Augusty 1970.
REPORT -~ PRAYERS FOR THE DEAD

for the Liturgical Commission
prepared by a Sub~Committee, which consisted of

The Rev!d, James Grant, Chaplain, Trinity College, Melbourne.
The Rev!d., John Romanis, Vicar of Holy Trinity, Oakleigh; Vice.
The Rev!d. Canon Leon lorris, Principal, Ridley College, Melbourne.

The Revld. M.M. Thomas, Trinity College, Melbourne (Convenor).

Terms of Reference

"The Liturgical Commission would be grateful if you would comment
upons--

1. Whether there is any Biblical or patristic growd for
accepting belief in Prayers for the Dead,.

2, Zow far Prayers for the Dead can be regarded as legal and
legitimate according to the formularies of the Church of
England.

3. Are there any forms of Prayer for the Departed which are
regarded as theologically sound and others not?

4, In your opinion, is the prayer in "4Australia !69" objectionable
in aay way? It would be useful also if members could comment
upon Series IT in the light of your discussion."

Definitions

Initially. there secem to be widely different definitions of
"Prayers for the Dead (Departed)"in operatiom in the Church.

The sub-committee was thus grateful to note, and partially to
accept, the tentative definition set out by Canon D.W.3. Robinson
(Australian Church Record, April 16, 1970) as one that is a
reasonably accurate description of what the phrase, (‘Prayers

for the Dead®) is often taken to mean, iceec,

"(i.esp prayers wiich seek some benefit for them).

However, as will be seen jin this report, the sub-committee was
agreed that such a definition, or description, is inadequate to
describe prayers of either commendation, or commemoration, of
the faithful departed in the context of prayers for the life of
the Church -~ either in intercession or thanksgiving -~ in public
worship.

Al though this subwcomumittee did not actually attempt to formulate

a formal definition of such prayer for the dead, it was
wanimously agreed that any such definition should make reference
to those prayers for the dead which include commendation,
commemoration. as well as those which "seek some benefit for them."

Procedure

This report begins with an attempt to answer the wvarious guestions

in the terms of reference (above) and will include a seried of
appendices (not included in the editions. Available if requiredaM.M.T.)
in which a variety of material is set out.

Bibligcal and Patristic Grounds
A. The Bible

We are agreed that there is no specific Biblical material,
either injunction or precedent,; which would serve as an adequate
basis for a doctrine of Prayers for the Dead.

The 2 possible Biblical precedents are 2 Macc, xii.l3-45 and
2 Timo io 18.
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2 lacc, xii.k3-k5 is,; of course, subject to the normal
interprotation of Article VI,

2 Tin, i.18 involves a coxnclusion which is based on what
is aduiitted to be but omne of a number of possible
interpretations of this verse. Thus J.N.D. Kelly, one
of the most recent of commentators who accepts that
this is an authentic example of early Christian Prayer
for the Dead (indeed, in his view,; a prayer of St. Paul)
goes ons
"The prayer in qucestion, it should be noted, is an
eXceedingly general one; amountiig only to the
conxienidation of the dead man to the divine mercy."
(JQN.DQ Kelly, The Pastoral Epistlesys p.171 of
the Harper's llew Testament Commentaries ed.)

It is to be mnoted; however, that withir the Aanglican Conmmiunion

and indeed within the subwcormmittee,; where this widely held view

is shared by some members, these two references do not exhaust

tiie possible Scriptural bases of such a bheliefy or at least that
there is a wider Scriptural support for the practice of commendation
of the departed than these two verses indicate. The wvarious coacepts
of our union with Christ, or of eternal life are interpreted by

some to be germaine to such practice.

Be The Fathers

We are agreed that there is an abundant amount of patristic
precendent for the practice of "prayer for the dead", and much
of it cuite free of any implicit doctrine of purgatory; of any
kind, and certainly not of a "Romish doctrine',

The earlicst examples of such prayers - dating from within the

first century; and widely adjudged to be within INew Testament times ~
coxmne from inscriptions on sarcophagi etc, We note that the
interprectation of some of these has in face been challenged, Ithus,
¢80 s Whether the initials R.I.P., when used, might indicate
requiescit, instead of requiescat, in paCnoni but such a challoenge

is relevant only in a very few examples,. the majority being patient
of only the interpretation that we do have numbers of speoific
coutiendatory prayers for a departed Christian. Inscriptions are
however noit the only forms of such evidences

Bxtant in the liturgies of both East and West, and in the sermons

of such fathers as Ambrose of Milan, Augustine of Hippo, and
Athanasius of Alexandria, are specifie and complex examples of

such prayers. These prayers are, of course, varied in structure,
content and theology. Most of them - whether short inscriptions
almost identical with 2 Tim. i.18, or the more elaborately
constructed prayers (eoge, in Bishop Serapionts Prayer Book) reflect
themes of commemorative and commendatory prayer, and only by a very
strained type of excgesis could be interpreted to jimply a "Romish
doctrine of Purgatory.

However, we agree with the Liturgical Commissiomners of the
Church of England, who cxamined these same materials (see their
Report on the Burial of the Dead, Alternative Services, Second
Series, 1966) when they state that it exceedingly difficult to
find in this rich source of material a consistent theology for
such prayer.

There is no doub+ however that there is sufficient patristic
evidoenee +to support thosce who contend that it was a continuous
practice of the Churches in the Patristic periocd to commend and

to commemorate the faithful dead in the context of public worhsip,
and in the burial practicess



Legality and Legitimacy

Le 1Is the Practice Legal?l

We are agreed that the practice of Prayers for the Dead is
legal according to the formularies of the Church of England,

We quote from the Jjudgement of Judge Gage, Chancellor, in the
Coventry Comsistory Court, Feb, 3, 1962, In re St. Mary the
Virgin Ilmington.

"In Halsbury'!s Laws of Bngland, 3rd cd., 1955, vol.13,
Pe 337 there occurs this passaget—

!'The practice of praying for the dead is of much
earlier date than the doctrine of purgatory. Prayvers
for the dead do mnot fall under the same condemnation

as the Roman doctrine of Purgatory, and are legal.

The use of such prayers has become much more general, as
also are inscriptions on memorial tablets and stonos
containing words of supplication for peace and light
foxr the departed.!

Judge Gagey after further guotation from the Dean of Arches in
Dupuis vs the Parishioners of Ogbourne St. Gecorge,y goes onte

"There is nothing that I know ofy, no canon of the
Church, no measurce, no authority, which prohibits
prayers for the dead and renders them illegal."

Bse Is_the Practice 'Illcgitimate!?

We note, as well, in the opinion of some (notably Griffiths Thomas)
that such a practiceyas to the legality of which there is no serious
queation, might still be thought illegitimate. 4s in the case of
Canon Robinson?s definition (already noted) the section in the
Prayer for the Whole State of Christ!s Church militant here omn
earth (B.C.P., 1662):

"4nd we also bless thy holy name for all thy servants
doparted this life in thy faith and fearj besceching
thee to give us grace so to follow heir good examples,
that with them we may be partakers of thy heavenly
kingdomz "

is not a prayer for the dead, though it may still be thought a
form of commemoration or commendation, In Griffiths Thomasts
opinion it would be thought illegitimate to go beyond what in
his opinion was, historically, the intention of the framers of

B' Co P. 16625

However, this sub~committee was umanimous neither in accepting
or rejecting this opinion, as the historical evidoence, and its
interpretation, admits of other - and in the opinion of the
English Liturgical Commissioners, -~ more cogent interpretation.
(seec pp. 104=111, of the Roport, Alternative Services, Second
Series, 1966).

Sound or Unsound Pravers

We are unanimously agreed that there are Prayers foxr the Dead
which are theologically sound, and yet others theologically unsound.
O~r problen; as might be expected, was to reach an adeguate
definition of such soundness.
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We are, however, agreed, unanimously; on the criteria which belong
to prayers that zre "theologically sound". We would list thesci=

1e The affirmation that God alone is the socurce of our hope
Tor tihe departed,

2. The affirmation that we make our prayer "through" or "in"
Jesus Christ. whose work for us men and our salvatioa is
the only source of our assurances

By this we mean to indicate, emphatically, that we would
unanimously reject any prayer which seems to call in
question, in any way,s the offectiveness of Christls
redeening worlk.

Jde The affirmation of the wvarious appropriate Scriptural promises
and assurances which are traditional in such prayers.

L, Such prayers should be comxlendatory and/Or commemorative in
the context of a thanksgiving, especially for the woxx of
Jesus Christe

Fron the wide variety of prayers which we considered in our search
for adegquate criteria, we would note the following as examples of
which the majority approved -~ and ask for your appreciation of the
soureces of these prayers.

1. Archbishop Willian Terple

"0 Lord our God, from Whom neithcr death nor life can
separate those who trust in Thy love, and whose love
holds in its embrace thy children in this world and the
next ¢ so unite us to Thyself that in fellowship with
Thee we may always be united to our loved ones whether
here or there j give us courage, constancy and hope }
through Him who died and was buried and rose again for
us, Jesus Christ our Lord. Amnen.®!

2, The Roman Canon (traditional)

"Remonmber,. Lord, the souls of thy servants znd of thy
handmaids . who have sone before us with the sign of faith,
end slunbor ocnd sleep inm peaces. We dbescech The, Lord,
graciously to grant to them and to all who rest in Christ
a place of refreshmentslight and peacet through the same
Christ our Lord. Amen."

3. Canon E.N, West (of U.Ss4.)

"0 Lord Jesus Christ, who, for the completeness of thine
Incarmation didst ordain that even the dead should hear
thy saving Gospelj Grant us, by thy victory over death,

to know all souls as living unto theee, that we too may
love them in that love from which naught shall be able +to
separate the sons of God § through thy mercys who livest
and reignest with the Father and the Holy Spirit, one God,
world without end. Amen.”

These we list simply as examples of prayers which we agree fulfil one
or nore of the various criteria witih whioch we would operate, For
corpleteness. as well to do justice to the type of criticism we

used, we give an example of a prayery, widely used, but which we

agree should be tightened, theologicallye.

Canon R.W. Lee (of Eorsham, quoted in Hacanutt, The Prayer
Manual, o, 819)
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"Into thy hands, 0 God, we commend the souls of all

our loved ones (especially.e'.) as into the hands of

a faithful creator and most loving Saviowr $ beseeching
Thee to grant unto them parden and peace and, of thine
infinite goodness, wisdom and power, to work in them the
good purpose of thy perfect will ; through Jesus Christ
our Lord, Amen"

We would agree that some such emendation as follows would
improve this prayers

", ecand most loving Saviour; and as Thou alone dost grant
pardon and peacey we beseech Thee, of thine infinite
goodness, wisdom and power, to work in therlsscce "

Lustralia 69 _and Series 2

There is no doubt among us that the form of prayer in the
Intercession of Australia '69 is IOT objectionable in any way.

We are agreed that this form of intercession is in no way
repugnant to Scripture.

We arc agreed that this forn of intercession is both legal and
legitimate, according to the received standards of doctrine and
worship of this Church,

Ve are agreed that this form of prayer is theologically sound,

We are, of course, aware that there are those Anglicans who

regard any such form of prayer as being, in some sense, a deparbure
fron practices which, with them are customary., But it is not
possible to maintain the charge of novelty beyond specifie loegal
usage., There is sufficient evidence, from within tihe time of the
Bnglish Reformation and the period which produces the B.C.P. 1662,
when the debate on this subject was heated, prolonged and thorough,
to show that even those who most vehonenily opposed anything which
cight possibly be interpreted as a step towards a "Romish doctrine®
were not unraccustomed, even though with some reluctance, to accept
the theological validity and pastoral expodisoney of suoch
ocomnemorative forms of prayer, evenrr in the context of a eucharist.

We are agreed that Australia '69 is much less open to possible
suspicion on any traditional grounds against the practice of Prayers
for the Dead than any form of Anglical revision since 1662,

Thus, while a najority agreed that the similar petition of Series 2,
in similar context of thanksgiving axd intercession in no way
contravenes the accepted normns of doctrine and worship even of

this (Australian) Church, we zlso agraee that it is open to a nuch
wider vardety of interpretation, and thus, for some pcople, would be
suggestive of mistaken theology. It is to be noted, of ecourse, that
the ®rniglish Cormiission, being conseiocus of this possible varicty

of interpretation and theology, cxplicitly makes the petition an
optional one. But our exanmination of this whole gquestion has made
us conscious of the surer pastoral !'touch'! of Australia 169,

Otzer Comments and Suggestions

Our attention was, of course,focused on the recent contraversy
in the Australian Church Record, and we would 2ll wamt to record our
thanks for the careful comnsideration given this matter by the various
menbers of the Liturgical Commission in that debate, and especially
to the snort letter of Camon D.W.3sy Robiason which brought the
theological aspect of that contraversy to an euds We are of the
opinion that the debate underlines the need for the Liturgical
Conmmissionn to produce, or seck to have produced an examination of the
Theology of Prayer, or at least to attempt to state, or restate the
principles of corporate worship whicihh are presupposced in its services,
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CANON ROBIIISON OH AUSTRALIA '69

As a nenmber of the Standing Liturgical Cormmiission who is
an BEvangelical, may I state!

1. That I coasider all prayers for the departed (i.e., prayers
which secm some benefit for them) to be unbiblical and also to
contravene the principles of doctrine and worship laid down in
the standard of our Church, and therefore illcgalj

2. That - against oy friend and colleaguce Dr, Sharwood ~ I
congider it would be improper for the Cormmission to make
available forms of prayer for tie departed, even at the request
of some scctioxn in the Churchy

e That I do not consider the words "Wo leave in your keeping N
to be a prayer for the departed in the sense defined above, or in
any sense iun wihich Reformed churchrion have traditionally objeoted
to such prayersy but rather to be an acknowledgement ofy, and
trustful acguiescence in, the will of God Who has rermoved a
Christian from this life and takem him to Himself,

ko That; while I consider these words would more appropriately
be used at the cormittal of the body in a burial service (for
which they were first suggested) and are only really appropriate
in their present position imn regard to somceone of whomr the
gongregation has Jjust been bereaved, the words themselves are not
ambigucus, and are not eapable in their ordinary grammatical sense
of being comstrued as asking a benefit for the departed. (Even
shiould ithcey be ineptly used in regard to someone long dead, they
would still not be erroneous in substance, though the notion of
"leaving in God!s keeping!? would be otiose);

5e That I do not approve of allowing a service to include
doctrinally doubtful words to be used optionally by such as can
agree with therm; and that the reasom for the words under dis-—
cussion being in brackets in Australia %69 was not to permit
theoir omission by any who night objeet to their doctrine, but
because it was thought they would only occasionally be appropriates

6. That, if it be argued that the words, though not grarmatically
a prayer ifor the departed, might nevertheless; by vague association,
be used by somcone as if they were, this obJjection would apply
equally against the petition in the 1562 service "that witha (the
faitiaiful departed) we may be partakers of Thy heavenly kingdoii,
Indeed; I belicve the Australia '69 words nmay be in less danger

of nmisconstruction than are the 1662 words.

May I observe incidentally that Evangolicals have, so far
as I know, never objected to tihe words "Fathery; in Thy gracious
kceping / Leave we now Thy servant slecping," which conclude cach
verse of Johm Ellerton'!s hyrm "Now thie labourer?s task is olter,"
found in the cvangelical hymm books Hymmal Companion and Church
Hyrnal for the Christian. Yecar,



