr Peter Barrett. Sorry to get a bit technical, but | just want to quote from Annex F, B 14
in the Living in Love and Faith paper and it says, “Provided the minister has used the
Prayers of Love and Faith resources in accordance with the Pastoral Guidance relevant
to that time, any minister subject to such a complaint could cite the House's view in his or
her defence, but it would be for a tribunal or a court to make this decision”. | just find that
very unreassuring and | just wonder if you felt that as well?

The Bishop of London: So | think what we have ---

The Chair. | am sorry, Bishop Sarah. You are asking for an expression of opinion in that,
| am sorry, thank you.

59. The Revd Canon Simon Butler (Southwark) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
Has the House of Bishops ever published liturgical material for consideration by the
General Synod that it has considered “contrary to, or indicative of any departure from, the
doctrine of the Church of England in any essential matter”?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Canon B 2.1 indicates that “any form of
service ... approved by the General Synod shall be such as in the opinion of the General
Synod is neither contrary to, nor indicative of any departure from, the doctrine of the
Church of England in any essential matter”. | am not aware of any situation in which the
House of Bishops has introduced liturgical material which it believed would not meet that
test.
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The Revd Canon Simon Butler: Bishop Sarah, notwithstanding your remarks and the
Archbishop of York's remarks earlier about the Bishop of Oxford's amendment, can you
confirm that the material under Annex C, the standalone services, also is not indicating a
departure from a doctrine of the Church of England and the House's view and that,
therefore, the minister does have discretion to use that material under Canon B 5.2
already?

The Chair. You are asking for an expression of legal opinion, Sir, so | am afraid | will ask
the Bishop not to respond to that.

The Revd Canon John Bavington (Leeds): | wonder if you could tell me, Bishop Sarah,
what is the definition of “any essential matter” in relation to the doctrine of marriage?

The Chair. That is also asking for an expression of opinion.

60. The Revd Canon Simon Butler (Southwark) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
Given the decision of the House of Bishops to seek authorization of parts of Prayers of
Love and Faith under Canon B 2 at a very late stage, can the House identify those groups
or individuals whose threats of legal action informed their decision?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The routes of commendation or authorization
for the PLF have been under discussion by the House of Bishops since the LLF motion
was passed at the February meeting of Synod. While authorization has been considered
a preferable option, Canon B 2 has always been a possibility. The decisions taken by the
House have been informed by iterative discussion and material provided by the LLF
Steering Group. They have not been informed by specific threats of legal action by groups
or individuals.

The Revd Canon Simon Butler. Let me try again. Bishop Sarah, what advice can the
House give to a minister who, under the terms of my last question, might want to use the
standalone services under Canon B 5.2?

The Bishop of London: If the amendment tomorrow is accepted, what we will do is provide
Pastoral Guidance related to using services in time for an experimental period.

Mr Clive Scowen (London): | just want to know, if the Bishop of Oxford's amendment
tomorrow is accepted, would the House then propose, instead of commending the Annex
C prayers, to bring them too under B 5A?

The Bishop of London: No. You have to wear a green shirt to get C.

61. The Ven. Adrian Youings (Bath & Wells) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
The legal advice upon which the House of Bishops’ proposals in February 2023 were
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based (GS Misc 1339) included the opinion that “the institution of Holy Matrimony and the
institution of civil marriage are now distinct’. GS 2328 refers to the legal advice which the
House of Bishops received at its meeting on 9 October 2023, but the alleged distinction
is nowhere mentioned. Did the advice of the Law Office change between February and
October 2023; and, if so, in what respect?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The legal and theological basis for the
Prayers of Love and Faith is set out in Annex A to GS 2328. The House does not propose
to say more at this stage about the confidential legal advice it has obtained.

The Ven. Adrian Youings: ls it still the understanding of the House of Bishops that the
institution of Holy Matrimony and the institution of civil marriage are now distinct, as stated
in GS Misc 13397

The Bishop of London: The discussion that the Houses had, in terms of Holy Matrimony
and civil marriage, is that there are commonalities and overlapping characteristics but
they are not the same.

62. The Ven Adrian Youings (Bath & Wells) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
When will the House of Bishops be publishing the legal advice they received which
General Synod is given to understand provides the legal foundation for the use of Prayers
of Love and Faith?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The legal and theological basis on which the
House of Bishops are proceeding is described in Annex A of GS 2328. Legal advice
obtained by the House of Bishops is not normally disclosed. This is to enable the House
to obtain full and frank legal advice in confidence.

The Ven. Adrian Youings: Does the House of Bishops understand the need for the House
of Clergy and the House of Laity to receive legal advice in order to inform their ability to
carefully consider in an informed way the motion that we will consider later in this session?

The Bishop of London: In terms of the papers that we have provided, there is a reflection
of our understanding of the legal position and the theological position there, and |
commend the papers to you.

63. Mr Andrew Bell (Oxford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In the PLF debate
in February, the Archbishop of York told us that “... | will not be able to support
commending these Prayers until we have the Pastoral Guidance and pastoral provision”.
Given that neither has been provided in full, on what grounds has the House of Bishops
felt able to commend the prayers at this stage and thus reject the commitment given by
the Archbishop of York™?
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The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell) replied on behalf of
the Chair of the House of Bishops: Thank you for your question. Firstly, let me be clear
- the comments | made were about myself, not the House of Bishops collectively. A Synod
speech, even from an Archbishop, cannot bind the Synod or the House of Bishops to a
particular course of action. Since the February group of sessions, the House and College
of Bishops have met many times, to work on implementing the decision made in February,
but also in a spirit of prayerful discernment to wrestle with the complex issues that face
us in settling both the pastoral provision and pastoral guidance.

Mr Andrew Bell: Thank you for your response and | apologise if this also follows a theme
a little bit. Did the House of Bishops consider how members of the other Houses of Synod
were properly to engage in the debate without the full resources, including the Pastoral
Guidance, pastoral provision and the legal advice which they had received and, if so,
what were their conclusions?

The Archbishop of York: Well, absolutely, yes. In all our deliberations, we are seeking
to take account of the views of the whole Church and, obviously, particularly the other two
Houses of this Synod. It is not that we have seen something that we are withholding.
There are various works in progress and, as | had hoped | indicated, answers to questions
have a word limit. | would have liked to have said more in my answer and so forgive me
if it is a bit too condensed.

| think what | have come to understand, as we have moved from February, is that
provision is needed, but provision is, first of all, woven into the process. There may well,
as the Bishop of London has indicated in an answer a little while ago, probably need to
be some other things on top of that and the next stage that we move into, particularly if -
| get all the Canons mixed up, forgive me - Canon B 5A, if that is the road we go down
towards B 2, that will be an experimental period which will allow us to find out a lot more.

Secondly, the Pastoral Guidance | have come to understand and accept as being the best
way of doing it. It is not a document that | put on a bookshelf. It is an evolving body of
guidance in a way that is familiar to people working in other walks of life, but perhaps is
a new thing for us in the Church. With regard to the legal advice, the papers we have got
before us do contain within them the fruits of that legal advice. Again, | reiterate what |
have said several times: | have heard what has been said and | will, with others, reflect
upon that.

The Revd Charlie Skrine (London): With regard to legal advice, are you able to confirm
that the Legal Office works for the House of Clergy and the House of Laity as much as it
works for the House of Bishops?

The Bishop of London: Yes, | think | am. Whenever | stand up here, | also think, oh,
somebody is ... | am not at all suggesting you are trying to catch me out, Charlie, so | am
going to preface this by saying it is my understanding that we are one Church, that we
are working together and, therefore, our Legal Offices are working for all of us. However,
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| accept that sometimes there are conversations with one bit and sometimes there are
conversations with another. | do not suggest they are offering different bits of advice, but
we are in an iterative, ongoing process. | am sorry that is not a satisfactory answer.

64. Miss Debbie Woods (Chester) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: GS 2328
confirms that the doctrine of marriage is unchanged, and that the teaching that marriage,
as understood according to Canon B 30, is the only proper place for sexual intimacy. On
the basis of this, has the House of Bishops committed to refrain from its members making
any public statements which contradict this confirmed teaching, and if not, on what basis?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: GS 2328 speaks of the diversity of views
that are held within the Church in relation to a range of views that touch on the areas of
marriage and sexual intimacy. The House of Bishops also contains this diversity of views,
and does not compel its members to go against their conscience in what they say or don’t
say. We are not changing the doctrine of the Church regarding marriage, but we are
exploring the space for a genuine, careful pastoral response: the kind of response that
genuinely rejoices at the goods that we can see in same-sex relationships — faithfulness,
stability, fruitfulness, love, faith, grace — and keeps looking for where God is at work, and
how we may respond faithfully to God’s call to holiness in the fashioning of our lives,
rather than focus primarily on identifying the absence of virtue, or good, in others

Miss Debbie Woods: Thanks again to the support staff for getting the correct answer in
place. On what basis would the House of Bishops support the reason of conscience to
justify one of its members publicly contradicting the clear doctrine of the Church that he
or she has vowed to uphold at their consecration?

The Bishop of London: My belief is that all of my episcopal colleagues, in the same way
as | do, take very seriously our consecration vows, and there is nothing more profound
than at a concentration to relisten to those vows. My belief is that we all take them
seriously.

Mr Benjamin John (St Albans): The Thirty-nine Articles were agreed for the avoiding of
diversities of opinions. The answer says that there is diversity of views in the Church and
in the House of Bishops. Despite the current position which we have heard, the Bishops
vowed to believe, teach and uphold. What work has been done as to how that diversity
of beliefs came to be, whether it should be tolerated as it currently is, and how it can be
avoided in the future?

The Bishop of London: | think the paper that is there around the theological foundation
is very helpful. The truth is that we will all talk within this room around how theology has
evolved in different parts. | am sure that we will have a whole range of different views in
this room, not just on these issues but around a whole range of issues. We recognise
that that is not bad, that it is not bad that we are able to discuss and debate our differing
opinions on a whole range of issues. That is good. You only have to look back at Church
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tradition and our history as an Anglican Church to realise that that has been good. In my
view, we ought to enable those discussions to continue.

Related to this, within the House we are very clear that what we seek to do is to implement
the motion in February and, therefore, to seek a space where we have not changed the
doctrine of marriage but we can co-exist, unity under Christ, in the way that we are called
to do.

65. Mr Andrew Farley (Salisbury) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: The letter
from Ben Bradshaw MP to Andrew Selous appears to demonstrate knowledge of the
confidential discussion of the House of Bishops on 9 October 2023. What action has the
House taken to explore how Mr Bradshaw might have been privy to this information?

The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell) replied on behalf of
the Chair of the House of Bishops: The House has not taken any action to explore what
information Mr Bradshaw might have been privy to. The House of Bishops at its most
recent meeting noted how damaging of trust the leaking of information is.

Mr Andrew Farley: Given the House of Bishops noted how damaging of trust the leaking
of information is, may | ask why the House did not take any action to explore how Mr
Bradshaw obtained the information and discipline the bishop or bishops accordingly?

The Archbishop of York: Well, that is a very good question. It deeply grieves me that
information is leaked from anybody, but particularly within the Church. Again, as | said
earlier, | fully understand the reasons why some may question the confidential nature of
the House of Bishops meeting under Standing Order 14 but, nevertheless, we are bound
by it. It troubles me that there are leaks. All | can say is, we will continue to reflect on
how we can find out how that is happening and try to prevent it happening. | am sorry, |
cannot say more.

The Revd Matthew Beer (Lichfield): Thank you, Archbishop for what you have just said,
but what steps are being made to ensure that private business within the House of
Bishops is not leaked to the public or by the public or by the House of Bishops in the
future?

The Archbishop of York: Well, | hope you would sympathise here. What can | say? |
appeal to my sisters and brothers, as | do to myself, that we honour the undertakings that
we make to each other. It grieves me when that does not happen. | think all | will say is,
as a follower of Jesus Christ, | am not surprised by human sinfulness. | am well aware of
it in myself, and when | fall short, | seek repentance. | would hope that all of us would
seek to do that in all areas of our lives. | cannot make people behave properly, but | can
carry on trying to behave properly myself and encouraging others to do so as well and,
when | get it wrong, | will seek to make amends.

The Chair. | am sorry, we have already had two to that question.
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66. The Revd Jeremy Moodey (Oxford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Annex
H of GS 2328 (Living in Love and Faith: Theological Rationale) explicitly builds on the
arguments about blessings advanced by Walter Moberly and Isabelle Hamley in papers
which are available on the LLF Hub. Yet Annex H does not engage with subsequent
critiques of Moberley and Hamley, including in Dr Martin Davie's booklet With God’s
Approval? (Oxford: Dictum Press, 2023). This argues (p.58) that we cannot rightly ask
God to bless forms of relationship that according to Scripture God has never decided to
bless. For what reasons - in the interests of even-handedness - has there been no
engagement to date with this and other critiques, and will there be a response to Dr Davie
in due course?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: There has been engagement with critiques
and different perspectives in the process of producing the paper. However, it is the view
of the House at this point that the PLF offer a blessing on people (as indeed is the case
with other forms of blessing, always conferred on people). Blessing is the posture of God
towards all creation, and, in Scripture, is not conditional on creaturely behaviour or
response, as the paper produced for the College of Bishops on the LLF Hub argues (this
was a paper requested by, and produced for, the College and it does not represent the
views of any one individual).

Following this logic, it is possible to offer a blessing to a couple coming forward wanting
to grow in their life with God. Congregational blessings, for instance, are never given
subject to certain conditions being fulfilled by the people being blessed; nor does the
church assess wedding couples for worthiness to be blessed.

GS 2328 speaks of the diversity of views that are held within the Church in relation to a
range of views that touch on the areas of marriage and sexual intimacy. The House of
Bishops also contains this diversity of views and does not compel its members to go
against their conscience in what they say or don’t say. We are not changing the doctrine
of the Church regarding marriage, but we are exploring the space for a genuine, careful
pastoral response: the kind of response that genuinely rejoices at the goods that we can
see in same-sex relationships — faithfulness, stability, fruitfulness, love, faith, grace — and
keeps looking for where God is at work, and how we may respond faithfully to God’s call
to holiness in the fashioning of our lives, rather than focus primarily on identifying the
absence of virtue, or good, in others.

The Revd Jeremy Moodey: | thank the Bishop for her response and note that the third
paragraph is, in fact, part of an answer to another question entirely. But | also note that
the first two paragraphs of the Bishop's reply do not actually answer my question. She
has simply restated the rather flimsy theological rationale for the Prayers of Love and
Faith given in Annex H of GS 2328. My question is, once again, why has there been no
engagement by the Bishops with the arguments of Martin Davie on what can and cannot
be blessed, and can this Synod please have a response from the House to Dr Davie?
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The Bishop of London: | have to say that, for me, the engagement in theology has been
challenging. | also think that, actually, engaging in the theology around blessings has
enriched me. Certainly, within the House, material has been made available around what
it is that we do when we bless and, certainly, individuals have engaged with a difference
of theological perception. A whole raft of information has been obtained and it is very
difficult to say all these bits we have done because, actually, different members of the
House have engaged with different parts. Let us not underestimate the way in which the
House has engaged. Of course, the House sometimes is not a whole; it is individual
peoples. My belief is that we have engaged with the different theological views around
what is it that we do with blessing and, certainly, that has provided a foundation for how
we have got to where we are.

67. Mr Christopher Townsend (Ely) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In Annex
A to GS 2328 (Prayers of Love and Faith - A Basis for Moving Forward), para 29 says of
the process for approval of the proposed “standalone services” under the Canon B 2
procedure that, “The procedure for liturgical business also provides opportunities for the
revision of the draft liturgical text”. Will this “draft liturgical text” include some or all of the
Prayers of Love and Faith: Resources Section?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: As Annex D of GS 2328 indicates, it is the
service structures and Notes which are to be submitted for approval under Canon B 2.

Mr Christopher Townsend: Thank you, Bishop Sarah, for your confirmation and
clarification. As the House of Bishops, mindful of possible legal risks, proposed to use
Canon B 2 to provide the firmest footing for those who propose to use the standalone
services, on what basis did the House of Bishops conclude that the actual content of
those services should not be incorporated within the Canon B 2 process?

The Bishop of London: As we said previously, we do not believe that the prayers are
indicative of a change of the doctrine of marriage in anything essential. We have spent
some time considering the way in which the suite of Prayers would be commended. That
is where the difference is. What we recognise is that the concern that people raise to us
is the concern that, putting together one or two prayers, when does it become a
standalone service or not, and the concern of people. Therefore, we have talked about
that.

We have spent a lot of time listening to those who have been fearful as individuals of legal
challenge. As | say, we have tried to thread it through. It is very unfortunate that in a
response where we are trying to provide a pastoral response that we are creating an
environment of fear. The idea of the Prayers, and the standalone service, was around
being able to allow same-sex couples in Church to ask for God's blessing and to be
thankful. Within it, one of the sadnesses for me is the way we have tried to create fear,
particularly, for example, from legal challenge. The House of Bishops absolutely wants
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to protect individuals and, therefore, we have thought very carefully about the way in
which reassurance is thread right the way through, including the forms of commendation
and authorization.

Mr Christopher Townsend: Thank you, Bishop. May | ask you how Canon B 2 ---
The Chair: | am sorry, you have asked your question.

Mrs Amanda Robbie (Lichfield): | believe that questioners are allowed two
supplementaries.

The Chair. You are allowed one per question, thank you.

68. Mr Christopher Townsend (Ely) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: GS Misc
1339, which was circulated to General Synod in January 2023, contained the following
novel and contested claim: “Because the sexes of the parties are irrelevant so far as the
general law concept of marriage is concerned, the concept of civil marriage is now of a
different nature from the concept of marriage set out in Canon B 30 (Holy
Matrimony)”.(para 6). Has the House of Bishops received any subsequent legal advice
on the relationship between civil marriage (whether between people of the opposite sex
or people of the same-sex) and Holy Matrimony and, if so, when will such advice be
disclosed to General Synod?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The legal and theological basis for
proceeding with the Prayers of Love and Faith is set out in Annex A to GS 2328.

Mr Christopher Townsend: Since Notice Paper 8, which has emerged today, shows us
that the House of Bishops' thinking on the relationship between civil marriage and Holy
Matrimony has moved on from the views expressed in GS Misc 1339, and yet the House
of Bishops has offered no new legal advice on this question to help General Synod, what
consideration has the House of Bishops given to whether the Houses of Laity and Clergy
can reach an informed view on questions about same-sex marriage which may be
debated in this group of sessions?

The Bishop of London: What we have tried to do in the group of papers is to provide the
theological ground on which we are offering these papers. The other piece | would say
is, | am almost certain, that members of Synod here have also taken their own view. |
would expect members of Synod to have been engaged in this material, but also with
each other. We have in our papers tried to outline the foundation upon which we are
proposing to commend the Prayers, and to have the standalone services, and where the
Pastoral Guidance has come from.

69. Miss Rosemary Wilson (Southwark) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: GS
2328 para 22 talks of a desire for “change but without changing the doctrine of the

64



Church”. If the doctrine of the Church is remaining unchanged, what did the House of
Bishops agree to be the nature of the change that is wanted?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The PLF and accompanying work have
sought to explore the widest possible space we can occupy as a church without changing
our doctrine of marriage, while being faithful to the desire for change and the need to
embody repentance for the way in which LGBTQI+ people have been treated. As such,
the PLF do not represent a change in doctrine, but a change in how doctrine and pastoral
practice relate to one another. Pastoral Provision seeks to offer a theological space that
affirms what we can affirm together — such as essential goods or virtues — but remains
provisional on what we disagree on, and recognises that different churches and ministers
will interpret these things in different ways.

70. Mr Chris Gill (Lichfield) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Thank you for
sharing more of your workings in the Living in Love and Faith Report GS 2328. This
report refers to transparency 12 times, honesty seven times and integrity six times, mostly
through reference to the practice of churches. In keeping with these references, at what
date will the House of Bishops be releasing the full Pastoral Guidance, formal proposals
for pastoral assurance, the legal advice that it has received, and the advice of the Faith
and Order Commission?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The full Pastoral Guidance will be released
as soon as possible. It is hoped this may be in time for the February 2024 meeting of
General Synod.

The way the Pastoral Guidance has been put together envisions it as an evolving
document, so that new questions and answers to more complex questions can be
incorporated over time.

Legal advice obtained by the House of Bishops is not normally disclosed. This is to
enable the House to obtain full and frank legal advice in confidence.

The Faith and Order Commission has not written a formal paper of advice to the House,
but they are working towards doing so. Whether this is released more widely will be at
the discretion of the House of Bishops.

Mr Chris Gill: We are one Church. We are one body. We have one aim of getting the
legal advice. | can well understand why the House of Bishops would want to discuss it in
confidence, but why do they want to obtain the legal advice in confidence?

The Bishop of London: In terms of GS 2328, those papers are based on the legal advice

that we have received and also the theological discussions that we have had, which has
also been informed by FAOC.
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The Revd Paul Bradbury (Salisbury): Given the importance and the scale and the
complexity and the urgency around the drafting of the Pastoral Guidance, can | ask what
level of resource, perhaps in terms of full-time equivalent posts, has been dedicated to
drafting it?

The Bishop of London: | can get you those figures. | could not tell you off the top of my
head.

71. Dr Neil Burgess (York) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: The Pastoral
Principles are intended to be embedded in our life as a Church, and include the
exhortation to “pay attention to power”. What work has the House of Bishops undertaken
to consider how well this has been enacted in the deliberations of the House, its
communication with Synod, and the level of transparency around the presentation of the
Prayers of Love and Faith and new Pastoral Guidance?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The Pastoral Principles have undergirded
the conversations on LLF within the House of Bishops, and they have been regularly
repeated there. The House has also committed to bring its work to Synod and to consult
with Synod, which it did at the meeting in July and is doing again now in November. There
has been genuine listening to one another in the House, even when the views of members
remain deeply opposed, and there has been no intention to exploit any perceived or real
power in consulting with Synod, whose views are earnestly sought to inform the work. As
such, not only has the LLF team engaged at the Synod meetings, but also on separate
occasions, with stakeholder groups and those with significantly differing views on the PLF
and the Pastoral Guidance.

Dr Neil Burgess: Noting your references to the House of Bishops consulting and engaging
with Synod, please can you summarise any discussion that took place within the House
of Bishops regarding the extent to which their apparent disregard for the motion passed
in February, specifically paragraph (g), might be viewed by the rest of this Synod as an
abuse of power?

The Bishop of London: We have not disregarded it. The papers that we offer today, and
our discussions, have been shaped by the motion passed in February.

72. Dr Neil Burgess (York) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: GS 2328 Annex A
para 17 notes: ‘We have also been advised that it would be difficult to say that making
the PLF available for same-sex couples without there being an assumption as to their
sexual relationships was not indicative of any departure from the Church’s doctrine”.
Given that this appears to be a contradiction of the final paragraph of the motion agreed
in February, in what sense does the House of Bishops understand these prayers to be an
“‘implementation” of that motion rather than an undermining of it?
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The Bishop of London(The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The House considers that it should heed the
terms of the Church’s Canons in exercising their collegial episcopal role in relation to
matters of doctrine, liturgy and pastoral practice. Under Canon B 5, a minister may use
forms of service which the minister considers suitable provided they are “neither contrary
to, nor indicative of any departure from, the doctrine of the Church of England in any
essential matter”. It would not make sense for the House to proceed on the basis that the
discretion of ministers in the conduct of public prayer was narrower than provided for in
the Canons.

Dr Neil Burgess: Following up your use of the phrase “in any essential matter”, and
referring to the six times in GS 2328 where churches that use the Prayers of Love and
Faith are encouraged to do so joyfully, what consideration has the House of Bishops given
this year to encouraging other joyful departures from the doctrine of the Church of
England, whether on an essential matter or otherwise?

The Chair. Sir, | do not believe that is strictly relevant to the question, | am sorry. | believe
there was a supplementary here. Can you come to the microphone, please?

Mr Daniel Matovu (Oxford): Can | just remind you, Bishop of London, that paragraph (g)
of the motion that we passed in February was passed in all three Houses according to
the wording there, and that wording did not include the words, “in any essential matter”.
That wording did not refer to Canon B 5. Insofar as the House of Bishops tells us that
they are seeking to implement that decision, the wider ---

The Chair. | am sorry, can you get to your question, please?

Mr Daniel Matovu: | am getting to the question, Chair. ltis this. Why did the House think
that they could disregard the actual wording of paragraph (g)?

The Bishop of London: | think it is fair to say that we are not changing the doctrine of
marriage, but what we are looking at is to see how the doctrine is applied in a pastoral
response in a time of uncertainty. The House spent some time discussing the relationship
between doctrine, teaching and pastoral response. What we have done is been very
clear that we are not changing the doctrine of marriage but what we are doing is providing
a pastoral response at this time.

73. Ms Gill Frigerio (Coventry) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Who made the
proposal to introduce the standalone services under Canon B 27?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The proposal that the standalone PLF
services should be introduced in the General Synod for approval under Canon B 2 was a
collective decision of the House of Bishops. Different routes of authorization, including B
2, have been under discussion throughout the implementation phase of the project.
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74. The Revd Dr Sean Doherty (Universities & TEls) asked the Chair of the House of
Bishops: GS 2328 Annex A, paragraph 23 says that the House considers that, “what is
envisaged by way of pastoral provision [in the Prayers of Love and Faith] ... is a new
insight into doctrine that can be reflected in forms of worship”. Into which doctrine or
doctrines did the House consider this provision to be a new insight, and what is the new
insight they considered it to be?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: LLF was a process of discernment about
our theology, our pastoral frameworks and how we relate to one another in the area of
sexuality and marriage. The outcome of several years of discernment is not a clear
majority for change, nor is it a clear majority for no change. As a result, the PLF and
accompanying work have sought to explore the widest possible space we can occupy as
a Church without changing our doctrine of marriage, while being faithful to the desire for
change and the need to embody repentance for the way in which LGBTQI+ people have
been treated. As such, the PLF do not represent a change in doctrine, but a change in
how doctrine and pastoral practice relate to one another. Pastoral Provision seeks to
offer a theological space that affirms what we can affirm together - such as essential
goods or virtues - but remains provisional on what we disagree on, and recognises that
different churches and ministers will interpret these things in different ways.

75. The Revd Neil Barber (Derby) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: The 2007
Synod motion was clear that Synod did not want the Church of England to do “anything
that could be perceived as the Church of England qualifying its commitment to the entirety
of the relevant Lambeth Conference Resolutions (1978: 10; 1988: 64; 1998: 1.10)”. What
work has been done in the deliberations of the House of Bishops since July to ensure that
this decision is honoured?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The 2007 Synod motion that you refer to
also said that it: “welcomes the opportunities offered by these Lambeth Resolutions,
including for the Church of England to engage in an open, full and Godly dialogue about
human sexuality” which has been a key part of the LLF process, where in the words of
the 1978 and 1988 resolutions we have “taken seriously both the teaching of Scripture
and the results of scientific and medical research”. In the work that has gone on since the
February Synod, we have not sought to change the doctrine of marriage as received by
the Church and have been in contact with the Anglican Communion about the work we
are doing, noting the need for the ACC to monitor this work in Resolution 1.10.

76. Dr Gracy Crane (Oxford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Can the Chair of
the House of Bishops confirm that paragraph 7 of GS Misc 1353 is wholly accurate?

The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell) replied on behalf of
the Chair of the House of Bishops: Thank you for your question. Paragraph 7 slightly
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condenses what happened. As in answer to questions 42-45, the House of Bishops took
the substantive decisions and the papers were finalised by the Chairs of the Living in
Love and Faith Steering Group based on this feedback, and noting the diversity of
opinions held by the bishops.

77. Dr Gracy Crane (Oxford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Can the Chair of
the House of Bishops confirm that the second sentence of paragraph 15 of GS 2328 is
wholly accurate?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Yes.

78. Mr Robin Hall (Europe) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In February and in
July, | asked whether the apology offered to victims of Church homophobia would mean
an individual apology and compensation, where appropriate, to those clergy who lost their
home or income as a consequence of marrying their same-sex partner. Thank you for
your answer that this will be considered by the Pastoral Consultative Group in due course.
In the meantime, what work has been undertaken to assess the number of clergy who
lost their home and/or income?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: As was said in the answer in July, this is an
area that could be considered by the Pastoral Consultative Group. There has not been
any preliminary work done ahead of this.

Mr Robin Hall: When the Pastoral Consultative Group does begin its work could it
consider the needs of clergy in Europe where in some countries - Portugal, for example -
a UK civil partnership has limited or no weight in law and clergy in same-sex relationships
have to choose between a civil marriage, with potential impact on their permission to
officiate, or having no legal protections for them and their partner?

The Bishop of London: | am happy to ask them to do that.

79. The Revd Mae Christie (Southwark) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: What
is the theological rationale for continuing to promote Issues in Human Sexuality as the
primary sexual ethic for clergy in the Church of England, including, for example, requiring
all prospective ordinands to live within its guidelines?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Those involved in the discernment process,
as well as TEls, need a framework within which to work with candidates and ordinands.
Issues has been used as a guide though it is not in itself guidance and was not intended
for that purpose. We recognise there is a need for a replacement document, and we hope
to be able to agree this as a matter of great urgency. A draft of part 3 of the Pastoral
Guidance is being developed for this purpose.
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This is done in collaboration with those involved in the discernment process and in
ministerial training to identify what is needed for a coherent, fair and functional framework
to replace Issues in a way that would be flexible and responsive. Consultation has
happened with people of different theological traditions and lived experience. In addition
to Pastoral Guidance, a Pastoral Consultative Group will be set up to ensure that urgent,
complex or new questions that may arise can be explored, people supported in their local
contexts, and guidance updated as needed.

80. Mr Richard Denno (Liverpool) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: The report
of findings from the Church Growth Research Programme 2011-2013 From Anecdote to
Evidence was written before the start of Living in Love and Faith and does not address
sex or marriage directly. But the report includes as a factor for growth: “Quality of
preaching — confidence in the Gospel and teaching”. What evidence of Church growth
has the House of Bishops considered in relation to "Living in Love and Faith"?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: It is not possible to assess the impact on
Church growth of Living in Love and Faith before implementation of what was agreed at
the February Synod. However, consideration has been given to the potential issues and
opportunities for mission by the Church following the implementation of what is proposed.
Our view is that there is not enough evidence yet to determine an answer to your question.

Mr Richard Denno: Thank you for your answer concerning data relating the issues of LLF
and Church growth. Could the House of Bishops please confirm that they have
considered churchmodel.org.uk where there is data analysed which shows that no
Christian denomination that has considered issues of same-sex marriage, or has changed
its practice regarding that, none of those have grown?

The Bishop of London: | do not know your website, | cannot do it, but what | can say is
the House of Bishops did commission some work to look at the way in which these
changes have been implemented in other parts of the world. There was no clear pattern
in the evidence in terms of the impact on Church growth. What is clear is around the way
in which the Church handled the decisions.

The Revd Chantal Noppen (Durham): In relation to the supplementary just asked and the
question already, if that is allowed, are the House of Bishops able to ensure that the
evidence that they refer to when looking at these things is unbiased and the source is
neutral?

The Bishop of London: What the House does is recognise when we are looking at data
where it comes from. It is very hard to get neutral and unbiased. What we do is we look
at the context and so, having gathered the evidence, it is clear where the evidence has
been gathered from.
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81. Mr Tim Hamilton (Exeter) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: LLF has brought
up a number of questions around the relationship between the Church and Parliament.
With this in mind, what work has been done to explore the implications of increased
political pressure and questions around disestablishment?

The Bishop of St Albans (The Rt Revd Dr Alan Smith) replied on behalf of the Chair of
the House of Bishops: The National Church Institutions are in regular contact with the
Government, especially the Cabinet Office, about a wide range of matters.

To date, there has been no request to discuss the establishment of the Church of
England. Constitutional matters relating to the Church of England are regularly reviewed
by the Archbishops' Council and the Church Commissioners, but no such assessment
regarding the continued establishment of the Church has been undertaken.

82. The Revd Dr lan Paul (Southwell & Nottingham) asked the Chair of the House of
Bishops: The Covenant for Clergy Care and Wellbeing was made an Act of Synod at the
February 2020 Group of Sessions, and included the statement: “Conscious that such a
calling is both a privilege and a demand, we as the Church of England commit together
to promote the welfare of our clergy and their households in terms expressed in the
Covenant for Clergy Care and Wellbeing”.

In the light of this, what plans have the House of Bishops put in place to address the
increased stress caused to parochial clergy by the “time of uncertainty” that has been
created by the PLF process as it has been conducted?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The “time of uncertainty” that is spoken of
reflects the reality of an uncertain time with its lack of consensus over the last six years,
rather than creates uncertainty in itself. The Pastoral Guidance sets out a number of
ways in which dioceses can support clergy as the PLF are made available in parts 1 and
2. Those from different traditions will have different views and different dilemmas
regarding the PLF, and, as the Pastoral Guidance states, it is appropriate that support
should be designed and offered at local level, in ways that attend to context and
specificity.

Mrs Vicky Brett (Peterborough): s it the case that parochial clergy stress has been
deliberately heightened by conservative pressure groups which have sought to
manufacture concerns and spread fear over the optional use of the prayers for political
purposes?

The Chair. This does create argument and imputation and so it is out of order, | am sorry.

83. Mr Daniel Matovu (Oxford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Following
meetings of the College and House of Bishops, the text and structure of the Prayers of
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Love and Faith have been refined into three parts. Two of those parts are (i) Prayers for
Covenanted Friendships and (ii) Prayers for same-sex couples. Prayers for Covenanted
Friendships have been separated out as they celebrate relationships that, by their nature,
are different from those celebrated in the rest of the Prayers: “the prayers for covenanted
friendships are intended for a pastoral context that is different from the other parts of the
PLF”. The inclusion of covenanted friendships in the Prayers of Love and Faith is said “to
reflect the importance of deep friendship, particularly in a world in which commitment is
often associated only with sexual relationships” and “covenanted friendships embody a
type of relationship that is both committed and non-sexual, which is not exclusive, yet
deeply meaningful, particular, and seeking to grow in holiness”. Also separated out are
prayers for same-sex couples. This suite of resources is for use “in private pastoral prayer
or within existing regular worship within parishes”. This second suite of resources has
been separated out from prayers for covenanted relationships because the relationships
with which the latter are concerned are committed and non-sexual. The clear implication
is that the prayers for same-sex couples are for couples whose relationship is both
committed and sexual. Is it a correct reading of GS 2328 that the House of Bishops are
commending the second suite of prayers for use with sexually active same-sex couples?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Prayers for Covenanted Friendship centre
on relationships of a different type, which are by definition non-sexual. The PLF offered
to same-sex couples make no assumption about the physical nature of their relationship,
but concentrate on celebrating the goods of these relationship, their desire to grow in faith
and love, and to seek God’s blessing.

Mr Daniel Matovu: For the avoidance of any doubt, can the House confirm whether or
not they are sanctioning the use of the PLF for same-sex couples who are in a sexually
active relationship?

The Bishop of London: What we have said is that the Prayers of Love and Faith make
no assumption about the physical nature of relationship, but what they are doing is they
concentrate on celebrating the goods within these relationships and the individual's desire
to growing faith and love and to seek God's blessing.

84. The Revd Fr Thomas Seville (Religious Communities) asked the Chair of the House
of Bishops: What feedback on GS 2328 has been sought from those most likely to avail
themselves of what is offered by the proposed “pastoral provision”, both Christian and
non-Christian?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The drafting of both the prayers and the
Pastoral Guidance has been an iterative process involving members of the LGBTQI+
Christian community. The drafting process has not involved those outside of the Christian
community. The work of LLF, however, has engaged with wider societal views, scientific
views and those of other religions, as detailed in the LLF book.
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85. The Revd Timothy Edwards (Rochester) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
The Bishop of London was widely quoted in the press as saying with regard to blessings
for same-sex couples, “These are difficult decisions. They will always be difficult
decisions. | think our view is that this time of uncertainty is helpful in recognising that
pastoral provision needs to be made, as, whilst individuals may be certain, the Church is
not” (e.g. Church Times, 20 October 2023).

In saying “whilst individuals may be certain, the Church is not”, was this intended to reflect
a purely personal opinion (perhaps indicated by the words “| think...”) or does this reflect
the official position of the House of Bishops?

If the latter, when and by what process did the official position of the Church become
‘uncertain”?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The nature of the time of uncertainty for the
Church is explored in detail by section 1 of Annex H in GS 2328.

86. Ms Jayne Ozanne (Oxford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: How many
Anglican priests in the Church of England have married their same-sex partner?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Some dioceses may hold records of clergy
who have married their same-sex partner but the information has not been collected by
the Church nationally.

Ms Jayne Ozanne: Can Bishop Sarah confirm whether the House of Bishops is aware
that there are already clergy in the Church of England who have entered into same-sex
marriages?

The Bishop of London: | cannot confirm or deny that because | have not asked the House
of Bishops.

Ms Jayne Ozanne: Okay. There are.

87. Dr Cathy Rhodes (Sheffield) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: When the
Church teaches that sexual intimacy outside of marriage is forbidden, what physical act(s)
does it specifically have in mind?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The Living in Love and Faith process has
always sought to recognise that the expression of sexual intimacy between two people
cannot be reduced to a small set of defined actions.
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Dr Cathy Rhodes (Sheffield): Thank you, Bishop Sarah, for your answer. We have both
previously worked as healthcare professionals and in those roles would not have used
euphemisms such as “sexual intimacy” as they would be unhelpful. What is the rationale
for not talking about sex using correct and clear language, given that it is so crucial to our
discussions?

The Bishop of London: What we have been trying to do is to provide a pastoral response.
For all my love of the Health Service, it is very easy to use terminology that begins to
medicalise and individual. What we are doing is providing a pastoral response in this time
of uncertainty and, therefore, | think it would be unhelpful to have a long list of different
categories and definitions, which is why we have used the term “sexual intimacy”.

Mrs Rebecca Cowburn (Ely): Bishop Sarah, would you be able to confirm whether sexual
intimacy would not only be the physical act but also the intention behind it, coming from
where Jesus referred to when someone looks on lustfully they are committing adultery in
their hearts in the context of sex outside marriage?

The Bishop of London: | think what you raise is the complexity of the nature of this
discussion and, therefore, what we have tried to do is to provide a pastoral response
rather than one that tries to categorise people in certain ways. We have been trying to
promote being gracious and pastoral at this time.

88. Ms Rebecca Mynett (St Albans) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: Does the
Church of England recognise all civil marriages conducted in the presence of a Registrar
as marriages?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The Church of England recognises all civil
marriages as conferring the status of marriage in secular law. The Church’s law and
doctrine remain that marriage is the union of one man and one woman. The Faith and
Order Commission are undertaking work on the relationship between civil marriage and
marriage as understood by the Church (Holy Matrimony). The PLF, without conflating
same-sex relationships with the state of Holy Matrimony, affirm the very clear goods in
those relationships that bear a family resemblance to the goods of marriage: stability,
faithfulness, exclusive, lifelong commitment, fruitfulness, mutual nurture and work for the
flourishing of each partner and all those with whom a couple comes into contact.

Ms Rebecca Mynett. In the light of that answer, and given that we established earlier in
answer to a supplementary on question 61 that secular civil marriage and canonical
church marriage are different things, is it the case that liturgical affirmation of a secular
civil marriage cannot contravene Canon B 30 on Holy Matrimony as Canon B 30 only
relates to canonical church marriage?

The Bishop of London: | think what | want to do is, first of all, correct you and maybe get
the answer sent to you. | want to correct you. | said that there are commonalities between
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the two and they are overlapping but not the same nature, and | think that is important to
say. But | will get the detail of the response to you from somebody who could articulate
it better than |.

89. Ms Rebecca Mynett (St Albans) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: s it
Church of England doctrine that it is lawful for bishops, priests and deacons to marry at
their own discretion?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: Article 32 of the Thirty-nine Articles of
Religion states:

“Bishops, Priests, and Deacons, are not commanded by God's Law, either to vow the
estate of single life, or to abstain from marriage: therefore it is lawful for them, as for all
other Christian men, to marry at their own discretion, as they shall judge the same to
serve better to godliness.”

The reference to marriage in Article 32 is a reference to marriage as defined by the
Church’s law and doctrine, namely the union of one man and one woman.

90. The Revd Jeremy Moodey (Oxford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In
Annex A of GS 2328 (Prayers of Love and Faith - A Basis for Moving Forward) it is stated
in paragraph 24 that the pastoral provision being offered “would stand in a long line of the
pastoral practice of finding ways to help people move forward in holiness in a world that
falls far short of any ideals, without giving up on the idea of the ideal altogether”. Given
that holiness in the Church's “unchanged doctrine of marriage” (paragraph 15) sees
marriage between one man and one woman as the only appropriate context for sexual
intimacy, what consideration has the House of Bishops given to how the Prayers of Love
and Faith will help a same-sex couple who are sexually intimate “move forward” towards
this vision of holiness?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The concept of Pastoral Provision, as it has
developed over many years, seeks to recognise what is good, faithful and holy and
encourage these virtues to developed further. Acknowledging the value of, and
celebrating, faithfulness, commitment, fruitfulness, mutual love, is the initial step, and
praying for growth in these aspects of their relationship represents growth in holiness.

The Revd Jeremy Moodey: | am sure we all want to help each other “move forward” in
holiness, as suggested in GS 2328. As Leviticus 11 has it, and here | am channelling my
inner Andrew Cornes, “I am the Lord, your God, be holy because | am holy”. Have
Bishops discussed, and are they of one mind on, what holiness looks like in the context
of the Church's unchanged doctrine of marriage and, in particular, in the context of the
Church's unchanged teaching that marriage between a man and a woman is the only
proper place for sexual activity?
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The Bishop of London: Yes, we have talked about holiness and what holiness would look
like. There is a recognition that none of us are actually holy. There is a recognition that
all of us are sinful seeking to walk the way of Christ. As | said before, in terms of Scripture
that, just in the same way as the breadth of the Church of England and this Synod as it is
in the House, Bishops would have read Scripture differently. They would have read it but
they would interpret it differently.

91. Mrs Ruth Abernethy (Channel Islands) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops:
Please can the House of Bishops explain how the statements contained in paragraph 17
of Annex A to GS 2328 interact with the established position of the Church of England
that opposite sex couples who have had sex prior to marriage are permitted to marry in a
Church of England church using a form of authorized public liturgy, including those
couples in respect of whom it would not be unreasonable to conclude that they are (or
have been) in a sexually active relationship due to the presence of their joint children at
the wedding service?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The doctrine of marriage has never been
considered to prevent the solemnisation of matrimony of a couple who have already had
sexual relations. The solemnisation does not condone the couple’s previous situation; it
creates a new relationship which is blessed by the Church and within which it is now
appropriate for the couple’s relationship to be a sexual one. It is not, therefore, indicative
of any departure from doctrine, and it would be a misinterpretation of what the Church
was doing to see it in those terms.

The House of Bishops previously considered that the Church’s doctrine of marriage
prevented public liturgies for same-sex couples who might not be living in accordance
with the Church’s teaching. If moving away from that position is “indicative of any
departure from” the Church’s doctrine of marriage, we do not think it is a departure from
doctrine “in any essential matter” for the reasons we have set out. Any change is confined
to the understanding of what that doctrine prevents or permits in terms of pastoral
provision; it would be a misinterpretation to see this pastoral provision, which responds
to the reality of people’s lives, as an alteration to the doctrine of marriage itself.

92. Mr Benjamin John (St Albans) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: The Bishop
of London responded to the written Q64 in July 2023 Group of sessions that “the people
in a marriage [where one has transitioned] are still the same people”. Did this mean that
it remains a marriage because it remains a union between one man and one woman?

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: “Marriage” cannot be reduced to simply one
of its components; while marriage is defined as the union of one man and one woman, it
also covers legal status, and a multiplicity of “goods” that can be identified and celebrated,
as well as a thick pattern of interwoven relationships and memories. In addition, the
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human person cannot simply be reduced to their sex or gender. The person who entered
a marriage, then transitions, is a human person in all their fullness, in all aspects of their
life. The marriage they contracted when they contracted it was both legal and recognised
in the eyes of the Church, and as such, unless they divorce, still remains marriage
between the two people who entered it. These persons remain complex, multifaceted
individuals, and their marriage is constituted by many more characteristics than simply
sex or gender.

93. Mr Daniel Matovu (Oxford) asked the Chair of the House of Bishops: In response to
a written question | raised in the February 2023 group of sessions (Question 148), the
Bishop of London stated: “the draft Prayers of Love and Faith are silent on the question
of sexual intimacy. While not explicitly stated in the Church’s Canons, for many years the
Church has taught that the only rightful place for sexual activity is Holy Matrimony. The
House of Bishops has not retracted this but acknowledges that there is disagreement in
the Church about how this applies today. As part of developing the Pastoral Guidance
bishops will need to clarify this situation”. The Living in Love and Faith motion of February
2023 provided under clause (g) that the General Synod “endorse the decision of the
College and House of Bishops not to propose any change to the doctrine of marriage,
and their intention that the final version of the Prayers of Love and Faith should not be
contrary to or indicative of a departure from the doctrine of the Church of England” (which
was not further qualified by the words “in any essential matter”).

In GS 2328 it is stated that the House of Bishops has been advised that “it would be
difficult to say that making the PLF available for same-sex couples without there being an
assumption as to their sexual relationships was not indicative of any departure from the
Church’s doctrine. Existing pastoral statements of the House of Bishops (issued in 2005,
2014 and 2019) state that because some same-sex couples will be “living consistently
with the teaching of the Church, others not”, it would “not be right to produce an authorized
public liturgy in connection with the registering of [civil partnerships/same-sex marriages]
and “that clergy of the Church of England should not provide services of blessing for those
who [register a civil partnership/enter a same-sex marriage]”. If the PLF are to be
available for same-sex couples without there being an assumption as to their sexual
relationships, there would have been a change in the Church’s formal position on what
its doctrine of marriage, and the place of sex within it, did and did not preclude in terms
of public worship. Such a change might indicate a departure from the previous
understanding that the Church’s teaching precluded public worship being offered for a
same-sex couple who were or might be in a sexually active relationship.”

While it is said that the draft PLF being commended by the House of Bishops make no
assumptions with regards to sexual intimacy, has the House of Bishops given
consideration to the situation where it is known or has been disclosed that a same-sex
couple are in a sexually active relationship and, if so, what conclusion did the House come
to as to whether it would be appropriate for the PLF to be available to same-sex couples
who are known to be in a sexually active relationship in light of the advice given as stated
above, and having proper regard to the strict wording of clause (g) of the Living in Love
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and Faith motion of February 2023, excluding as it does the words “in any essential
matter”

The Bishop of London (The Rt Revd & Rt Hon Dame Sarah Mullally DBE) replied on
behalf of the Chair of the House of Bishops: The PLF are designed to celebrate all that
is good and holy in a relationship, and to encourage and support a couple in growing in
holiness and seeking God'’s blessing. The PLF are a pastoral provision to answer a need
among the people of God. They do not seek to change doctrine, but they do represent a
different way to articulate the relationship between doctrine and pastoral practice.

The position with regard to same-sex couples in a sexually active relationship is covered
by paragraphs 16 to 26 of GS 2328. For the basis on which we have chosen not to fetter
the minister’s discretion in accordance paragraph (g) of February’s motion, | refer to the
answer | gave to Dr Neil Burgess at Question 70.

Mr Daniel Matovu: You refer to paragraphs 16 to 26 of GS 2328. Paragraph 22 says that
the Church's teaching on sexual activity is regarded as part of the doctrine of marriage
and that the PLF are intended to respect that doctrine. How then can the PLF be
commended to same-sex couples known to be in a sexually active relationship without
the need to repent?

The Bishop of London: What the Prayers of Love and Faith are doing are seeking to
bless that which is good within those relationships. | am almost certain that any
heterosexual couple going into a marriage service would want to repent of a number of
things, as we all do, because none of us are perfect. The Church and the Synod is not
agreed on these items and it is, therefore, our role as a leadership to respond in this time
of uncertainty. The Prayers of Love and Faith are being proposed to enable couples to
give thanks and to ask for God's blessing on what is good within their relationship. This
is a time of uncertainty and this has provided a pastoral response.

Ms Jayne Ozanne (Oxford): With very grateful thanks, Bishop Sarah, for seeing us
through all these questions and many more, would you agree that sex between two
individuals of whatever gender is something to be celebrated if it is consensual and if it is
done in love?

The Chair. You are asking for her personal opinion and not what the House said and so
| am afraid | am going to rule it out.

This draws to an end the questions on LLF. We come now to question 94.

CROWN NOMINATIONS COMMISSION
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94. The Revd Canon James Blandford-Baker (Ely) asked the Chair of the Crown
Nominations Commission: Please list, by date and See, the announced CNC
appointments since the start of this Synod (November 2021).

The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell) replied as Vice-
Chair of the Crown Nominations Commissions:

Bishop of Salisbury: announced 13.01.22
Bishop of Rochester: announced 31.03.22
Bishop of Bath & Wells: announced 28.04.22
Bishop of Liverpool: announced 18.10.22
Bishop of Newcastle: announced 20.10.22
Bishop of Blackburn: announced 10.01.23
Bishop of Lincoln: announced 24.05.23
Bishop of Winchester: announced 06.07.23
Bishop of Birmingham: announced 30.08.23
Bishop of Peterborough: announced 28.09.23

95. The Revd Canon James Blandford-Baker (Ely) asked the Chair of the Crown
Nominations Commission: Please list the current vacant Sees (and if possible, known
upcoming vacant Sees - where a translation has already been announced, or a retirement
is already announced) and the expected timeline for CNC meetings and appointment.

The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell) replied as Vice-
Chair of the Crown Nominations Commissions:

Bishop of Carlisle: Shortlisting: 7 Nov 23 Interviews: 13 & 14 Dec 23
Bishop of Sodor & Man: Shortlisting: 17 Jan 24 Interviews: 13 & 14 Mar 24
Bishop of Exeter: Shortlisting: 29 Feb 24 Interviews: 9 & 10 Apr 24

Bishop of Ely: Shortlisting: 13 May 24 Interviews: 11 & 12 Jul 24

Bishop of Coventry: Shortlisting: 26 Jun 24 Interviews: 11 & 12 Sep 24
Bishop of Truro: Shortlisting: 6 Sep 24 Interviews: 15 & 16 Oct 24
Bishop of Durham: Shortlisting: 11 Oct 24 Interviews: 26 & 27 Nov 24

Announcements are made once all the necessary checks have taken place and approval
has been granted from the Crown. The Prime Minister's office then makes the
announcement.

96. Mr Luke Appleton (Exeter) asked the Chair of the Crown Nominations Commission:
It is common practice across the country for Vacancy in See Committees to depart from
the regulations in how they are administered. What is being done to monitor this and
address any discordance between regulation and reality?
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The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell) replied as Vice-Chair
of the Crown Nominations Commission: We are not aware of any departure from the
outworking of the Vacancy in See Committees Regulation. The operation of Vacancy in
See Committees is the responsibility of individual dioceses, supported by the
Archbishops’ Secretary for Appointments.

Mr Luke Appleton: | can assure you that there is widespread departure from the
regulations across the country in the implementation of Vacancy in See Committees, and
so my question is: is this something that, please, could be investigated?

The Archbishop of York: Luke, you are going to have to let us know what these
widespread departures from practice are. | would encourage you, please, to write to
Stephen Knott, who is The Archbishop of Canterbury and I's Secretary to the Crown
Nominations Commission. It is impossible for me to respond when | do not know what it
is particularly you are referring to and so, if you write to him, we will certainly look into
that.

97. Mrs Rebecca Chapman (Southwark) asked the Chair of the Crown Nominations
Commission: Please describe what consultation, if any, is undertaken with the Crown
Nominations Commission prior to the appointment of an Acting Bishop by an instrument
of delegation under s.14 of the Dioceses, Pastoral and Mission Measure 2007 .

The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell) replied as Vice-Chair
of the Crown Nominations Commission: No consultation takes place with the Crown
Nominations Commission on this matter. Outgoing diocesan bishops are encouraged to
consult with the Archbishop of the Province on the appointment of an “acting diocesan
bishop” for the interregnum. Circumstances in dioceses will vary, as will the level of
potential challenge and complexity facing an acting diocesan bishop holding the diocese
during the interregnum. As such, consultation with the relevant Archbishop is important
to ensure that a candidate is chosen who has the appropriate gifts, qualities, skills and
experience to lead the diocese at this moment of transition.

98. Professor Helen King (Oxford) asked the Crown Nominations Commission: It is on
record that three pairs of central CNC members come from traditions which do not believe
that women should be diocesan bishops. Have those responsible for the CNC process
considered how to respect the consciences of these members whilst preventing the voting
rules from discriminating against candidates who are women?

The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell) replied as Vice Chair
of the Crown Nominations Commission The Crown Nominations Commission does not
hold data on the Church tradition of its members. As a Commission of the Church of
England, it is expected that all Crown Nominations Commission members are committed
to the Five Guiding Principles, as set out in the House of Bishops Declaration on the
Ministry of Bishops and Priests (GS Misc 1076). At the start of each meeting, all members
of the CNC are reminded that it meets under the guidance of the Holy Spirit to help discern
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who the next bishop might be. Therefore, as the Holy Spirit is prone to do, members can
be surprised by who may end up being appointed, which of course can be someone from
outside an individual’s tradition.

99. The Revd Chantal Noppen (Durham) asked the Chair of the Crown Nominations
Commission: Despite the Church of England, being “fully and unequivocally committed
to all orders of ministry being open equally to all, without reference to gender” for over 8
years, only 2 out of the last 11 episcopal appointments has been a woman, only 8 out of
the 29 episcopal appointments since 2015 have been women and of 42 diocesan bishops,
only six are women. What is being done to improve the rates of women appointed to
episcopal roles, especially as diocesan bishops?

The Archbishop of York (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Stephen Cottrell) replied as Vice-Chair
of the Crown Nominations Commission: The pipeline to senior roles is continually
supported and reviewed to encourage and ensure the greatest possible participation of
underrepresented groups in senior appointment processes. Since 2015, of the 67
suffragan appointments made (excluding 4 PEVs), 32 were women (48%). We recognise
and share the concerns that, whilst there has been progress with the appointment of
suffragan bishops, there is clearly further work to be done on diocesan appointments.

The Revd Kate Massey (Coventry). Archbishop, thank you for your answer to this
question and also to the one that follows, both of which make it clear that more work is
needed to be done to achieve gender equality in the appointment of diocesan bishops. |
was wondering who would be responsible for this work and when might we see it
undertaken?

The Archbishop of York: It is a really good question and | do not in any way want to
appear complacent. | do, however, want to take the opportunity to rejoice in the number
of suffragan appointments that have been made because there is, indeed, now for me a
very encouraging gender balance across the Church. But you are absolutely right, and
as | hope | have said as undefensively as | can in my answer, more work needs to be
done. Where that work is done is a much harder one to know the answer to, though | can
assure you a number of us are giving it a lot of thought and consideration. But these are
decisions that are made by the Crown Nominations Commission, 12 of whose members
are elected by this General Synod - six, the 12 pairs. This is something that we need to
reflect on in a number of different areas in the Church, and if you have any ideas about
how we might do that, | would be really, really glad to receive them.

100. The Revd Canon Andrew Dotchin (St Edmundsbury & Ipswich) asked the Chair of
the Crown Nominations Commission: The Church has pledged itself to conducing its
affairs as though the Equality Act applied in full (assurance given from the Platform in
Women Bishops debate July 2014). Yet since October 2021, of the 11 diocesan bishops
appointed only two have been women.
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Have the processes and membership of the CNC been professionally and independently
audited to ensure that there is no inbuilt discrimination?

The Archbishop of Canterbury (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Dr Justin Welby) replied as
Chair of the Crown Nominations Commission: The Crown Nominations Commission was
comprehensively reviewed in the previous quinquennium of the General Synod. On the
appointment of diocesan bishops, the CNC process works within the parameters set by
General Synod. Within those parameters, the Archbishops’ Appointments and Vocations
team continually strive to ensure potential barriers to underrepresented groups are
mitigated. Since 2015, of the 67 suffragan appointments made (excluding 4 PEVs), 32
were women (48%). We recognise and share the concerns that, whilst there has been
progress with the appointment of suffragan bishops, there is clearly further work to be
done on diocesan appointments.

The Revd Canon Andrew Doftchin: In your reply, you talk about not having any inbuilt
discrimination in the processes, yet our process allows people to stand for the CNC who
explicitly declare that they will not elect women as bishops. Can we please have our
processes brought back for reassessment so that we do not have that inbuilt
discrimination in future?

The Archbishop of Canterbury: That will no doubt happen at some point. | have to say it
was the General Synod who decided on those processes and not the Crown Nominations
Commission, but | fully take your point.

101.  Professor Joyce Hill (Leeds) asked the Chair of the Crown Nominations
Commission: Would the House of Bishops commit itself to auditing and amending the
CNC voting process to give women an equal chance of being nominated as diocesan
bishops?

The Archbishop of Canterbury (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Dr Justin Welby) replied as
Chair of the Crown Nominations Commission: The voting processes for the nomination
of candidates by the Crown Nominations Commission was reviewed in 2015 by Professor
lain McLean, Professor of Politics, Oxford University and Vice- President for Public Policy,
British Academy. In itself, the CNC voting process does not prevent women (or any other
underrepresented groups) being nominated to diocesan Sees. However, it is not for the
House of Bishops to audit and amend the CNC voting process, it is the role of the General
Synod, who also elect the Central Members of the CNC.

102. Mrs Dawn Brathwaite (Birmingham) asked the Chair of the Crown Nominations
Commission: For each of the years 2019-2023 inclusive, can you confirm the composition
of the permanent members of the CNC according to gender, the number of appointments
made to the post of diocesan bishop made for each of those years, and for each year's
appointment the number of females?
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The Archbishop of Canterbury (The Most Revd & Rt Hon Dr Justin Welby) replied as
Chair of the Crown Nominations Commission: We have taken “Permanent Members” to
mean the six Central Members (or their stand-ins), the two Archbishops (or their stand-
ins) an