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PART I

DIRECTORY OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY
COMMITTEES AND AGENCIES
2004-2005

I. OFFICERS OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Moderator

TE J. Ligon Duncan III

1390 North State Street

Jackson, MS 39202

Phone: 601-973-9104

Fax: 601-353-9686

E-mail: lduncan@fpcjackson.org

Stated Clerk

TE L. Roy Taylor Jr.

1700 North Brown Road, Suite 105
Lawrenceville, GA 30043-8143
Phone: 678-825-1000

Fax: 678-825-1001

E-mail: ac@pcanet.org
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II. MINISTRIES OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Administration

TE L. Roy Taylor Jr., Coordinator
1700 North Brown Road, Suite 105
Lawrenceville, GA 30043-8143
Phone: 678-825-1000

Fax: 678-825-1001

Email: ac@pcanet.org

Christian Education and Publications
TE Charles H. Dunahoo, Coordinator
1700 North Brown Road, Suite 102
Lawrenceville, GA 30043-8143
Phone: 678-825-1100

Fax: 678-825-1101

Email: cdunahoo@pcanet.org

Covenant College

RE Niel Nielson, President

14049 Scenic Highway

Lookout Mountain, GA 30750-4164
Phone: 706-419-1117

Fax: 706-419-2255

Email: nielson@covenant.edu

Covenant Theological Seminary

TE Bryan S. Chapell, President

12330 Conway Road

St. Louis, MO 63141-8609

Phone: 314-434-4044, ext. 206

Fax: 314-434-4819

Email: bryan.chapell@
covenantseminary.edu

Mission to North America

TE James C. Bland III, Coordinator
1700 North Brown Road, Suite 101
Lawrenceville, GA 30043-8143
Phone: 678-825-1200

Fax: 678-825-1201

Email: jbland@pcanet.org

Mission to the World

TE Paul D. Kooistra, Coordinator
1600 North Brown Road
Lawrenceville, GA 30043-8141
Phone: 678-823-0004

Fax: 678-823-0027

Email: info@mtw.org

PCA Foundation

RE Randel N. Stair, President

1700 North Brown Road, Suite 103
Lawrenceville, GA 30043-8143
Phone: 678-825-1040

Fax: 678-825-1041

Email: rstair@pcanet.org

PCA Retirement & Benefits, Inc.
RE William G. Kuh, President
1700 North Brown Road, Suite 106
Lawrenceville, GA 30043-8143
Phone: 678-825-1260

Fax: 678-825-1261

Email: bkuh@pcanet.org

Reformed University Ministries
TE Rod S. Mays, Coordinator
1700 North Brown Road, Suite 104
Lawrenceville, GA 30043-8143
Phone: 678-825-1070

Fax: 678-825-1071

Email: rmays@pcanet.org

Ridge Haven

TE Morse (Mo) Up De Graff,
Administrator

215 Ridge Haven Road

Brevard, NC 28712

Phone: 828-862-3916

Fax: 828-884-6988

Email: ridgehaven@ridgehaven.org
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III. PERMANENT COMMITTEES

ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE
CHAIRMAN: TE Wayne C. Herring ~ VICE CHAIRMAN: RE William H. (Bingy) Moore
SECRETARY: TE William C. Hughes

Class of 2008
TE George C. Fuller, New Jersey RE John W. DuBose, North Florida
TE William Fox, Fellowship
Class of 2007
TE William C. Hughes, Mississippi Valley RE Pat Hodge, Calvary
RE Wm. H. (Bingy) Moore IV, Chesapeake
Class of 2006
TE Wayne C. Herring, Covenant RE Joe A. Baker, Rocky Mountain
TE William (Billy) Joseph 111, Mississippi Valley
Class of 2005
TE Timothy P. Diehl, Iowa RE Wm. (Bill) Joseph Jr., SE Alabama
RE William G. Mitchell, Ascension
Alternates
TE Marty W. Crawford, Evangel RE David Dawson, Westminster
Chairman of Committee or Board, or Designate
RE Steven M. Fox, SE Alabama RE J. Allen Wright, North Georgia
Christian Education and Publications PCA Retirement & Benefits, Inc.
RE John Jardine Jr., Heritage RE William J. Montgomery, North Florida
Mission to North America Covenant College
TE William G. Hay, Evangel TE W. Jerome (Jerry) Schriver, North Georgia
Mission to the World PCA Foundation
TE David G. Sinclair, Palmetto TE M. Wilson Smith, North Georgia
Covenant Theological Seminary Ridge Haven

RE William H. Porter, Blue Ridge
Reformed University Ministries
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COMMITTEE ON CHRISTIAN EDUCATION AND PUBLICATIONS
CHAIRMAN: RE Stephen M. Fox VICE CHAIRMAN: RE Joseph Westerlund
SECRETARY: RE Ross E. Cook

Class of 2009
TE L. William Hesterberg, Illiana RE John J. Sullivan, Nashville
TE Michael C. Woodham, Southern Florida
Class of 2008
TE Don K. Clements, Blue Ridge RE Barron Caulfield Jr., Covenant
RE Joseph Westerlund, Rocky Mountain
Class of 2007
TE John R. Lauber, Metro New York RE Casey Johnson, Calvary
Class of 2006
TE Robert W. Dekker, Gulf Coast RE Bob Beasley, Western Carolina
TE Dave W. Matthews, Evangel RE Ross E. Cook, North Georgia
Class of 2005
TE D. Marion Clark, North Florida RE Stephen M. Fox, SE Alabama
TE Willard G. (Will) LaRose, Chesapeake
Alternates
TE. H. Wallace Tinsley Jr., Fellowship RE Ken Melton, North Georgia
Advisory Members
TE Morse Up De Graff, Evangel RE Niel Nielson, Tennessee Valley

TE Bryan Chapell, Illiana

COMMITTEE ON MISSION TO NORTH AMERICA
CHAIRMAN: TE Frank M. Barker Jr. VICE CHAIRMAN: TE Philip D. Douglass
SECRETARY: TE Bruce R. Finn

Class of 2009
TE R. Daniel (Dan) King, Central Carolina RE Eugene K. (Gene) Betts, Savannah River
RE Frank A. Griffith, Calvary
Class of 2008
TE Donald H. Ward Jr., Blue Ridge RE Don Breazeale, Mississippi Valley
TE Philip D. Douglass, Missouri
Class of 2007
TE Braden E. (Brad) Taylor, Evangel RE John W. Jardine Jr., Heritage
Class of 2006
TE Bruce R. Finn, Philadelphia RE John P. Durie, South Texas
TE Thurman L. Williams, Chesapeake RE Chip Fellers, Tennessee Valley
Class of 2005
TE Frank M. Barker Jr., Evangel RE Harvey L. Anderson, North Georgia
RE Michael A. Russell, Evangel
Alternates
TE Redditt Andrews III, Northern California RE Thomas Newton, SE Alabama
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COMMITTEE ON MISSION TO THE WORLD
CHAIRMAN: TE Shelton Sanford VICE CHAIRMAN: TE William G. Hay
SECRETARY: TE D. Clair Davis TREASURER: TE S. Michael Preg Jr.

Class of 2009
TE J. Edward Norton, Covenant RE Keith Bucklen, Susquehanna Valley
TE James O. Brown, Heritage
Class of 2008
TE Joseph L. Creech, Central Florida RE Ronald Pohl, Missouri
RE Jay W. MacMoran, Philadelphia
Class of 2007
TE S. Michael Preg Jr., Blue Ridge RE Donald C. Barnes, Gulf Coast
Class of 2006
TE William G. Hay, Evangel RE L. B. (Pete) Austin III, Tennessee Valley
TE M. Scott Sherman, North Georgia RE John Vanderveld, North Texas
Class of 2005
TE Shelton P. Sanford III, Fellowship RE Edward J. Lang, Chesapeake
TE D. Clair Davis, Philadelphia
Alternates
TE Rodney Whited, North Florida RE Hugh Potts, Mississippi Valley

COMMITTEE ON REFORMED UNIVERSITY MINISTRIES
CHAIRMAN: TE Stephen Malone Jr. VICE CHAIRMAN: RE William H. Porter
SECRETARY: RE John J. Marshall

Class of 2009
TE Melvin L. Sensenig, Southern New England ~ RE Thomas C. Bain Jr., North Texas
RE Greg Triplett, North Georgia

Class of 2008

TE R. Stephen Malone Jr., Evangel RE William H. Porter, Blue Ridge

TE Rodney A. Culbertson Jr., SW Florida
Class of 2007

TE Philip S. Kruis, Southwest RE Charles A. Duggan III, Central Georgia
Class of 2006

TE Matthew C. Brown, Metro NY RE J. David Woodard, Calvary

TE Jonathan D. Inman, Western Carolina RE John J. Marshall, Savannah River
Class of 2005

TE W. Wilson Benton Jr., Missouri RE Bradford L. Bradley, North Texas

RE Elwood (Woody) Camp, Nashville
Alternates
TE John A. Gess, Fellowship RE Melton L. Duncan, Calvary
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IV. AGENCIES

BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF COVENANT COLLEGE
CHAIRMAN: RE Robert G. Avis VICE CHAIRMAN: TE George W. Robertson

SECRETARY: TE T. David Rountree

TREASURER: RE James Jolly

Class of 2008

TE J. Render Caines, Tennessee Valley
TE Charles E. Hill, Central Florida

TE Michael L. Jones, Evangel

TE Robert A. Petterson, Suncoast Florida

RE Robert G. Avis, Missouri
RE Stephen R. Nielson, North Texas
RE Timothy Pappas, Southern Florida

Class of 2007

TE T. David Rountree, Calvary
TE Lonnie W. Barnes, Central Carolina
TE Arthur E. Scott, Palmetto

RE Donald E. Rittler, Chesapeake

RE Bruce C. Williams, Nashville

RE William J. Montgomery, North Florida
RE James Jolly, Tennessee Valley

Class of 2006

TE Bruce R. Fiol, Suncoast Florida
TE Larry G. Mininger, OPC
TE George W. Robertson, Missouri

RE Stephen Briggs, Metro NY
RE Mark Good, Chesapeake

RE Mark W. Harris, Ohio Valley
RE J. Thomas Holton, Evangel

Class of 2005

TE Michael N. Malone, Central Florida
TE E. Marvin Padgett Jr., Nashville

RE Joel Belz, Western Carolina

RE Charles R. Cox, Suncoast Florida
RE John B. Harley III, Philadelphia

RE Richard Hostetter, Tennessee Valley
RE David Marshall, Blue Ridge

BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF COVENANT THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY

CHAIRMAN: RE Walter Turner

VICE CHAIRMAN: RE William B. French

SECRETARY: RE Craig Stephenson, E. Carolina
Class of 2008

TE Donald K. Furuto, Evangel
TE Joseph Novenson, Tennessee Valley

RE Bruce E. Breeding, North Texas
RE Richard Ellingsworth, Chesapeake
RE Mark Ensio, Southwest

RE John H. Wood, Evangel

Class of 2007

TE Robert K. Flayhart, Evangel
TE David G. Sinclair, Palmetto

RE Craig Stephenson, Eastern Carolina
RE Carlo Hansen, Illiana

RE William B. French, Missouri

RE Walter Turner, Pittsburgh

Class of 2006

TE Michael A. Campbell, Southern Florida
TE Jung Kon (John) Suh, Korean Central

RE Stephen (Steve) Doty, Western Carolina
RE Edward S. (Ed) Harris, Missouri

RE S. Fleetwood Maddox, Central Georgia
RE Ron McNalley, North Texas

Class of 2005

TE William Spink Jr., Covenant
TE C. Scott Parsons, Ohio Valley

RE Robert E. Hamby, Calvary

RE Jack Kramer, Missouri

RE Lanny W. Moore Sr., Suncoast Florida
RE Rudolph F. Schmidt, Tennessee Valley
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BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF PCA FOUNDATION
CHAIRMAN: TE Walter (Jerry) Schriver VICE CHAIRMAN: TE David H. Clelland
SECRETARY: RE John N. Albritton Jr.

Class of 2008
TE David Clelland, North Texas RE Willis L. Frazer, Covenant

Class of 2007
RE C. Eugene McRoberts Jr., Mississippi Valley
RE Jerry Sackberger, Missouri
DE David Pendery, Ohio Valley

Class of 2006
TE Walter (Jerry) Schriver, North Georgia RE Thomas R. Park, Gulf Coast

Class of 2005
RE John N. Albritton Jr., SE Alabama
RE William F. Farrell Jr., North Texas
RE Ronald A. Kohlin, Gulf Coast

Advisory Members
TE L. Roy Taylor Jr., North Georgia RE Donald B. Blackburn, Central Georgia
RE Robert C. Ham, Central Georgia
RE Edward S. Harris, Missouri

BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF PCA RETIREMENT & BENEFITS, INC.
CHAIRMAN: RE J. Allen Wright
VICE CHAIRMAN: RE William H. (Rock) Brockman
SECRETARY: RE Thomas W. Harris Jr. TREASURER: RE Albert Christman

Class of 2008
TE Robert T. Clarke III, Covenant RE Chris Blum, Missouri
RE Carl A. Margenau, Southern Florida

Class of 2007
RE Albert Christman, Louisiana
RE John Mardirosian, New Jersey
RE William H. Brockman, Potomac

Class of 2006
RE Thomas W. Harris Jr., Evangel
RE Thomas J. Stein Sr., Ohio Valley
RE Mark Miller, Evangel

Class of 2005
TE David L. Anderegg Jr., Gulf Coast RE J. Allen Wright, North Georgia
RE C. Frederick Muhl, Chesapeake

Advisory Members
TE L. Roy Taylor Jr., North Georgia
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF RIDGE HAVEN
PRESIDENT: RE Kim D. Conner
VICE PRESIDENT: TE John R. Furman SECRETARY: TE J. Paul Poynor III

Class of 2009
RE Kim Conner, Calvary
RE Stephen Morris, Mississippi Valley

Class of 2008
TE Hubert C. Stewart, Evangel
TE M. Wilson Smith, North Georgia

Class of 2007
TE John R. Furman, Blue Ridge
TE J. Paul Poynor III, Palmetto

Class of 2006

RE Eugene H. Friedline, James River
RE James A. Holcomb, Western Carolina

Class of 2005
TE Alfred W. (Al) Bennett Jr., SE Alabama
TE Daniel Steere, North Georgia

Advisory Members
TE James C. Bland III, South Texas
TE Charles H. Dunahoo, North Georgia
TE Paul D. Kooistra, Warrior
TE Rod S. Mays, Calvary
TE L. Roy Taylor Jr., North Georgia
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V. SPECIAL COMMITTEES

THEOLOGICAL EXAMINING COMMITTEE
CHAIRMAN: TE J. Ligon Duncan III
SECRETARY: RE Fredrick T. Greco

Class of 2007

TE Stuart B. Latimer Jr., Nashville RE Charles Waldron, Missouri
Class of 2006

TE Michael D. Bolus, Fellowship RE Fredrick T. Greco, Great Lakes

Class of 2005
TE J. Ligon Duncan III, Mississippi Valley RE Warren Bennett, Mississipppi Valley

Alternates
TE Clarence Dewitt Agan III

COMMITTEE ON CONSTITUTIONAL BUSINESS
CHAIRMAN: RE Dan Carrell
SECRETARY: REE. J. Nusbaum

Class of 2008

TE Craig D. Childs, Piedmont Triad Re John Ward Weiss, SE Alabama
Class of 2007

TE Bryan Chapell, Illiana RE E. J. Nusbaum, Rocky Mountain
Class of 2006

TE Larry C. Hoop, lowa RE David Yates, Missouri
Class of 2005

TE Mark A. Rowden, North Georgia RE Dan Carrell, James River

Alternates
TE John K. Reeves, Mississippi Valley RE Terrill I. Elniff, Western Carolina

COMMITTEE ON INTERCHURCH RELATIONS
CHAIRMAN: William S. (Will) Barker IT
SECRETARY: Robert B. Ashlock

Class of 2007
TE Paul R. Gilchrist, Tennessee Valley RE James D. (Jimmy) Walters, Calvary
Class of 2006
TE Derek W. H. Thomas, Mississippi Valley RE Robert B. Ashlock, Tennessee Valley
Class of 2005
TE Wm. S. (Will) Barker II, Philadelphia RE John L. Marshall, Philadelphia
Alternates
TE Lewis Ruff, Northern California RE L. Stanley Jenkins, Pittsburgh
Ex-Officio
TE L. Roy Taylor Jr., North Georgia
Advisory Member

RE Bruce Terrell, North Georgia
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VI. STANDING JUDICIAL COMMISSION
CHAIRMAN: RE John B. White Jr. VICE CHAIRMAN: TE Charles E. McGowan
SECRETARY: TE G. Dewey Roberts ASST.SECRETARY: TE Dominic A. Aquila

Class of 2008
TE Stephen M. Clark, Potomac RE Perry Denniston, Susquehanna Valley
TE William W. Harrell Jr., James River RE Frederick Neikirk, Ascension
TE Michael Ross, Mississippi Valley RE John Tolson, North Florida
Class of 2007
TE D. Steven Meyerhoff, Chesapeake RE Samuel J. (Sam) Duncan, Grace
TE Michael M. Rico, Siouxlands RE Terry L. Jones, Missouri
TE Paul D. Kooistra, Warrior RE Steven T. O’Ban, Pacific NW
Class of 2006
TE Howell A. Burkhalter, Piedmont Triad RE J. Howard Donahoe, Central Carolina
TE G. Dewey Roberts, Gulf Coast RE J. Grant McCabe, Philadelphia
TE Charles E. McGowan, Nashville RE John B. White Jr., North Georgia
Class of 2005
TE Dominic A. Aquila, Rocky Mountain RE M. C. (Cub) Culbertson, North Texas
TE Robert M. Ferguson Jr., South Texas RE Thomas F. Leopard, Evangel
TE Robert D. Stuart, Rocky Mountain RE W. Jack Williamson, SE Alabama

VII. AD-INTERIM COMMITTEES

None appointed.
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PART TWO
JOURNAL

MINUTES, THIRTY-SECOND GENERAL ASSEMBLY
First Session - Tuesday Evening
June 15, 2004

32-1 Assembly Called to Order and Opening Worship

The Thirty-Second General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in
America gathered for the opening worship service at 7:30 p.m. on Tuesday,
June 15, 2004, in the David L. Lawrence Convention Center in Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania.

Order of Worship
*indicates standing
Call to Order RE Joel Belz

Organ Prelude
Please use this time to silently prepare your heart to worship.
“Amazing Grace”
Arr. Fred Swann
Organ, TE Larry Roff

Introit “Glory to God,” J.S. Bach
Arr. Paul Christiansen
Combined Choir, Charles Smoak, M.D., Director
Debbi Dutton, Piano

*Call to Worship TE John Holmes

Therefore let us be grateful for receiving a kingdom that cannot be shaken,
and thus let us offer to God acceptable worship, with reverence and awe.
Hebrews 12:28 (ESV)

*Hymn of Praise “Praise, My Soul, the King of Heaven”
No. 76, Trinity Hymnal
RE Stan Jenkins, Organ

*Invocation and Lord’s Prayer

Our Father which art in heaven,
Hallowed be thy name.
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Thy kingdom come.
Thy will be done in earth, as it is in heaven.
Give us this day our daily bread.
And forgive us our debts,
as we forgive our debtors.
And lead us not into temptation,
but deliver us from evil:
For thine is the kingdom,
and the power, and the glory, for ever.
Amen Matthew 6:9-13 (KJV)

*The Apostles’ Creed

1 believe in God, the Father Almighty,
Maker of heaven and earth.

1 believe in Jesus Christ, His only Son, our Lord,
who was conceived by the Holy Spirit,
and born of the Virgin Mary,
He suffered under Pontius Pilate,
was crucified, died, and was buried;
He descended into hell.
The third day He arose again from the dead.
He ascended into heaven
and is seated at the right hand of God the Father Almighty.
From there He will come to judge the living and the dead.

1 believe in the Holy Spirit,
the holy catholic church,
the communion of saints,

the forgiveness of sins,
the resurrection of the body,
and life everlasting.

Amen.
*Gloria Patri No. 734, Trinity Hymnal
Reading of the Law of God TE Rick Perrin
Leader: God spake all these words saying, “I am the Lord thy

God, which have brought thee out of the land of
Egypt, out of the house of bondage.

People: Thou shalt have no other gods before me.
Thou shalt not make unto thee any graven image.

14
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Thou shalt not take the Name of the Lord they God
in vain;

Remember the Sabbath day to keep it holy.

Honor thy father and thy mother.

Thou shalt not kill.

Thou shalt not commit adultery.

Thou shalt not steal.

Thou shalt not bear false witness.

Thou shalt not covet.” Exodus 20:1-17 (KJV)

Jesus said unto him, “Thou shalt love the Lord thy
God with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, and
with all thy mind. This is the first and great
commandment. And the second is like unto it, Thou
shalt love thy neighbor as thyself. On these two
commandments hang all the law and the prophets.
Matthew 22:37-40 (KJV)

»

Prayer of Confession
Declaration of Pardon

If we confess our sins, he is faithful and just to forgive us our sins and to
cleanse us from all unrighteousness. 1 John 1:9 (ESV)

*Singing of a Psalm No. 15, Trinity Psalter
Intercessory Prayer RE Andy Marcinko
Reflections from the Retiring Moderator RE Joel Belz
Reading of God’s Word TE Robert Drake

Now it happened that as he was praying alone, the disciples were with
him. And he asked them, “Who do the crowds say that I am?” And they
answered, “John the Baptist. But others say, Elijah, and others, that one
of the prophets of old has risen.” Then he said to them, “But who do you
say that I am?” And Peter answered, “The Christ of God.” And he
strictly charged and commanded them to tell this to no one, saying, “The
Son of Man must suffer many things and be rejected by the elders and
chief priests and scribes, and be killed, and on the third day be raised.”

And he said to all, “If anyone would come after me, let him deny himself
and take up his cross daily and follow me. For whoever would save his life
will lose it, but whoever loses his life for my sake will save it. For what does

15
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it profit a man if he gains the whole world and loses or forfeits himself?
For whoever is ashamed of me and of my words, of him will the Son of Man
be ashamed when he comes in his glory and the glory of the Father and of
the holy angels. But I tell you truly, there are some standing here who will
not taste death until they see the kingdom of God.”

Now Jesus was praying in a certain place, and when he finished, one of his
disciples said to him, “Lord, teach us to pray, as John taught his disciples.”

And he said to them, “When you pray, say:
“Father, hallowed be your name.
Your kingdom come.
Give us each day our daily bread, and forgive us our sins,
for we ourselves forgive everyone who is indebted to us.
And lead us not into temptation.”

Luke 9:18-27; 11:1-4 (ESV)

Prayer of Illumination

Preaching of God’s Word  “Daily Faith” TE Robert Drake
Offertory “Festival Piece on Saint Anne”
Arr. Butler

Combined Choir and Brass Ensemble
Charles Smoak, M.D., Director
Elizabeth Smoak, Organ

Offering taken to defray General Assembly costs. All additional funds raised
will go to support church planting in the Pittsburgh and Ascension Presbyteries.

Offertory Prayer TE Larry Elenbaum
*Doxology No. 731, Trinity Hymnal
Service of Communion
TE Larry Elenbaum
Invitation and Fencing TE Dave Karlberg
Words of Institution
Communion Hymn “O Sacred Head, Now Wounded”

No. 247, Trinity Hymnal
Prayer of Consecration
Distribution of Elements
Prayer of Thanksgiving and Dedication

*Closing Hymn “Soldiers of Christ, Arise”
No. 575, Trinity Hymnal

16
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*Benediction

*Postlude

TE Dave Karlberg

“O Sons and Daughters, Let Us Sing”
Arr. Healey Willan
Organ, TE Larry Roff

Following worship, the Assembly recessed to reconvene at 9:20 p.m.

32-2

Declaration of Quorum and Enrollment
Moderator RE Joel Belz reconvened the Assembly for business at

9:25 p.m. with prayer by RE Richard Chewning.

The Moderator declared a quorum present with 885 Teaching Elders

and 367 Ruling Elders.

Presbytery/City Church

Ascension

Akron, OH Faith

Aliquippa, PA New Life

Beaver Falls, PA Christ

Butler, PA Middlesex
Westminster

Cleveland, OH Westminster

Ellwood City, PA Berean

Erie, PA Faith Reformed
West Erie Bible

Harrisville, PA Rocky Springs

Hudson, OH
Industry, PA
Kittanning, PA
Valencia, PA

Volant, PA

Blue Ridge
Charlottesville, VA

Draper, VA
Fishersville, VA

Covenant Reformed
Fairview Reformed
Reformed

Gospel Fellowship

Hillcrest

Grace Community
Trinity

Bill Porter
Mike Preg Jr.
Draper's Valley
Tabernacle

Teaching Elders

Carl Bogue Jr.
Dale Szallai
Larry Elenbaum
Kevin Bowen
Curt McDaniel
Michael Harvey

Roger Spence
Bruce Gardner
Leon Ben-Ezra
Jerry Knight
Scott Fleming
Scott Wright
Richard Raines
Ozzie Kenyon
Barry Woolner
Nick Protos
Christopher Copeland
Irfon Hughes

Bob Peterson
Earl Fair
David Robinson

Don Ward Jr.
Tony Giles

Kenneth Pierce
Essen Daley

Ruling Elders

James Bruder

Towner Scheffler
Al Grove
Bill Mitchell

Ken Peterson

Ray Gilliland
Paul Fowler

Clark Marshall
Dan Jenny
Steven Morley
Jay Neikirk

David Saville
Bill Jones
Bradley Wright

Frank Root
Chuck Bading
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Presbytery/City Church Teaching Elders Ruling Elders
Blue Ridge Presbytery (continued)
Harrisonburg, VA Covenant Bill Leach David Marshall
John Kuebler Don Perkuchin
John Bennetch
Lexington, VA Grace Paul Carter
Roanoke, VA Westminster John Furman Erskine Harton

Don Clements
J.R. Foster Jr.
Gordon Woolard
Drew Trotter

Calvary
Abbeville, SC New Hope George Busch Jr. Barry Jones
Clinton, SC Westminster Jim Edwards
Conestee, SC Reedy River Jim O'Brien Bill Boney
Cross Hill, SC Liberty Springs Trevor Downie Gene Speer
Easley, SC Grace Midge Cooley Jim Bishop
Fountain Inn, SC Fairview Ken Gentry Jr.
Greenville, SC Calvary Decherd Stevens
Horizon Jim Stephenson
Mitchell Road Andy Lewis Bob Caldwell
Peter Spink
Second Rod Clay Ken Safford
Mel Duncan
Shannon Forest Michael Rybka
Greenwood, SC Greenwood Barry Richards
Greer, SC Fellowship Marty Martin
Newberry, SC Smyrna Scott Hill
Roebuck, SC Mount Calvary Richard Thomas E. C. Burnett
Frank Griffith
Simpsonville, SC Woodruff Road David Mclntosh Jr.
Jeff Hooker I11
Carl Robbins
Rod Mays
Nick Willborn
Tim Lane
Joseph Pipa
Central Carolina
Albemarle, NC Second Street Michael Cara
Belmont, NC Goshen Michael Moreau
Cameron, NC Countryside Jack Bowling
Charlotte, NC Prosperity Dennis Drennen
Stone Bridge Doug Falls Jr.
Richard Harper
Wayne Zaepfel

Uptown Christ Covenant Lindsey Williams
Howard Brown
Tom Hawkes
Giorgio Hiatt
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Presbytery/City Church
Central Carolina Presbytery (continued)
Concord, NC Bible

Providence
Ellerbe, NC First

Fayetteville, NC
Locust, NC

Marvin, NC
Matthews, NC

Mount Ulla, NC
Norman, NC
Stanley, NC

Central Florida
DeLand, FL
Dunnellon, FL
Eustis, FL
Homosassa, FL
Lecanto, FL

Maitland, FL

Melbourne, FL.

New Port Richey, FL
Ocala, FL

Orlando, FL

Oviedo, FL

Palm Bay, FL

Port Orange, FL
Spring Hill, FL
Vero Beach, FL
Winter Springs, FL

Mount Carmel
Cross Creek
Providence
Carolina

Grace Community
Christ Covenant

Back Creek
Norman
First

Immanuel
Springs
New Hope

Teaching Elders

Daniel Jarstfer
Stephen Baldwin
Mark Weathers
James Watson
David Alexander

Andy Webb
Patrick Womack

Harrison Spitler
John Sittema

Bill Thrailkill
David Frierson
Dan King
David Nelson

Andy White
David Speakman

Michael Francis
Keeth Staton
Dan Kerley

Nature Coast Community Brad Bresson

Seven Rivers
Orangewood

Northside
River Ridge
Good Shepherd
River of Life
St. Paul's
University

Covenant

Covenant
Spruce Creek
DaySpring
Indian River
Willow Creek

Jim Cole Jr.

Ray Cortese
Jeff Jakes

Carl Smith

Jerry Dodson 111
Bill Gunter

Ted Strawbridge

Chuck Holliday 111

Tom Patton III
Mark Bates III
Scott Puckett
Jack Arnold
Jim Fitzgerald
Maurice Sikes

Scott Simmons
Bernie van Eyk
Frank Taylor
Doug Walker
Pete Alwinson
Chuck DeGroat

Ruling Elders

Paul English

Bill Black
Walter Parrish 111

Charlie Hinson
Glenn Mabry

Mike Folk
Harold Jones
Granville Boone
Howie Donahoe
Jim Mezzanotte
Andy Peterson

Mike Dixon
Grady Rhyne

Riley Smith

Dale King

Wolf Unger
Ray Heddleson

Jeff Vogan



Presbytery/City

Church

Central Florida Presbytery (Continued)

Central Georgia
Forsyth, GA
Macon, GA

Midland, GA
Milledgeville, GA
Perry, GA
Thomasville, GA
Tifton, GA
Valdosta, GA

Chesapeake
Abingdon, MD

Arnold, MD
Baltimore, MD

Davidsonville, MD
Easton, MD

Hunt Valley, MD
Lutherville, MD

Marriottsville, MD

Dayspring
First

North Macon

Vineville

St. Andrews
Covenant

Perry

Christ Community
New Life
Westminster

New Covenant

Broadneck Evangelical

Abbott Memorial Ref.
Aisquith

Evangelical

MINUTES OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Teaching Elders

Don Mountan
Stephen Fisher
Al Mawhinney
Robert Burns Jr.
Thomas Eddy

David King
Paul Bankson
Hunter Stevenson
Mark Balthrop
Peter Dietsch
David Jordan
Dave Vosseller
Andrew Adams
Parker Agnew
Keith Coward
Cory Colravy
Steve Jones

John Kinser
Ric Cannada Jr.

David Barker

Jeffrey Rickett
Paul Warren
Robert Bell
John Ceselsky
Pat Parham

Faith Christian Fellowship Wy Plummer

Inverness

Loch Raven

New Song Community

Grace Evangelical
Shore Harvest
Hunt Valley
Valley

Chapelgate

Craig Garriott
Stan Long

Bob Dillard Jr.
Richard Burguet

Thurman Williams

Steve Smallman Jr.

Steve Meyerhoff
Thomas Poehlman
Frank Boswell
Tom Osterhaus

Bill Dever Jr.
Scott Simmons
Ron Steel

Ruling Elders

Chuck Duggan

Doug Pohl

Matthew Hall
Jason Hannas
Kendall Tant

Howard Flynn

Arthur Broadwick

Leo Price
Norman Nice
Ross Kenny
Ralph Reed

George Reede
George Anderson
Oog Kang

Tom Frech
Bingy Moore IV
Donald Dixon
Rick Riehl

Ed Wright
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JOURNAL

Church

Chesapeake Presbytery (continued)

Millersville, MD

Mount Airy, MD
Owings Mills, MD
Pasadena, MD

Reisterstown, MD
Stevensville, MD
Timonium, MD

Covenant
Clarksdale, MS

Cleveland, MS
Columbus, MS

Cordova, TN
Fayetteville, AR
Grenada, MS
Hot Springs, AR
Indianola, MS
Jackson, TN
Little Rock, AR

Memphis, TN

Munford, TN
Oxford, MS

Pontotoc, MS
Saltillo, MS
Starkville, MS
Tupelo, MS
Water Valley, MS

Eastern Canada
Bedford, NS
Miramichi, NB
Toronto, ON
Toronto, ON

Eastern Carolina
Carrboro, NC
Cary, NC

Severn Run Evangelical

Mount Airy
Liberty Reformed
Pasadena Evangelical

Severna Park Evangelical

Covenant of Grace
Safe Harbor
Timonium

First

Covenant
Main Street

St. Andrews
Covenant
Grenada
Covenant
First
Covenant
Covenant

Independent

New Beginnings Comm.

New Life Reformed
Christ
College Hill

Maple Drive
Covenant Life
Grace
Lawndale
First

Bedford

Sovereign Community
Grace Toronto

Grace West

Carrboro Community
Peace
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Teaching Elders

Charles Morrison II1
Arch Van Devender
David Durant

Barry Cureton

Tom Wenger

Glenn Parkinson
John Aldrich

Todd Williams

Ben Taylor Jr.

Eric Huber
Steven Badorf

Bill Gleason

Jim Danner

Douglas Barcroft
Paul Sagan
Matthew Schilling
Corey Pelton

Robbie Hinton
Kelley Hand

John Sartelle
Julian Russell

Curt Presley I1I
Chad Bailey
Alan Cochet
Jack Wilkerson
Fred Showers
Jon Anderson
Tim Fortner Jr.

Carl Chaplin
Josh Martin

Don Codling
Ian Crooks
Mike Ivancic
Stephen Beck

Ru Sen
Steve Bostrom

Ruling Elders

Brian Harral

Dick Reichley

Willis Frazer
Clifford Johnson
Bo Morgan

Jim Alinder
Delane Clark
Dean Underwood
Dick Chewning

Howard Q. Davis Jr.
Tim Reed
Hugh Francis

James Miller

Frank Leggett

Clyde Herron Jr.



Presbytery/City

Church

Eastern Carolina Presbytery (continued)

Clayton, NC
Durham, NC

Jacksonville, NC
Lucama, NC

New Bern, NC
Raleigh, NC

Wilmington, NC

Evangel
Anniston, AL

Birmingham, AL

Cullman, AL
Decatur, AL
Helena, AL
Huntsville, AL

Moody, AL
Sylacauga, AL

Clayton Community

MINUTES OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Teaching Elders

John Musgrave

Ch. of the Good Shepherd Murray Garrott [V

Harvest
Wilson

Village Chapel
Calvary

Christ Our Comfort
Redeemer

Trinity Reformed

Faith

Altadena Valley
Briarwood

Covenant

Faith
Harvest Community

Oak Mountain
Presbyterian of the Hills
Red Mountain

Christ Covenant
Decatur

Evangel

Southwood

Westminster
Community
Knollwood
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David Bowen
Paul Zetterholm
Randy Jenkins
Jerry Currin
Norman Evans
Bryan Wright
Kevin Thumpston
Terry Traylor

Fred Hofland

Benjamin Inman

Brad Allison
Harry Reeder, 111
Brad Taylor
Dave Matthews
Howard Eyrich
Alex Goodsell
Young Song
Frank Barker Jr.

Chris Peters
Bill Hay

Steve Singletary
Marty Crawford
Daniel Edwards
Alan Carter
Michael Jones

Bob Flayhart
Thomas Joseph
Steve Malone Jr.
Andrew Siegenthaler
Greg Poole

Ken Leggett
Michael Honeycutt
Bill Smith

Burt Boykin Jr.
Daniel Seale

Mo Up De Graff
Paul Alexander
Gary Cox

Ruling Elders

John Sanders

Bill Walker

Jeff Smith
Gordon Duncan

Roger Sawyer
Jack Totherow

Bert Mullis
John Spencer
Matthew Moore
Doug Haskew
Tom Leopard
Tommy Saunders
Tom Harris Jr.
Bob Sproul Jr.
Lamar Thomas
Brother Hare Jr.
Manuel Zuniga

Paul Canzoneri
Marvin Smiley
William Cunningham

Brian Barrett
Mike Russell

Wendell Smith

David Russell



Presbytery/City

Fellowship
Chester, SC
Clover, SC
Fort Mill, SC
Gaffney, SC
Lake Wylie, SC

Rock Hill, SC

York, SC

Grace
Biloxi, MS
Brookhaven, MS

Collins, MS
Columbia, MS

Crystal Springs, MS

Ellisville, MS
Gulfport, MS
Hattiesburg, MS

Heidelberg, MS
Leakesville, MS
Moss Point, MS
Picayune, MS
Prentiss, MS

Great Lakes
Bad Axe, MI
Dublin, OH
Ft. Wayne, IN
Holland, MI
Hudson, OH
LaPorte, IN
Medina, OH

Gulf Coast
Cantonment, FL
Destin, FL

JOURNAL

Church

Trinity

Bethel

Christ Cornerstone
Salem

Scherer Memorial

Westminster

Filbert
Temple

First
Faith

McDonald
Columbia
First
Ellisville
First

First

Heidelberg
Leakesville
Moss Point
First
Prentiss

First

Northwest
Providence
Covenant

Grace

Faith Community
Harvest

Pinewoods
Cornerstone
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Teaching Elders

Richard Wheeler
John Gess

Scott Mosley
Todd Gothard
Rick Lindsay Jr.

Bill Fox Jr.
Shelton Sanford III

Wallace Tinsley Jr.
Bob Sprinkle Jr.

Jeff Ferguson

David Skinner
Pat Davey
Robert Oates
George Felton Sr.
Caleb Cangelosi
Jim Shull

Andy Silman

Bob Penny

Ray Bobo

Joe Rolison
Randy Kimbrough
Stan Layton

F.W. Tripp

Michael Craig

Jan Dykshoorn
David Dorst
David Dupee

Tom Vanden Heuvel

John Van Dyke
David Rogers
Art Ames
David Wallover

Jason Strong
Mark Levine

David Anderegg
Dewey Roberts

Ruling Elders

Joe Branham Sr.
Stephen Ferguson

Kevin Ramsey
Boyd Johnston
Candler Harper
Robert Jolly

Bill Cranford Jr.
John Gabrenas
Walter Wolff
Shaun Ballard
Simon Rotherham
Tom Clark Jr.

James Hudson
Charlie Probst
Loren Lohrbach
Bill Stanway
Sam Duncan

Hadley Mitchell
Fred Greco

Eli Miller

Frank Drew



Presbytery/City

Church

Gulf Coast Presbytery (continued)

Fairhope, AL

Ft. Walton Beach, FL

Gulf Breeze, FL
Gulf Shores, AL

Madison, FL
Niceville, FL

Pensacola, FL

Tallahassee, FL

Heartland
Kansas City, MO
Olathe, KS
Omaha, NE

Overland Park, KS

Wichita, KS

Heritage

Bear, DE
Cambridge, MD
Coatesville, PA
Dover, DE
Hockessin, DE

Kemblesville, PA
Newark, DE

West Chester, PA

Wilmington, DE

Eastern Shore

Westminster
Concord
Grace Fellowship

Grace
First

Fairfield
Mcllwain Memorial

Warrington
CenterPoint
Wildwood

Christ

New Hope

Grace Reformed
Harvest Community
Redeemer

West Hills Community
Evangel

Heartland Community

Glasgow Reformed
Redeemer
Immanuel

Grace

Berea

Cornerstone

All Nations Fellowship
Evangelical

Covenant

Reformed

Faith
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Teaching Elders

Bruce O'Neil
Bill Tyson
Robert Dekker
Rick Fennig

Earl Adams

Steve Cloud
Joe Grider
Robert Looper
Bob Hornick
Chuck Ryor
Ed Hague

Tom Ellis

Jim Baxter

Eric Olson

Alan Mallory
Nathan Currey
Tony Felich
Abe Radmanesh
Sean Brandt
Tim Rackley
Jeff Vaughn

Jimmy Dodd

Glenn Evans
Paul Dorman
Wayne Brauning
Jonathan Seda
J.R. Reap Jr.

Mark Van Gilst
Douglas Perkins
Chris Mucci
Dan Kiehl

Stan Gale

Jim Brown Jr.
Bob Gray

Beryl Hubbard
Dal Stanton
Richard Crane

Ruling Elders

Benny Youngblood
Don Barnes
Jerry Robertson

Tom Stanton
T.J. Neely

Jim Gerber

Ron Kohlin
Bob Cooper
Dan Bishop

Ben Brown
Greg Costas

Charles Meador
Lyle Nilson
Scott Floyd
Michael Preston

Mike Zimansky Jr.

James Sauer
John Jardine Jr.
Chuck Dey
Hal Whitlock
Bruce Boone

Bob Carlson
Bob Almond
Frank Barlow



Presbytery/City

Houston Metro
Bellaire, TX

Katy, TX

Lufkin, TX
Pearland, TX
Spring, TX

Webster, TX

Illiana
Carbondale, IL
Collinsville, IL
Edwardsville, IL
Marissa, IL
Owensboro, KY
Vincennes, IN
Waterloo, IL

Iowa

Ackley, IA

Des Moines, 1A
Holland, IA
Walker, IA

James River
Chester, VA

Fredericksburg, VA
Hampton, VA
Hopewell, VA

King George, VA
Mechanicsville, VA
Midlothian, VA
Norfolk, VA

Richmond, VA

JOURNAL

Church

Southwest
Korean
Oaklawn
Christ

Covenant
Faith Community
Spring Cypress

Bay Area

Evangelical
Hope

Center Grove
Marissa
Christ
Westminster
Concord

Faith
Redeemer
Colfax Center
Bible

Centralia
New City Fellowship

Calvary Reformed
West End

West Hopewell
Grace

Knox Reformed
Sycamore
Calvary
Immanuel
Trinity

All Saints Reformed

Stony Point Reformed
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Teaching Elders

David Wakeland
Chang-ho Lim

Alex Villasana

John Carroll
John-Gregory Farrell
Mark O'Neill

Don Robertson

Jeff Candell

Robert Ferguson Jr.
Chip Vining

Pat Roach

Wyatt George
Jonathan Weyer

James Ryan

John Birkett
Donald Hulsey Jr.
Will Hesterberg

Bryan Chapell

Tim Diehl
Wayne Larson
Larry Hoop

Dan Lipford

Bob Becker
Jerry Gill
Byron Snapp

John Lindsay
Dave Bentz
Clyde Bowie
Harry Long
Mark Bender
Bill Harrell
Rich Good
Jack Howell
Dennis Bullock

Frank Crane

Ruling Elders

Donald German

Claude Roberts

Tom Kelley
Dave Kanipe

Larry Payton

Tom Bingham

Charles Woods
Gene Friedline

Thomas Taylor Jr.
Sam Couch
Cary Dunn

Ron Rice
Earl Sykes

Rick Hutton
Howard Griffith
Dan Carrell



Presbytery/City

Church

James River Presbytery (continued)

Virginia Beach, VA

Williamsburg, VA

Korean Capital
Columbia, MD
Glen Burnie, MD
Vienna, VA

Korean Central
Schaumburg, IL
St. Louis, MO

Korean Eastern
Bryn Mawr, PA
Flushing, NY
Lansdale, PA
Parsippany, NJ
Philadelphia, PA

State College, PA
Woodside, NY

Korean Northwest
Carmichael, CA
Tacoma, WA

Korean Southeastern
Alpharetta, GA
Apopka, FL
Columbia, SC

Ft. Walton Beach, FL

West End
Eastminster
New Covenant
New Life

Grace Covenant

Korean Jerusalem
Gloria Korean
Korean Central

Open
Korean

Main Line Korean
Korean Canaan
Cornerstone
Gospel
Emmanuel

Philadelphia
State College Korean
Korean

Ark Mission
The Good Church

Sae Han
Orlando Korean
Columbia

FWB Internat'l. Comm.
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Teaching Elders

David Muntsinger
Robert Hobson Jr.
Joe Mullen III
Wally Sherbon Jr.
Tom Darnell

Bob Fiol
Cal Frett

Thorn Myung
Sun Man Kim
Harold Kim

Paul Kim

Jae Lee
John Suh

John Lee
Joshua Ahn
Steve Na
David Kang
Young Lee
Paul Kim
Steve Kim
Dwight Yoo
Eliot Lee
Sang Eun
Samuel Park

William Jin
Henry Koh
Paul Lee

Thomas Park
Yong Lee

Johan Baik

David Lee
Young Cho
Joon Won Kang
Joshua Jea

Bill Sim
Daniel Oh

Ruling Elders

Ernie Forbes

Ken Christian



Presbytery/City

Korean Southwest
Anaheim, CA
Buena Park, CA

Downey, CA
Los Angeles, CA
Pomona, CA

Louisiana

Lake Charles, LA
Monroe, LA
Sulphur, LA

JOURNAL

Church

Teaching Elders

Korean American Trinity Daniel Yom

Anaheim New Life

Buena Park New Life

Sung Do
Segaero
Inland Korean

Bethel
Auburn Avenue
Covenant

Metropolitan New York

Bridgewater, NJ
Brooklyn, NY
Columbia, NJ
LIC,NY
Montclair, NJ
Mt. Freedom, NJ

New York, NY

Oyster Bay, NY
Rye, NY

Short Hills, NJ

Mississippi Valley
Brandon, MS

Byram, MS
Carthage, MS
Clinton, MS
Jackson, MS

Grace Community
Park Slope
Knowlton

Astoria Community
Redeemer

Hope

Emmanuel

Redeemer

North Shore Community

Trinity

Covenant

Brandon
Lakeland
Grace
Carthage
Providence
First

Samuel Park
Sam Yoo
Samuel Jon Kim
Joel Kim

Daniel Choe

Jim Jones Jr.
Steve Wilkins
Bill Smith II

Ray Cannata
Matthew Brown
Andrew Graham
Darcy Caires Jr.
Randy Lovelace
Mark Wellman
Jeff Ridgway
Charlie Drew
Scott Strickman
Ryan Tompkins
John Lin

Tuck Bartholomew III

John Yenchko
Craig Higgins
John Lauber
Craig Chapman
Ken Shomo
David Miner

Clyde Godwin
James Harvey
Vito Aiuto

Tim Muse

Steve Jussely
Roger Collins
Dan Gilchrist IV
John Reeves
Brister Ware

Joseph Holland Jr.

Bill Hughes
Billy Joseph III
Ligon Duncan III

Ruling Elders

Dean Moore
Dale Peacock
Vince Lanier

Ed Nalley

James Moore

Vic Clark

Owen Elder

Gene McRoberts Jr.
Lee Owen Jr.

Orrin Swayze

Bob Cannada



Presbytery/City

Mississippi Valley Presbytery (continued)

North Park

Kosciusko, MS

Lexington, MS
Louisville, MS

Macon, MS
Pearl, MS

Philadelphia, MS
Ridgeland, MS

Tchula, MS
Union, MS
Vicksburg, MS
Yazoo City, MS

Missouri
Ballwin, MO

Chesterfield, MO
Columbia, MO
Fenton, MO
Ferguson, MO
Maplewood, MO
Owensville, MO
St. Charles, MO
St. Louis, MO

Union, MO
Webster Groves, MO

MINUTES OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Church Teaching Elders
Dean Rydbeck
Trinity Rick Stark
Mike Ross
First John Armstrong Jr.
Ed Hartman
First Dale Van Ness
Covenant Jim Landrum
First Sam Smith
Macon Phillip Palmertree
Pearl Hugh Acton
First Rick Holbert
Pear Orchard Jason Edwards
Carl Kalberkamp Jr.
Tchula Matt Baugh
First Christopher Shelton
Westminster Scott Reiber
Second Neil Stewart
Mark Lowrey Jr.
Fred Marsh
Jim Baird
Dale Hollenbeck
Derek Thomas
Twin Oaks Chris Polski
Bud Moginot Jr.
Chesterfield Owen Tarantino
Redeemer Donald Jefferson
Spring Hills Dave Stain
New Life James Williams
Crossroads Andrew Vander Maas
Redeeming Grace Fellshp Tim Herrera
Grace Andy Moehn
Covenant George Robertson
Grace & Peace Fellshp ~ Kurt Lutjens
Kirk of the Hills Michael Kennison
Wilson Benton Jr.
Stephen Estock
New City Fellowship ~ Barry Henning
Providence Reformed  Christopher Smith
Jeff Meyers
Trinity Curtis Crumpecker Jr.
Old Orchard Ron Lutjens
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Paul Woodard
Leon Pannkuk
Michael Curtis
Phil Douglass
Jim Hatch

Ruling Elders

Brian McGee

Lee Atkinson
George Powe

Ken King

John Lanting
Thomas Peaster

John Myers

Carl Gillam
Ron Freeman

David Yates

Ron Pohl

Don Guthrie
John Tubbesing
Lowell Pitzer



Presbytery/City

Nashville
Clarksville, TN
Cookeville, TN
Franklin, TN
Murfreesboro, TN

Nashville, TN

Tullahoma, TN

New Jersey
Allenwood, NJ
Cherry Hill, NJ
Fairton, NJ
Mount Laurel, NJ

Williamstown, NJ

New River
Barboursville, WV

Charleston, WV
Fairmont, WV

Hurricane, WV
Nitro, WV
Vienna, WV

New York State
Duanesburg, NY
Ithaca, NY
Pittsford, NY
Queensbury, NY

JOURNAL

Church

Christ

Grace

Christ Community
Trinity

Christ

Covenant

Good Shepherd
Midtown Fellowship
Covenant

Calvary
Covenant
Fairfield
Evangelical
Village

Evangelical of Star Cross

Providence Reformed
Faith

Christ Community
Faith Reformed
Redeemer
Covenant
Covenant

Reformed

New Life

Grace

Redeemer Reformed
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Teaching Elders

Richard Schwartz
Joey Stewart

Scott Roley

Lee Ferguson III
Brian Howard
Andrew Boswell Jr.

Raymond Ortlund Jr.

Stuart Latimer Jr.
David Filson
Randy Draughon
Len Hendrix

Charles McGowan
Pete Mitchell Jr.
Marvin Padgett Jr.
David Cassidy
Charles DeWitt
Brian Habig

Fritz Games

Chris Ehlers
Mike Schuelke
Gary Englestad
Ted Trefsgar Jr.
Randy Chesnutt

George Fuller
Jim Smith

Greg Cook

Brant Wilkie
Riverview

Robert Wildeman Jr.

John Ledden Sr.
Barrett Jordan
John Rollins Jr.

Kenny Robinson

Santo Garofalo
Steve Froehlich
Cron Gibson
Mark Bell

Ruling Elders

Darryl Richardson
Jack Watkins

Gif Thornton
Paul Richardson
Buz Graham
Howard Shuman

Ric Springer

John Mardirosian

Virgil Roberts
Jim-Bob Williams

David Currence

Pat Stanton
Frank Deli

Bill Howell



Presbytery/City

MINUTES OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

New York State Presbytery (continued)

Rock Tavern, NY
Schenectady, NY
Wellsville, NY

North Florida
Fernandina Beach, FL
Gainesville, FL

Montgomery
Jacksonville, FL

Live Oak, FL
Middleburg, FL

North Georgia
Acworth, GA
Athens, GA
Atlanta, GA

Blairsville, GA

Chestnut Mountain, GA

Douglasville, GA
Duluth, GA

Fayetteville, GA

Gainesville, GA
Lilburn, GA
Marietta, GA
McDonough, GA
Newnan, GA
Peachtree City, GA
Powder Springs, GA
Smyrna, GA

Church Teaching Elders
Westminster John Vance
First Charles Stoker Jr.
Presbyterian of Wellsville Ken Thompson
Jeff Dillard
Amelia PCA John McNicoll
Faith Marion Clark
Christ
Ortega Dave Burke
Redeemer Toby DuBose
Westminster Stephen Jennings
Community Randy Wilding
Pinewood John Findlay Jr.
Jeff Summers
Rod Whited
Cliff Wilcox

Steve Lammers

Christ Community Michael Glass
Redeemer Don Aldin
ChristChurch Walter Henegar

Church of the Redeemer Bruce McRae
Intown Community
Westminster Chuck Frost Jr.
Grace Community
Chestnut Mountain

John Grauley
John Batusic

Grace Jon Payne
Old Peachtree Alan Johnson
Perimeter Randy Pope
Jerry Schriver
Bob Cargo
Clay Coffee
Covenant Dale Welden

Redemption Fellowship Mike Higgins

Westminster Monte Starkes
Parkview Bill Lyle

Christ Legree Finch Jr.
Grace Community Clifford Brewton
Christ Bob Orner
Carriage Lane Doug Griffith
Midway Gene Hunt
Smyrna
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Ruling Elders

Dan Sonke
William

John DuBose
David Skinner
Mac Heavener
Al Couch

Ernie Jennings
John Tolson

Randy Stair
Bruce Terrell
John White Jr.
Bill Kuh

Jack Sweeney
Gordon Wells

Jon Richards

Ross Cook

Brad Auffarth

Rodney Pritchett
Tim Verner



Presbytery/City

Church

North Georgia Presbytery (continued)

Snellville, GA
Stockbridge, GA

Stone Mountain, GA

Watkinsville, GA

North Texas
Colleyville, TX
Dallas, TX

Fort Worth, TX
Gainesville, TX
Lawton, OK
McKinney, TX
Norman, OK
Oklahoma City, OK
Plano, TX

Richardson, TX
Southlake, TX
Stillwater, OK
Tulsa, OK
Tyler, TX

Waco, TX

Northern California

Fresno, CA
Layton, UT
Napa, CA
Oakland, CA
Pleasanton, CA
Roseville, CA

Chapel Woods
The Rock
Grace

Faith

Colleyville
New St. Peter's
Park Cities

Fort Worth
Westminster
Beal Heights
Redeemer
Christ the King
Heritage
Trinity

Town North
Lakeside

Grace Church Stillwater

Christ
Fifth Street

Redeemer

Sierra View
Grace

Faith

All Nations
Grace

Valley Springs

JOURNAL

Teaching Elders

Robert Thompson Jr.

Mark Rowden
Ken Melton
Bob McAndrew Jr.

Woody Lajara
Bruce Owens
Archie Parrish
Rob Edwards
Doug Graulich
Roy Taylor Jr.
Bob Burns

Jack Beall
Charles Dunahoo

Richard Lambert
Skip Ryan

Brian Webster
Darrell McIntyre
John Butler
Bryant McGee
Mike Biggs
Shawn Young
Jake Yohannan
John McCracken
Dave Clelland
David Boxerman
Jonathan Dorst
Barry Noll
David O'Dowd
Steven Simmons

Jeff Hatton

Paul Settle
Michael Rightmyer
Charles Cobb Jr.
Pete Hatton

Doug Serven

John Knorr

Brian Peterson
Don Krafft
David Swavely
Lewis Ruff Jr.
Thomas Brown
Tom Savage

Ruling Elders

Norm Rosekrans

Wayne Wylie
Dave Windrick
Brad Bradley
David Gowdey

Fred Muse

David Rice
Mark Peck

Kenneth Turman
John Orbaugh

Roy Young



Presbytery/City

Church

Northern California Presbytery (continued)

Salt Lake City, UT
San Francisco, CA

South Jordan, UT

Northern Illinois
Aledo, IL

Elgin, IL
Hammond, IN

Hanna City, IL
Normal, IL
Pardeeville, WI
Peoria, IL
Roselle, IL
Vernon Hills, IL
Woodridge, IL

New Song Salt Lake
City Church

Jordan

Trinity
Westminster
Covenant

Hanna City
Christ

Grace
Redeemer
Spring Valley
Lakeview
Christ

Northern New England

Concord, NH
Exeter, NH
Lebanon, NH
Portland, ME
Portsmouth, NH

Ohio Valley
Cincinnati, OH

Cynthiana, KY
Indianapolis, IN

Lexington, KY
Louisville, KY

Muncie, IN

Richmond, IN
Richmond, KY

First

Exeter

All Nations

Christ the Redeemer
Hope

Church of the Covenant
Faith

Covenant

Grace

Redeemer

Christ Covenant
Community

Westminster

Christ
Trinity
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Teaching Elders

Sam Wheatley
Iron Kim

Fred Harrell
Mike Hayes
Tim Barton

Dave Brown

Rlc!ar! Young

Daren Dietmeier
Jim Thomson

Ron Brady

David Keithley
Nathan Kline

Mark Henninger
Paul Winters

Chris Gearhart
Christopher Ribaudo

Ted Powers

Doug Domin

Steve Magee

Chris Accardy

Doug Warren
Christopher Robinson

Dan Clay
Dan Perrin
David Sabella
Chris Harper
Mike Bradham
Bobby Beatty
Dave Dively
Sean Lucas
Kevin Eutsey
Scott Parsons
Tom Stein Jr.
Curt Gardner
Mark Dalbey
Zack Eswine

Ruling Elders

Woodie Woods
Roy Smith
Tom Petroskey

Chuck Hickey
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Pacific

Burbank, CA
Calabasas, CA
Glendale, CA
Los Angeles, CA

North Hills, CA

Santa Barbara, CA

Torrance, CA

Pacific Northwest

Athol, ID
Beaverton, OR
Bellevue, WA
Boise, ID
Calgary, AB
Issaquah, WA

Portland, OR
Poulsbo, WA
Salem, OR
Seattle, WA
Tacoma, WA
Vancouver, WA

Palmetto
Aiken, SC

Anderson, SC
Chapin, SC

Charleston, SC
Columbia, SC

Irmo, SC
Lexington, SC
Okatie, SC
Orangeburg, SC
Ridgeway, SC
St. Matthews, SC
Winnsboro, SC
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Church

New Life

Church in the Canyon

Calvary
Pacific Crossroads

Valley
Christ
Redeemer

Living Word
Evergreen
Bellewood
Valley West
Woodgreen
Covenant

Intown
Liberty Bay
Evergreen
Green Lake
Faith
Westminster

Grace

New Covenant
New Covenant
Chapin

Church Creek Reformed

Cornerstone

Covenant
Faith
Lexington
Okatie
Trinity
Aimwell

St. Matthews
Lebanon

Teaching Elders

Owen Lee
Steve Muzio
Philip George
Bill Powis 11
Joel Pelsue
Ron Svendsen

Jerrard Heard

Michael Kohl
Nathan Lewis
John Day
Brad Chaney

Eric Irwin
Dave Scott
Charles Garland

Andrew Krasowski

Stephen Lewis

Kevin Vanden Brink

Rick DeMass
Jim Bordwine 11

David Rapp

Michael Phillips
Patrick Miller
Dan Ratchford
Tim Hanley

John Olson
David Mulholland
Rick Perrin

Eric Dye

Karl McCallister
David Bindewald
Al Lutz

John Ropp Jr.
Jim Thorpe
Craig Pipkin

Jim Riley Jr.

Larry Mills
Bob Slimp
Craig Wilkes
Al McCallister
Art Scott

Ron Shaw

Ruling Elders

Bob Taylor
Roger Phelps

Richard Mercer

John Pribyl

Ed Moore

Dean Ezell

Tom Mason

Pete Rambo Jr.
Benny Clowney Sr.
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Philadelphia
Allentown, PA
Bryn Mawr, PA

Conshohocken, PA
Coopersburg, PA
Dresher, PA

Glenside, PA
Harleysville, PA
Hatboro, PA

Lansdale, PA

Newtown Square, PA

Philadelphia, PA

Quakertown, PA

Richboro, PA
Scranton, PA
Willow Grove, PA

Piedmont Triad
Asheboro, NC
Burlington, NC
Greensboro, NC
Jamestown, NC

Kernersville, NC
Lexington, NC

Winston-Salem, NC
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Church

Lehigh Valley
Proclamation

Christ The King
Cornerstone
New Life

New Life
Covenant
Christ Covenant
Covenant
Lansdale
Springton Lake

Christ Liberation Fellshp
Church of the Redeemer

Grace Chapel

New Life Northeast

Tenth

Third Reformed
Providence

Bucks Central
Hope
Calvary

Grace Fellowship
Northside
Northwest Guilford
Friendly Hills

Grace

Meadowview Reformed

Redeemer

Teaching Elders

Don Stone

Paul Karlberg
Peter Lillback
Adam Brice
John Kinyon Jr.
Clair Davis

Michael Hollenbach

Ron Lutz

John Muhlfeld
Mark Herzer
Erwin Morrison
Thomas Keane Jr.
Dennis Brown
Lance Lewis

Jim Angehr Jr.
John Appleton
Steve Smallman Sr.
Bob Willetts
Aaron Messner
Bruce McDowell
Frank Moser

Mel Farrar

Bruce Finn
Stephen Wilson
Rick Tyson

Glenn McDowell
Tom Patete

Greg Hobaugh
Bola Kadiri
Richard Rojas
Will Barker 11
David Green

Jeremy Sink

Jim Mitchell
Howie Burkhalter
Craig Childs Sr.
Jeff Miller

Randy Edwards
Roger Wiles

Steven Angle
Hunter Dockery

Ruling Elders

Royce Seifert
Norman Summer

Daniel Macha

Kenneth Rush

Brian Esterly

Sam Grillo
Ralph Ruth
David McClure

Ron Straka
Mick Langley
Flavien Pardigon

Dan Rhodes
Phil Williams
Greg Greene
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Pittsburgh

East Liverpool, OH
Eighty Four, PA
Greensburg, PA
Harrison City, PA
Johnstown, PA
LaVale, MD
Leechburg, PA
Ligonier, PA

McKees Rocks, PA

Monroeville, PA

Murrysville, PA

N. Huntingdon, PA
Pitcairn, PA
Pittsburgh, PA

Steubenville, OH
Washington, PA
Wexford, PA

Potomac
Alexandria, VA

Arlington, VA
Bowie, MD
Burtonsville, MD

California, MD

College Park, MD

Fairfax, VA
Falls Church, VA

Frederick, MD
Gainesville, VA
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Church

First Evangelical
View Crest
Laurel Highlands
New Life

Trinity

Faith

Kiski Valley
Pioneer

Providence

Grace Reformed
New Hope

Murrysville Community

Calvin
Presbyterian
First Reformed

South Hills
Covenant

Washington
Covenant Community

Alexandria

Christ

Mt. Zion Cov. Church
Reformed

Good Hope Reformed
Cornerstone

Wallace

New Hope
Chinese Christian

Faith Reformed
Gainesville
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Teaching Elders

Mark Dunn
Shaun Nolan
Matt Bohling
Dennis Gill
David Karlberg
Lee Capper
David Milligan
David Kenyon
Jack Kinneer
Bailey Cadman
Ray Heiple
Richard Lang
Travis Bond
Dennis Griffith
Charles Winkler

Bob Weeber
Jim Spitzel
Phillip Hardin

John Holmes

Walter Coppersmith
Don Waltermyer Jr.
J.D. Funyak

Mark Porter
Chris Bennett
Bill Voorhis

Tom Holliday

Kevin Smith
Mike Coleman

Jack Waller
Terry Baxley
Bob Boidock
Bill Sutherland
Stephen Clark

David Coffin Jr.

John Chua
Rich Coffeen
Jim Knight
Jack Lash

Ruling Elders

Denny Baker
Tom Dodd
Larry Koster
Jeff Owen
Rick Stiffler

Jim Jenkins

Dale McLane
Stanley Jenkins
Donald Brown
Andy Marcinko
Bob Musgrave

David Johnson

Robert Morrison
Lee Beckham
Steve Clarke

Timothy Jones
Steven Hollidge

Pat Shields

Dick Larson
Rock Brockman
Jim Hemphill
Paul Balserak
Paul Wolfe

Bert Hauver
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Hagerstown, MD
Herndon, VA
La Plata, MD
Leesburg, VA

Lusby, MD
Manassas, VA
Martinsburg, WV
McLean, VA

Springfield, VA

Waldorf, MD
Warrenton, VA
Washington, DC
Woodbridge, VA

Rocky Mountain
Bozeman, MT
Canyon Pines, CO
Cheyenne, WY
Colorado Springs, CO

Denver, CO
Lander, WY
Longmont, CO
Montrose, CO
Wheat Ridge, CO

Savannah River
Augusta, GA

Garden City, GA
Martinez, GA
Pooler, GA
Savannah, GA

Statesboro, GA
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Church

Grace Reformed Fellshp
Grace Chinese Christian
La Plata Community
Potomac Hills Comm

Harvest Fellowship
Crossroads

Pilgrim

McLean

Harvester

Christ Covenant
Heritage

Grace

Grace Reformed

Gallatin Valley
Castle Rock
Northwoods
Forestgate
Grace

Village Seven

City

Covenant

St. Vrain

Trinity Reformed
Covenant

First

Lakemont

Chapel In The Gardens
Westminster

First

Grace

Kirk O' the Isles
Trinity
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Teaching Elders

Garry Knaebel
Toon Yeo

Jamie MacGregor
Dave Crenshaw
Dave Silvernail Jr.
Brian Sleeth

Don Sampson
Jerry Mead

John Hutchinson
Butch Hardman
Ron Bossom
Mark Hayes

Bill Wilkerson III
Larry Yeager
Glenn Hoburg
Jim Spurgeon

Palmer Robertson

Craig Rowe
Milan Norgauer
David Kniseley
James Urish
David Brukiewa
Kevin Allen

Sam Downing

Scott MacNaughton
Joey Parsons

Frank VanLandingham
Evan Hock

Dominic Aquila

Paul Fowler

Todd Teller

Jack Jagoditsch Jr.
Daren Russell
Larry Gilpin
Michael Cannon Jr.
Patrick Harmon
Marc Harrington
Roland Barnes
Chris Hutchinson

Art Broadwick
Terry Johnson
David Roberts

Ruling Elders

Austin Chen

Horace Lamb

John Fix

Bruce Stanly
Lightsey Wallace Jr.

Robert Amsler

Kelly Chandler

Lyle Lagasse
Larnie Shinnick
Joe Westerlund
Roman Hidrogo
Joe Baker

E.J. Nusbaum

Gene Betts
William Hatcher

Bryan McReynolds
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Siouxlands
Mankato, MN
Minnetonka, MN
Rochester, MN

South Coast
Escondido, CA
Mission Viejo, CA
San Diego, CA
Yorba Linda, CA

South Texas
Austin, TX

Bryan, TX
Harlingen, TX
San Antonio, TX
Victoria, TX

Southeast Alabama
Clanton, AL

Clio, AL

Dothan, AL

Florala, AL
Greenville, AL
Monroeville, AL
Montgomery, AL

Pike Road, AL
Prattville, AL

Troy, AL

Church

Christ Church
Good Shepherd
Trinity

New Life
Aliso Creek
Harbor
Grace

Christ the King
Emanuel
Redeemer
Westminster
Covenant

Faith

Christ

Clanton

Pea River
Westwood
First

First
Monroeville
Covenant
Eastwood
Trinity

Young Meadows
First
First

First
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Teaching Elders

Greg Lawrence
Tan Hewitson
Max Rogland

Dave Peterson

Dennis Johnson
Thomas Gastil
Russell Kapusinski 11
Ron Gleason

Julius Kim
Lloyd Kim
Peter Jones

John Ratliff
Matt Boulter
Danny Shuffield
Wade Coleman
Jerry Maguire
Tim Hoke

Mike Singenstreu

Jim Bland III
John Ferguson IV
Ronnie Rowe

Lamar Davis
James Pitts
David Temples

Jeffrey Hamm
Brannon Bowman
Lee Bloodworth Jr.
Barton Lester
Claude McRoberts 111
Michael Howell
Patrick Curles

Jim Simoneau
Bill Wade Jr.
Ray Cureton
Henry Smith
Michael Alsup
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Ruling Elders

Karl Pasch

Martin Hedman
Don Huizenga

Rupert Greene
Jack Williamson

Bruce Whittle
Milton Hodges
Steve Fox

Bill Joseph Jr.
Mark Anderson
Frank Ellis
Hugh Frazer Jr.
Alan Wallace
Meade Guy
Mike Cox

Ken Gilbert
Raymond Taylor
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Southeast Louisiana
Baton Rouge, LA

Clinton, LA
Mandeville, LA
Zachary, LA

Southern Florida
Boca Raton, FL
Delray Beach, FL

Ft. Lauderdale, FL

Hollywood, FL

Homestead, FL
Key Biscayne, FL
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Church Teaching Elders
Grace James Calderazzo
South Baton Rouge Scott Lindsay
Faith
Three Rivers Gregory Ward
Plains Woody Markert
West Boca John Peoples Jr.
Seacrest Boulevard Bill Ingram
Randy Patterson
Coral Ridge Paul Hurst
Covenant Robert Leuthold
St. Andrews T.J. Campo
Bradford Hunter
Redlands Community  Phil Strong
Key Biscayne David Moran

Ruling Elders

Michael Lipe
Olin Stubbs

Ed Hackenberg
Nelson Perret
Mark Thompson

Frank Finfrock

Al Bunker
Chuck Burge
Bruce Nichols
Peter Brundage

Lake Worth, FL Lake Osborne Continuing Steve Van Roekel Jay Myers
Margate, FL First Phil Knight
Peter Dora
Miami, FL El Shaddai Dony St. Germain
Old Cutler Greg Hauenstein
Mike Khandjian
Palm Beach Gardens, FL. Cornerstone Joseph Franks IV
Palm City, FL Treasure Coast Chris Hodge
Southwest Ranches, FL. Christ Covenant Brian Kelso
Stuart, FL Grace Jim Bowen Jr.
Tequesta, FL Sand Harbor Mike Miller
Wellington, FL Wellington Tim Christenson
Bill Thompson
Tim McKeown
Larry Roff
Southern New England
Cambridge, MA Christ The King Naama Mendes
Bradley Barnes
Rick Downs Jr.
Ed Killeen
Concord, MA Redeemer Tim Andrews
Coventry, CT Pres. of Coventry Robert Cox
Brad Evans
Manchester, CT Pres. of Manchester Mark Scholten
Providence, RI Trinity Mel Sensenig
Eric Molicki
West Greenwich, R~ Christ Our Hope Tony Phelps
West Hartford, CT Christ Community Al Baker 111

Clay Daniel
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Southwest
Albuquerque, NM

Santa Fe, NM
Scottsdale, AZ
Sun City West, AZ
Tucson, AZ

Southwest Florida
Brandon, FL

Cape Coral, FL
Lakeland, FL

Lutz, FL
Marco Island, FL
Naples, FL

Palm Harbor, FL
Sebring, FL
St. Petersburg, FL
Tampa, FL

Venice, FL
Wauchula, FL
Winter Haven, FL

Susquehanna Valley
Cochranville, PA
Dillsburg, PA
Ephrata, PA

Hanover, PA
Harrisburg, PA

Lampeter, PA
Lancaster, PA
Quarryville, PA
Shippensburg, PA

Shrewsbury, PA
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Church

Providence

Christ Church Santa Fe
Covenant Community
Covenant

Desert Springs

Westminster

Evangelical
Covenant
Trinity

Cornerstone
Marco
Covenant

Grace Community
Covenant

St. Petersburg
Holy Trinity

Tampa Bay
Auburn Road
Faith
Covenant
Cypress Ridge
El Shaddai

Faggs Manor
First Korean
Reformed

Hanover Valley
Trinity

Harvest
Westminster
Wheatland

Faith Reformed
Hope Reformed

Immanuel
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Teaching Elders

Randy Steele
Gary McMillan
Martin Ban
Clay Smith
Tom Troxell
Stu Sherard

Will Tilley

David Crum

Ivan Lambert Jr.
Oliver Claassen
John Larson
Timothy Rice
Lyle Caswell 11
Ted Sinn

Rick Franks
David Swicegood
John Anderson

Tom Sandhoff Jr.
Darrell Arnold
David Harding
Kyle Oliphint
Stephen Casselli
Freddy Fritz
Dwight Dolby
Brook Larrison
Paul Nasekos
Donald Broadwater
Esaie Etienne

Paul Joiner

David Tate

Paul Hyunkook Kim
William Graybill I
Tom Nicholas

Drew Derreth

Bob Eickelberg
David Kertland
William Massey

David Anderson
Michael Rogers
John MacRae
David Fidati

Jim Tyson

Ruling Elders

Lee Baird

Tim Strawbridge

George Brown
Gary Shepherd
Ron Brightwell
Bill Boyd

Hank Whitmore
Joe Vance

Roy Chew
Steve Schulz

Howard Perry
Marlin Scheidler
Lee Troup

Roger St. Germain
John Garner

Chuck Miller
John Beall
Jeff Fogelsanger
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Church

Susquehanna Valley Presbytery (continued)

State College, PA
Williamsport, PA
York, PA

Tennessee Valley
Chattanooga, TN

Crossville, TN
Dalton, GA

East Ridge, TN
Flintstone, GA

Ft. Oglethorpe, GA
Hixson, TN
Kingston, TN
Knoxville, TN

LaFayette, GA
Lookout Mountain, GA
Lookout Mountain, TN

Maryville, TN

Oak Ridge, TN
Sevierville, TN
Signal Mountain, TN
Sweetwater, TN

Oakwood

Christ's Community
New Life
Providence

Brainerd Hills
Covenant

First

New City Fellowship

St. Elmo

First

Grace

East Ridge
Chattanooga Valley
First

Hixson

Grace Fellowship
Christ Covenant
Redeemer

West Hills

Highlands
Rock Creek Fellowship
Lookout Mountain

Maryville Evangelical

Covenant
Evergreen
Wayside
Christ
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Teaching Elders

Bill Johnson
Dale Buettner
Andy Phillips

David Vos
Chad Brewer
Thomas Becker
Carl Derk

Gary Roop

Render Caines
Eric Mullinax
Rankin Wilbourne
Mike Milton
Steve Wallace
Russell Hightower
James Pickett

Cal Boroughs III

Glenn Jakes

Mark Cushman
J.R. Caines Jr.
Dan Gilchrist

Bob Borger
Robert Johnson
David Zavadil
Jim Barnes

Josh Eby

Fred Fowler 111
Scott Horne
Travis Hutchinson
Eric Youngblood
Joe Novenson
David Arthur
Frank Hitchings IIT

Mark Horn
Trinity

Duncan Rankin
Brad Bradford I1I
Marshall St. John
Wes Alford

Gerald Morgan
Paul Gilchrist
Daniel Herron
John Stone IV

Ruling Elders

Perry Denniston

Chris Menges

Pete Gagliardi
Vaughn Hamilton
Todd Gaither

Roger Ingvalson
Pete Austin IV
Robert Venable Sr.
Pete Austin II1
Kenny Foster

Pat Rolleston
Rudy Schmidt
Paul Emerson

Jeff Hall

Albert Leavengood

Andy Halbert

Ralph Paden
Frank Brock
Fred Schumpert
Don Kent
Glenn Prager
David Anderson
Mark Buckner

David Cleveland
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Warrior
Aliceville, AL
Camden, AL
Tuscaloosa, AL

Western Carolina
Andrews, NC
Arden, NC

Asheville, NC

Barnardsville, NC
Black Mountain, NC
Brevard, NC
Fletcher, NC
Newland, NC
Newport, TN
Swannanoa, NC
Waynesville, NC

Westminster
Bristol, TN
Bristol, VA
Cedar Bluff, VA
Elizabethton, TN

Greeneville, TN
Johnson City, TN

Jonesborough, TN
Kingsport, TN
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Church

First
First
Riverwood

Andrews
Arden

Covenant Reformed

Grace & Peace
Trinity

Dillingham
Friendship
Cornerstone

Grace Community
Fellowship
Fellowship
Swannanoa Valley
Covenant

Eastern Heights
King Memorial
Covenant
Memorial

Grace Reformed
Meadow Creek
Princeton
Westminster

Midway

Arcadia
Bridwell Heights
Harmony
Westminster
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Teaching Elders

Tom Kay Jr.
Paul Dixon
Bryan Bond

Paul Kooistra
Marshall Brown
John Robertson

Gary Litchfield
Skip Gillikin
Chris Yates
Philip Caines
Robert Drake
Jonathan Inman
Jeff Hutchinson
Mark Whipple
Rlc!ar! ch)!s
Craig Bulkeley
Grady Love
Dean Cortese
Scott Fuller
Jim Loftis

Ed Olson Jr.
Larry Jones

Timothy Fary
Morton Smith

Rick Light
Dan Foreman
Carl Howell Jr.
Curt Rabe

Carel Van Der Merwe

Theo van Blerk
John Gullett
Jim Richter
Curtis Stapleton
Ross Lindley
John Irwin
Larry Ball

Jim Powell
Brent Bradley
Steve Warhurst

Billy Carr

Ruling Elders

John Graham

Steve Doty
Jim McAnulty
Joel Belz
Terry Elniff

Bob Beasley

James Linton
Eric Moore
Henry Leissing

Richard Cole
Bill McClay
Arklie Hooten

Jerry Harr
Joe Reynolds
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Total Number of Teaching Elders: 967
Total Number of Ruling Elders: 390
Total Enrollment: 1357
Churches Represented: 710
Presbyteries Represented: 64

32-3  Adoption of the Docket

The second draft of the docket was adopted as amended to order the
vote on the amendments to the “SJC Manual” after the vote on BCO
amendments.

32-4  Election of Moderator

The Moderator opened the floor for nominations for Moderator of the
32nd General Assembly. TE William S. Barker II placed in nomination
TE Peter A. Lillback. TE James M. Baird placed in nomination TE J. Ligon
Duncan III. On motion, nominations were closed, and TE Duncan was
elected Moderator 674-227. The Moderator thanked the Assembly for his
election and addressed the Assembly.

The Chairman of the Administrative Committee, RE Edwin M.
Hackenberg, presented a plaque to the retiring Moderator, RE Joel Belz, in
token of the Assembly’s appreciation for his year of service as Moderator.

32-5 Election of Recording and Assistant Clerks and Appointment of

Parliamentarians

On nomination by the Stated Clerk, TEs David R. Dively, J. Robert
Fiol, and Steven D. Meyerhoff were elected recording clerks; RE William
Stanway was appointed timekeeper; Frank M. Barker III and Jesse Reagan were
appointed sound engineers; RE Dale Carrell was appointed A-V engineer;
TE James A. Smith was appointed chairman of the floor clerks and RE Richard
Springer vice chairman; Mr. Steve Lawton was appointed photographer;
Mr. Jeff Bone was appointed webstreaming engineer; Mr. Bryan Davis was
appointed webmaster; TE Lawrence C. Roff was appointed Assembly organist;
Mr. Bill Lloyd was appointed network manager.

The Moderator appointed RE Samuel J. Duncan and RE John B. White Jr.

as assistant parliamentarians.

32-6  Constitutional Inquiry

The Assembly received and referred to CCB two constitutional
inquiries from RE Tom Bingham, Chairman of the Review of Presbytery
Records Committee (for text and opinion, see 32-36, pp. 132 —33).

32-7  Personal Resolution #1

The Assembly received and referred a Personal Resolution from RE
Patrick Shields, Potomac Presbytery, to Bills and Overtures (for text and action
see 32-52, Recommendation 8, pp. 175, 192 — 99).
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32-8 Announcements

The Stated Clerk made several announcements, including
announcements that every person on the premises is asked to wear a printed
nametag at all times for security purposes and that voter cards will not be
reissued.

32-9  Recess
The Assembly recessed at 10:05 p.m. with prayer by TE William C.
Hughes, to reconvene at 8:00 a.m. Wednesday morning.

Second Session - Wednesday Morning
June 16, 2004

32-10 Assembly Reconvenes

The Assembly reconvened at 8:00 a.m. on June 16, 2004, with the
singing of hymn 167, "When Morning Gilds the Skies," and prayer by the
Moderator.

32-11 Partial Report of the Stated Clerk

TE L. Roy Taylor, Stated Clerk, presented his report (Appendix A,
pp- 252 — 56). The Stated Clerk reviewed the statistical portions of his report.
He recognized the churches that were added to the denomination since the last
Assembly (see Appendix A, pp. 255 — 56).

The Stated Clerk reported on the Presbytery’s Voting on BCO
Amendments sent down for Advice and Consent. Item 1, having received the
concurrence of the necessary number of presbyteries (2/3), was adopted by
the Assembly.

ITEM 1: Amend BCO 58-5 by adding the parenthetical phrase
proposed in Overture 21. M31GA, 31-57, 111, 14, p. 205

Be it therefore resolved that the General Assembly amend BCO
58-5 as follows:

The bread and wine being thus set apart by prayer and
thanksgiving, the minister is to take the bread, and break it, in
the view of the people, saying:

That the Lord Jesus Christ on the same night in which He was
betrayed took bread; and when He had given thanks, He
broke it, gave it to His disciples, as I, ministering in His
name, give this bread to you, and said, “This is my body
which is breken for you; do this in remembrance of Me”
(Some other biblical account of the institution of this part of
the Supper may be substituted here).
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ITEM 1 (continued)

FOR: 50  AGAINST: 0
Presbytery For Against | Abstain Vote
Ascension 33 0 0 +
Blue Ridge 30 1 0 +
Calvary 77 1 0 +
Central Carolina 50 0 1 +
Central Florida
Central Georgia
Chesapeake 50 0 2 +
Covenant 57 1 3 +
Eastern Canada 10 0 0 +
Eastern Carolina
Evangel 41 1 4 +
Fellowship 43 0 1 +
Grace
Great Lakes 18 4 0 +
Gulf Coast 39 5 3 +
Heartland 25 0 0 +
Heritage 14 1 0 +
Houston Metro
Illiana 24 0 1 +
lowa 14 1 1 +
James River 30 0 0 +
Korean Capital
Korean Central 27 0 2 +
Korean Eastern 12 2 1 +
Korean Northwest
Korean Southeastern
Korean Southern 19 1 0 +
Korean Southwest 24 0 19 +
Louisiana 18 0 3 +
Metropolitan New York 28 0 3 +
Mississippi Valley 60 3 0 +
Missouri 27 0 0 +
Nashville 24 0 6 +
New Jersey 19 2 1 +
New River
New York State 11 0 +
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Presbytery For Against | Abstain Vote
North Florida 20 3 4 +
North Georgia

North Texas 47 7 6 +
Northern California 28 0 2 +
Northern Illinois 22 0 0 +
Northern New England

Ohio Valley 34 0 2 +
Pacific

Pacific Northwest 49 0 0 +
Palmetto

Philadelphia 40 0 3 +
Piedmont Triad 14 1 0 +
Pittsburgh 28 1 2 +
Potomac 52 1 0 +
Rocky Mountain 46 1 1 +
Savannah River 23 1 0 +
Siouxlands 20 0 2 +
South Coast

South Texas

Southeast Alabama 42 0 2 +
Southeast Louisiana 16 0 0 +
Southern Florida 23 0 5 +
Southern New England 19 0 1 +
Southwest 29 0 0 +
Southwest Florida

Susquehanna Valley 31 1 2 +
Tennessee Valley 51 4 2 +
Warrior 12 4 2 +
Western Carolina 51 0 0 +
Westminster 32 1 0 +

32-12 Partial Report of the Standing Judicial Commission

The Stated Clerk yielded to RE John B. White Jr., Chairman of the
SJC, who led the Assembly in prayer and presented amendments to “SJC
Manual.” The Moderator ruled that proposed “SJC Manual” changes,
Recommendations 1 and 2, were adopted by a clear 2/3 majority of
commissioners present, which was also a clear majority of commissioners
registered. (See text below; for Dissent to SJC’s Recommendation to Approve
Amendment to “SJC Manual” 3.1, see SIC Report, pp. 113 — 15).

1. Amendments to the Operating Manual for the SJC at 11.7 (b) and
12.3 (b) to allow for electronic notification and acknowledgement for
setting the time and place for hearings. Changes are in bold.
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11.7 When the Judicial Panel determines that the case
is judicially in order, the Chairman of the Judicial
Panel shall take the following actions:

(a) Set a time and place for a hearing of the case,
making every reasonable effort to obtain such time
and place as may be agreeable to all parties. This
hearing may be held by telephone conference call if
all the parties and panel members agree.

(b)  Notify all parties of such time and place of hearing
by letter with return receipt requested or by electronic
means. If by letter, S[sJuch notice shall be mailed not
less than 40 days prior to the date of hearing. If by
electronic means, such notice shall be sent not less
than 40 days prior to the date of hearing and there
must be a receipt of acknowledgement in the file from
each party. Such 40 day period may be shortened if the
parties to the case agree in writing.

12.3 If it is determined that the Appeal or Complaint
is judicially in order, the Chairman of the
Commission shall take the following actions:

(a) Set a time and place for a hearing of the Appeal or
Complaint, making every reasonable effort to
obtain such time and place as may be agreeable to
both the parties.

(b) Notify the parties of such time and place of
hearing by letter with return receipt requested or
by electronic means. If by letter, S[s]uch shall
be mailed not less than 30 days prior to the date
of hearing. If by electronic means, such notice
shall be sent not less than 30 days prior to the
date of hearing and there must be a receipt of
acknowledgement in the file from each party.

Adopted
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2. Amend “SJC Manual” 3-1 to allow for a conference call meeting in
March if deemed prudent. Changes are in bold.

3.1 The annual stated meeting of the Commission shall be
set for the first Thursday, Friday and Saturday of the month of
March in each year. The annual meeting may be held by
telephone conference call if in the unanimous judgment of
the officers, there is insufficient business to warrant a face-
to-face meeting. A second stated meeting of the Commission
shall be set for the third Thursday, Friday and Saturday of
October in each year. Ordinarily these stated meetings shall be
scheduled to begin at 1 p.m. on Thursday and to conclude no
later than noon on Saturday. The second stated meeting may
be canceled if a majority of the Officers determine there is
insufficient business to justify the meeting. Other business to
be considered shall be governed by the procedure set out in
Section 3.2 of this Manual.
Adopted

32-13 Partial Report of the Stated Clerk (continued) See 32-11, pp. 43 —44.

The Assembly ratified the recommendation of the Stated Clerk in
referring three communications: Communication 1 from North Florida
Presbytery was referred to RPR to be received as information (see text
below); Communication 2 from the United Reformed Churches was referred
to IRC (for text and action, see 32-19, p. 54 — 55); and Communication 3 from
the Orthodox Presbyterian Church was referred to AC and CE&P to be
received as information (see text below).

COMMUNICATION 1 from North Florida Presbytery (to RPR)
Dear Fathers and Brothers:

Greetings in the name of our sovereign King of the Church, Jesus Christ our
Lord! It is my joyful responsibility to forward the enclosed resolution, which is
in response to recent communications from Westminster Presbytery (July 8,
2003), the Session of Coeburn Presbyterian Church (July 9, 2003), and Mr.
Anthony Dallison (July 12, 2003). I’'m so thankful to God that we have made
progress toward understanding and unity between our presbyteries and our
mutual call to minister the gospel of our Lord Jesus. In addition to forwarding the
enclosed resolution approved by the Presbytery of North Florida I was charged to
compose a cover letter expressing the sentiments mentioned in our discussion.

Yet before I do that, [ again want to express my appreciation to the following
men who have contributed to this resolution coming before our presbytery. I
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want to thank the Rev. Bill Bradley, the Rev. Bill Leutzinger, the Rev. Dr.
Frank Smith, and your Stated Clerk, the Rev. Daniel Forman. Without their
patient listening and understanding I doubt I would be writing this letter to
you today. Also our presbytery is sincerely grateful to the Session and
congregation of the Coeburn Presbyterian Church, Coeburn, VA, for their
oversight of and ministry to Mr. Dallison.

I need to affirm first of all respect to the court I serve, the Presbytery of North
Florida. Their friendship, encouragement and their editorial help that has aided me
in the tasks I am given. On more than one occasion | have seen them do the hard
job of administering censure and discipline against one of their own members. This
was done when less principled, albeit easier, options were available to them. 1
appreciate also the trust they have placed in me, their Stated Clerk.

As I indicated, I was charged to encapsulate in a cover letter the expressions of
hesitation that were offered as we discussed and eventually approved the
resolution now before you. We have desired for over five years to not only read
in print, but to see the repentance and brokenness expressed in Mr. Dallison’s
letter. All of us as presbyters know it is easy to declare the truth, yet it is far
more difficult to live that truth out consistently and faithfully in our daily lives.

We want to reaffirm the sentiments expressed in my letter to Westminster
Presbytery dated June 25, 2003. “We continue to maintain that Mr. Dallison
should do everything within his power and persuasion, not to get presbyteries
to agree with him, but to win the love of his estranged wife. That is his first
priority as a Christian husband.” We rejoice that Mr. Dallison has pledged to
redouble his efforts to restore his marriage. It is our strong belief that he must
shoulder the responsibility of winning the love and confidence of his
estranged wife, whom he walked out on.

We believe it is very important that Mr. Dallison not only have godly sorrow
for his sinful actions of striking his wife throughout his marriage, but that he
come to a profound understanding of the sinful motivations that led him to
such continued actions. Therefore we will continue to pray for Mr. Dallison
and those close to him as he seeks to bring forth the fruits of repentance in the
restoration of his marriage.

The question was raised whether restoring Mr. Dallison to the Lord’s Supper
was the intended first step toward the restoration of his ministerial credentials.
We believe that steps toward being restored to the ministry ought to be taken
very slowly and carefully as Biblical wisdom would dictate and our BCO
instructs. Again as was stated in my previous letter “we do not envision that
day until their marriage is reconciled and a good, wholesome, loving
marriage is witnessed by the church for more than a few months. That
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responsibility is upon the shoulders of Mr. Dallison, first and foremost.”
Since the Biblical qualifications for being an elder is that a man must be
found blameless, it seems abundantly reasonable that the scandal of his
estrangement from his wife should be first removed from his life, before one
would ever contemplate ordained gospel ministry. Also, the motivation for
reconciliation must not be merely to set things in order for being accepted by
the presbytery. After this wonderful, God-enabled event occurs and there is
an extended witness of devoted, kind, marital love; then presbyters might
again ponder whether God is calling one to the gospel ministry. These
motivations and priorities seem to us to be very critical!

Because of our great concern mentioned above we do as a presbytery continue to
maintain the right of original jurisdiction. It is not that we want to ‘lord it over’
anyone. But as our brothers in Westminster Presbytery well know, the
responsibility of laying hands on a man for the gospel ministry is a solemn
responsibility. Such ordained men have great influence over the flock and we
will not lightly transfer this responsibility until we have been abundantly satisfied
that Mr. Dallison or any other man under our oversight is fully qualified to
officially minister the gospel of grace of our Lord Jesus Christ. It is with extreme
confidence that our sister presbytery shares these same convictions. It is also with
great joy and mutual respect that we appreciate Westminster Presbytery’s
acknowledgement of our presbytery’s responsibility in this area.

Finally, I close extending again our heartfelt appreciation to our brothers in
Westminster Presbytery who serve our Lord with Solemn conviction and
faithfulness. We again publicly express our appreciation to the Session of
Coeburn Presbyterian Church and their congregation for their loving oversight
and ministry to our brother, Mr. Dallison. Finally we continue to assure our
brother, Anthony, of our continued prayers for him, his progress in the gospel,
and of his loving reconciliation with Helen, his wife.

May the grace of the Lord Jesus Christ be our joy and strength,

/s/ Randy L. Wilding, Stated Clerk
Presbytery of North Florida

Cc: Session of Coeburn Presbyterian Church, Coeburn, VA; Mr. Anthony R.
Dallison, Coeburn, VA; 32 General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in
America, c¢/o Roy Taylor; Committee on Review of Presbytery Records for
the 32 General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America

Enclosed: Resolution of North FL Presbytery, July 26, 2003
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Presbytery of North Florida
Resolution

Whereas, a motion recently passed by our sister court states, “That
Westminster Presbytery, out of deference to the wisdom of the 31* General
Assembly and the expressed wishes of North Florida Presbytery, hereby
rescinds its action of assuming original jurisdiction over Mr. Dallison, and
returns the matter to the North Florida Presbytery and the Coeburn Session
for appropriate action,” and

Whereas, the Presbytery of North Florida desires to remove the contention
between our Presbytery and Westminster Presbytery regarding Mr.
Anthony Dallison, and

Whereas, the Session of Coeburn Presbyterian Church has stated to the
Presbytery of North Florida, “We have found him (Mr. Anthony Dallison)
to be a hard worker in the church, humbly and willingly participating in
the life of the congregation. We believe also that he has displayed a
penitent attitude and demeanor. We see no reason that he should be kept
from the Lord’s Table,” and

Whereas, Mr. Anthony R. Dallison states in a recent letter to North Florida
Presbytery, “I have become increasingly convicted of my offence against
my wife, Helen, and I continue to desire to be reconciled to her. During
this time also, I have continued to feel the deep painfulness of being
separated from Helen and recognize that the responsibility rests upon me
to seek to effect reconciliation. ... I realize the need to re-double my
efforts (with humility of heart) to win back my wife, Helen.”

Therefore let it be resolved that North Florida Presbytery:

1 Accepts the apology of Westminster Presbytery and rejoice with our
brothers in our newfound agreement and therefore declare, “How good
and pleasant it is when brothers live together in unity” (Psalm 133:1).

2. Agrees with the session of Coburn Presbyterian Church according to
the provision of BCO p37-9a to restore Mr. Anthony Dallison to the
Table of our Lord. The Presbytery of North Florida still retains the
authority to restore Mr. Anthony Dallison to the Gospel Ministry
according to BCO 37-9a.

3. Expresses its appreciation to Westminster Presbytery regarding their
agreement to rescind their action in assuming Original Jurisdiction
over Mr. Dallison.

4. Publicly thanks and acknowledges the Session of Coeburn Presbyterian
Church for their faithful oversight of Mr. Anthony Dallison.

5. Pledges to pray for the Session of Coeburn Presbyterian Church as
they continue to minister to Mr. Anthony Dallison as he seeks to woo
his wife back into a faithful marriage union.

6. Joins in prayer with Anthony Dallison as he prays for the restoration
of his marriage.
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Furthermore let it be resolved that the Presbytery of North Florida:

1. Send this resolution to the appropriate courts, committees, and people,
namely the 32™ General Assembly, Westminster Presbytery, Review of
Presbytery Records for General Assembly, the Session of Coeburn
Presbyterian Church, Coeburn, VA, and Mr. Anthony Dallison, and

2. Declares the unity between the Presbytery of North Florida and
Westminster Presbytery regarding the Original Jurisdiction of Mr.
Anthony Dallison, and lastly

3. Spread this resolution upon our minutes.

Attested this 26™ day of July 2003:

/s/ Randy L. Wilding
Stated Clerk or North Florida Presbytery

COMMUNICATION 3, (to AC & CE&P)
from  The Orthodox Presbyterian Church

Office of the General Assembly

The Rev. Donald J. Duff, Stated Clerk

June 10, 2004

Dr. L. Roy Taylor, Stated Clerk

General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America
1700 North Brown Rd., Suite 105

Lawrenceville, GA 30043-8143

Dear Dr. Taylor,

The Seventy-First General Assembly of The Orthodox Presbyterian Church,
meeting June 2-9, 2004, at Geneva College in Beaver Falls, Pennsylvania, had
before it Communication 8 from the Committee on Christian Education of the
General Assembly. That communication was as follows:

April 26, 2004

The Committee on Christian Education at its meeting held on March 22-
24,2004, passed the following motion:

Recommendation 1 that “in reference to the request of the most recent
General Assembly of the PCA that the OPC be solicited to permit the PCA
to publish the Westminster standards with the OPC-approved proof texts,
either separately or jointly with the OPC . . . “was adopted in the following
form: That the CCE recommends that the 71% GA grant permission to the
PCA to use the proof texts for the Westminster standards approved for
publication by various General Assemblies of the OPC.
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The 71* General Assembly adopted the following as taken from the Journal:

152. RESPONSE TO COMMUNICATION 8.
Mr. Nelson presented the following recommendation of Advisory
Committee 2, which was adopted:

Regarding the recommendation in Communication 8, the advisory
committee recommends its adoption in the following form: “that the 71*
General Assembly grant permission to the PCA to use the proof texts for
the Westminster Standards approved by various General Assemblies of
the OPC with proper attributions and after the OPC has published them.”

On motion the Stated Clerk was requested to communicate this action the
Stated Clerk of the Presbyterian Church in America prior to their General
Assembly.

Yours in Christ’s service,

/s/ Donald J. Duff, Stated Clerk

32-14 Partial Report of Review of Presbytery Records Committee (see
also 32-55, pp. 205 — 8)

RE Tom Bingham, Chairman, presented the following proposed
amendment to “RAQO,” which was referred to CCB (see action at 32-36,
p.133 and 32-52, p. 201).

That the language of "RAO" 14-3.e.5 be amended as follows
(proposed additions in bold print):

Minutes of presbytery relating to examinations must list all specific
requirements and trials for licensure and/or ordination which have
been accomplished, including that each candidate being examined
for ordination is required to “state the specific instances in which
he may differ with the Confession of Faith and Catechisms in any
of their statements and/or propositions”(BCO 21-4). This does not
mean that a separate vote on each item must be recorded. Presbytery
minutes shall record ministers’ and ministerial candidates’ stated
differences with our Standards that the presbytery approves as
doctrinal exceptions in the following manner. Each Presbytery
shall record whether:

a. the candidate stated that he had no differences; or

b. the court judged the difference(s) stated to be merely
semantic (in which case the stated difference(s) need not
be recorded); or
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c. the court granted an exception, in that it judged the stated
difference as neither hostile to the system of doctrine nor
striking at the vitals of religion (in which case the stated
difference itself must be recorded).

32-15 Partial Report of CoC on Interchurch Relations (see also 32-19,
pp- 53 - 56)

TE Howard Griffith, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and
introduced TE William Barker, Chairman of the Interchurch Relations
Committee, who introduced the following fraternal delegates who addressed
the Assembly: Rev. Robert Broline (Orthodox Presbyterian Church), Dr.
Robert Cara (Associate Reformed Presbyterian Church) and Dr. Jerry O’Neil
(Reformed Presbyterian Church, North America). TE Barker then introduced
visiting brother Rev. Dr. Andrew McGowan (Principal of Highland
Theological College, University of Highlands and Islands, and Honorary
Professor of Reformed Doctrine, University of Aberdeen, Scotland).

32-16 Appointment of Committee on Thanks
The Moderator appointed the following men to serve as the Committee
on Thanks: TE Henry Lewis Smith (Convenor) and RE Melton L. Duncan.

32-17 Personal Resolution #2

The Assembly received and_referred a Personal Resolution from RE
Frank Ellis, SE Alabama Presbytery, to Bills and Overtures (for text and
action, see 32-52, Recommendation 8, pp. 175, 199 — 201).

32-18 Informational Report of Administrative Committee

Dr. Roy Taylor reported on the work of the Strategic Planning
Committee. He yielded to RE Frank A. Brock, who further reported on the
work of the Strategic Planning Committee. (See Appendix C, Attachment A,
pp- 272 — 96; for complete AC report see Appendix C, pp. 262 — 363; for AC
CoC report, see 32-47, p. 147.)

32-19 CoC on Interchurch Relations (continued)

TE Griffith led the Assembly in prayer and presented the report.
Recommendations 1-6 were adopted. (For complete IRC report, see
Appendix G, pp. 384 -91.)

I. Business Referred to the Committee

e The report of the permanent Interchurch Relations Committee
e The Communication from the United Reformed Churches of North
America
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e  Minutes of the Permanent Committee for December 11, 2003, and
March 16, 2004

II. Statement of Major Issues Discussed

The Committee addressed the IRC’s discussions of church union with NAPARC
churches (Appendix G, Item 1, p. 384). After consultation with TE Irfon Hughes
and TE Roy Taylor, the reasons for the statement “all but one of the NAPARC
denominations offered their opinions that for various reasons they were not
prepared to enter into discussions with the PCA about possible organic union at
this time” were clarified: these denominations were not unwilling to discuss
union. Instead, none of the representatives of these denominations had been
empowered by their denominations to enter into such discussions.

The Committee discussed the Communication from the URCNA. Interest was
expressed in furthering our relationship with this denomination.

COMMUNICATION 2 from the United Reformed Churches in North
America (to IRC)
United Reformed Churches in North America
Committee for Ecumenical Relations and Church Unity

June 2, 2004

Dr. L. Roy Taylor, Stated Clerk
Presbyterian Church in America
1700 N. Brown Road, Suite 105
Lawrenceville GA 30043-8143

Esteemed brothers in Christ,

We greet you in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ. At the occasion of the 32™
General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America we of the United
Reformed Churches send you warm fraternal greetings in the name of our blessed
King and Lord. It is our wish and prayer that you may receive His grace as you
deliberate the numerous agenda items on your docket in a manner that pleases
Him and builds up His Church. May the Lord bless you abundantly.

As you brothers gather in Pittsburgh on June 15-18, the United Reformed
Churches also meet as synod in Calgary Alberta. The Calgary Synod faces some
substantive issues: the Framework Hypothesis and Pacdocommunion, to mention
a few. The potential that delegates may need to focus on the justification by faith
controversy is also a possibility. In addition the synod has before it the
recommendation to enter into the next step of ecumenicity, Ecclesiastical
Fellowship, with the Reformed Church in the United States (RCUS) and the
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recommendation to join the NAPARC. Should the latter happen the occasion to
meet as delegates would bring about greater opportunity to discuss matters of
joint interest.

The United Reformed Churches are a small federation of almost 90 churches
totaling about 20,000 members. Most of our churches seceded from the Christian
Reformed Church during the 1990s. The Committee for Ecumenical Relations
and Church Unity is our synod’s means of having dialogue with other churches of
like precious faith. We regret that for the last few years very little communication
has exchanged between our two churches, and it is our desire to dialogue with
your interchurch committee. Perhaps this could be pursued after both synods
have adjourned.

Now may the God of peace who brought our Lord Jesus from the dead, that great
Shepherd of the sheep, through the blood of the everlasting covenant make you
complete in every good work to do His will, working in you what is well pleasing in
His sight through Jesus Christ to whom be glory forever and ever. Amen.

Your fellow servant in Christ,
Rev. Richard Stienstra, Committee Secretary

III. Recommendations

1. That Fraternal Delegates, Corresponding Delegates and Ecclesiastical
Observers be welcomed and invited to address the Assembly for the
allotted time period (see 32-15, p. 53) Adopted

2.  That visiting ministers be introduced to the Assembly (BCO 13-13).
Adopted

3. That the PCA enter into fraternal relations with L’Eglise Reformee
du Quebec (ERQ), now that the ERQ has been received into
NAPARC. Adopted

4. That the Interchurch Relations Committee, in response to the
communication of the United Reformed Churches in North
America, review the issue of entering into fraternal relations with
the URC, pending the URC’s determination to seek membership in,
and reception by the membership of NAPARC. Adopted

5. That the PCA adopt the NAPARC approved statement of the
definition of organic union (Appendix G, III, 4 p. 385): “Organic
union is defined as two or more NAPARC churches joining their
diverse gifts, heritage and calling on the basis of scriptural
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mandate (Ephesians 4:1-16; Acts 15:1-16:5; John 17; 1 Corinthians
12:12-31) to form one church by uniting together in theology, polity
and ministry. This would require the eventual integration of church
courts and administrative and legal structures.” Adopted

6. That the minutes of the IRC for meetings of December 11, 2003
and March 16, 2004 be approved, with exceptions of form and
notations sent to the secretary of the IRC. (N.B. the full committee
of commissioners discussed and voted unanimously on each of the
exceptions of form.) Adopted

Commissioners Present:

Presbytery Commissioner
Ascension TE Irfon Hughes
Calvary RE Frank A. Griffith
Central Carolina TE Bill Thrailkill
Chesapeake TE Tom Wenger
Evangel RE Manuel A. Zuniga
Fellowship TE Jeff Ferguson
Great Lakes RE Fred Greco
Heartland TE Sean Brandt

Houston Metro
James River

RE Claude J. Roberts Jr.
TE Howard Griffith, Chairman

Metropolitan New York TE James Harvey
Mississippi Valley RE J. Lee Owen

New York State TE Mark Bell

North Florida RE Daniel Sonke

Pacific Northwest TE Eric Erwin

Pittsburgh RE Stan Jenkins

Potomac RE Paul McNulty
Siouxlands TE Max Rogland
Southeast Alabama RE Meade Guy

Southwest TE Tom Troxell
Southwest Florida TE John Larson, Secretary
Westminster TE J.A.T. (Theo) van Blerk

32-20 Informational Report of Christian Education and Publications
Committee
TE John C. Jagoditsch Jr., CoC Chairman, led in prayer and introduced
RE Stephen M. Fox, Chairman of the Permanent Committee. He reported on the
work of CE&P, yielding to TE Richard W. Tyson (Chairman of Training
Subcommittee) and TE Dave W. Matthews (Chairman of Resources
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Subcommittee), who also reported. (For CE&P report, see Appendix D,
pp. 364 —71; for CE&P CoC report, see 32-32, pp. 115 -17.)

NOTE: The Moderator ruled that in the interest of time the Assembly would
forego the formality of CoC Chairman introductions for the Informational Reports.

32-21 Informational Report of Covenant College
RE Niel Nielson, President of Covenant College presented the report
(see Appendix E, pp. 372 — 78; for CC CoC report, see 32-34, pp. 119 —21.)

The Assembly paused to sing hymn 565, “All For Jesus.”

32-22 Informational Report of Covenant Theological Seminary

TE Bryan S. Chapell, President, presented the report (see Appendix F,
pp. 379 — 83) and yielded to TE Robert C. Cannada Jr. (Chancellor of Reformed
Theological Seminary) and Dr. Samuel Logan (President, Westminster
Theological Seminary), who spoke of their work together. (For CTS CoC
report, see 32-33, pp. 117-19.)

32-23 Informational Report of Mission to the World
TE Paul D. Kooistra, Coordinator, presented the report (see
Appendix I, pp. 459 — 81; for MTW CoC report, see 32-42, pp. 143 — 44).

32-24 Informational Report of Mission to North America

TE James C. Bland III, Coordinator, presented the report (see
Appendix H, pp. 392 — 458), which included the 2004 WIC Love Gift video.
(For MNA CoC report, see 32-35, pp. 121 —32.)

The Assembly paused to sing hymn 7, “From All That Dwell Below
the Skies.”

32-25 Informational Report of the PCA Foundation

RE Randel N. Stair, President, presented the report (see Appendix K,
pp. 516 — 18), which included the new promotional video. (For PCAF CoC
report, see 32-37, pp. 133 —34.)

32-26 Informational Report of PCA Retirement & Benefits, Inc.

RE William G. Kuh, President, presented the report (see Appendix L,
pp. 514 — 45). He introduced RE Allan Wright, Vice-Chairman of RBI, who
spoke on investments. (For RBI CoC report, see 32-39, pp. 136 — 38.)

32-27 Informational Report of Reformed University Ministries

TE Rod S. Mays, Coordinator, presented the report (see Appendix M,
pp. 551 — 63), which included reports from TE Howard Brown, co-opted
member of the RUM Permanent Committee; Jennifer Hamilton, Reformed
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University Fellowship (RUF) intern at the University of Mississippi; and TE
, RUF campus minister at Stanford University. (For RUM CoC
report, see 32-43, pp. 145 —47.)

32-28 Informational Report of Ridge Haven

TE Morse Up De Graff, Administrator, presented the report (see
Appendix N, pp. 564 — 66), which included a video, and led in prayer for
Ridge Haven. (For RH CoC report, see 32-38, pp. 564 — 66).

32-29 Recess
The Assembly recessed at 11:53 a.m., with the singing of Psalm 23
and prayer by TE Tony B. Giles, to reconvene for business at 1:30 p.m.

Third Session - Wednesday Afternoon
June 16, 2004

32-30 Assembly Reconvenes
The Assenbly reconvened at 1:30 p.m. with the singing of hymn 76,
“Praise My Soul the King of Heaven.”

32-31 Report of the Standing Judicial Commission

RE John White, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and presented
the report. Amendments to “SJC Manual” had been adopted previously (see
action at 32-12, pp. 45 — 47). Mr. White informed the Assembly that the
officers for the next year are Chairman RE John White, Vice chairman
TE Charles E. McGowan, Secretary TE G. Dewey Roberts, and Assistant
Secretary TE Dominic A. Aquila.

REPORT OF THE STANDING JUDICIAL COMMISSION
TO THE THIRTY-SECOND GENERAL ASSEMBLY
OF THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN AMERICA

INTRODUCTION

The Standing Judicial Commission (SJC) held its fall meeting on October 16
and 17, 2003 and held its annual meeting on March 4, 2004.

JUDICIAL CASES

The following is a list of Judicial Cases before the Commission over the
period since the last General Assembly:

2001-34  Complaint of RE Leland Nichols, et al. vs. James River Presbytery
2002-2 Complaint of RE Leland Nichols, ef al. vs. James River Presbytery
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JUDICIAL CASES (continued)

2002-3
2002-5
2002-9
2002-14
2002-16

2002-17
2002-18

2003-1
2003-2
2003-3
2003-4
2003-5
2003-6
2003-7
2004-1

2004-2
2004-3

Complaint of RE Leland Nichols, et al. vs. James River Presbytery
Complaint of Nancy J. Plowman vs. Philadelphia Presbytery (re-filed)
Appeal of TE Stuart H. Merriam vs. Tennessee Valley Presbytery
Appeal of David C. Lachman vs. Philadelphia Presbytery
Complaint of Session of Delhi Presbyterian Church vs. Louisiana
Presbytery

Appeal of TE Sung K. Kim vs. Korean Capital Presbytery
Complaint and Reference of TE Mark Herzor and TE Erwin
Morrison vs.Philadelphia Presbytery

Appeal of Dr. Mark Chavalas vs. Northern Illinois Presbytery
Complaint of TE James W. Thornton vs. Westminster Presbytery
Appeal of TE Paul W. Lee vs. Korean Southwest Presbytery
Complaint of Dr. and Mrs. Frank Chin vs. Covenant Presbytery
Complaint of TE James W. Thornton vs. Westminster Presbytery
Complaint of RE Paul M. Wright vs. Eastern Carolina Presbytery
Complaint of TE Aureliano Tan vs. South Texas Presbytery
Complaint of Westminster Presbyterian Church vs. Westminster
Presbytery

Appeal of Nancy J. Plowman vs. Philadelphia Presbytery
Complaint of Mr. Tim J. Harris vs. Heritage Presbytery

Of these, 0 cases were abandoned and Cases 2002-18, 2003-1, 2003-6, and

2003-7 were found out of order.

Cases 2001-34, 2002-2, 2002-3, 2003-2,

2003-3, 2003-4, 2003-5, 2004-1, 2004-2, and 2004-3 were not completed in
time for the SJC March meeting and await final determination by the full SJIC
in October. The Standing Judicial Commission has completed its work on
Cases 2002-5 (Refiled), 2002-9, 2002-14, 2002-16, 2002-17, 2003-1, 2003-6,
and 2003-7. The report on those cases is as follows:

REPORT OF THE CASES

JUDICIAL CASE 2002-5 (REFILED)
COMPLAINT OF NANCY J. PLOWMAN
VS. PHILADELPHIA PRESBYTERY

I. SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

1.

On December 21, 2001 the Session of Lehigh Valley Presbyterian
Church suspended Mrs. Nancy Plowman from the Sacraments of
the Church (ROC, p. 5).

On January 17, 2002 Mrs. Plowman filed a Complaint against the
December 21, 2001 action of the Session to suspend her from the
Sacraments of the Church without due process (ROC, pp. 11-12).
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3. On February 1, 2002 the Session of Lehigh Valley Presbyterian
Church sustained the part of Mrs. Plowman's Complaint that alleged
that she was found guilty without due process and voted to begin
process against her. However, the Session did not lift the suspension
from the Sacraments of the Church (ROC, pp. 13, 25).

4. On February 21, 2002 the Session of Lehigh Valley Presbyterian
Church cited Mrs. Plowman to appear March 11, 2002 to hear and
receive charges against her (ROC, p. 16).

5. On March 2, 2002 Mrs. Plowman carried her Complaint to
Philadelphia Presbytery alleging error on the part of the Session in
suspending her from "the Lord's Table 12-21-01 without due
process" (ROC, pp. 3-4).

6. On March 9, 2002 Philadelphia Presbytery determined that "the
Complaint of Mrs. Nancy Plowman against the Session of Lehigh
Valley Presbyterian Church be found out of order because the matter
is properly still before the Session" (ROC, pp. 18-20).

7. On April 3, 2002 Mrs. Plowman filed her Complaint with the
Standing Judicial Commission of the General Assembly and it was
styled as Case 2002-5 (ROC, pp. 22-25)."

8. On July 1, 2002 the Session of Lehigh Valley Presbyterian Church
conducted the trial of Mrs. Plowman. Because Mrs. Plowman
refused to force her children to testify in the trial, the Session took
the following action: "We, therefore, find you, Nancy Plowman, to
be guilty of contumacy BCO 32:6b, 33:2." The ROC also records:
"The moderator stated 'Since you do not want to repent of your
contumacy in this matter, the trial is ended without judgment and
based on 33:2 you are suspended indefinitely from the Lord's
Table™ (ROC, pp. 28, 31).

9. On July 31, 2002 Mrs. Plowman filed an Appeal with Philadelphia
Presbytery against the judgment of the Session of Lehigh Valley
Presbyterian Church of July 1, 2002 finding her guilty of
contumacy (ROC, p. 51, #5).

10. On August 9, 2002 the chairman of the Judicial Business
Committee of Philadelphia Presbytery received the Appeal, and
sometime after that he informed Mrs. Plowman "that the Appeal
was out of order in that she had not submitted to a regular trial and
was therefore not entitled to file an Appeal, there being no decision
rendered by the trial court to Appeal (BCO 42-2)" (ROC, p. 51, # 6),

! The previously filed case was found administratively out of order by the SJC in that
the case was still before the Session.
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and also that no judgment had been rendered [BCO 42-1] (ROC,
p- 46, #7).

On August 18, 2002 Mrs. Plowman filed a Complaint with the
Session of Lehigh Valley Presbyterian Church against its action of
July 1, 2002 (ROC, pp. 30A-41; 51, # 7). (Note: Both the panel and
SJC noted that there was confusion on the naming of the case as an
Appeal or Complaint; the substance is that the case is an Appeal
timely filed on July 31, 2002.)

On September 20, 2002 the Session of Lehigh Valley Presbyterian
Church ruled the Complaint "out of order due to an untimely filing
based on BCO 43-2" (ROC, pp. 42-43).

On October 19, 2002 Mrs. Plowman carried her Complaint to
Philadelphia Presbytery (ROC, pp. 45-48).

On January 18, 2003 Philadelphia Presbytery denied the Complaint
by ruling that it was out of order because it was not timely filed
(ROC, p. 53).

On February 15, 2003 Mrs. Plowman filed her Complaint with the
Standing Judicial Commission of the General Assembly (ROC, pp
54-56). Because the case was related to her former Complaint filed
April 3, 2002 this Complaint was styled as Case 2002-5 (Refiled).

STATEMENT OF THE ISSUES

1.

Did Philadelphia Presbytery err in its interpretation of BCO 42-2 and
as a result did not accept Mrs. Plowman's Appeal dated July 31, 2002
against the judgment of the Session of Lehigh Valley Presbyterian
Church taken on July 1, 2002?

Did the Philadelphia Presbytery, at its January 18, 2003 meeting, err in
its interpretation of BCO 43-1 in finding Mrs. Plowman's Complaint of
October 19, 2002 out of order because it was not timely filed?

JUDGMENT

1.Yes. The case is remanded to Philadelphia Presbytery to hear the

Appeal as originally filed on July 31, 2002.

2.Yes. BCO 43-1 states that a Complaint cannot be filed where an

Appeal is pending. There was an Appeal pending and the
Complaint was timely filed after the Appeal was renamed as a
Complaint. Once the Appeal was renamed as a Complaint on
the suggestion of the chairman of the Judicial Business
Committee the Complaint was timely filed.
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REASONING AND OPINION

The circumstances in this case require that we first explain why these two
issues are presented and how they are interrelated. The complainant, Mrs.
Plowman, was charged with offenses by the Session of Lehigh Valley
Presbyterian Church. Mrs. Plowman heeded all of the citations and
appeared at each Session of her trial. However, a dispute arose about her
daughters testifying in the trial. Because Mrs. Plowman refused to force
her under age communing children to testify, the Session determined that
Mrs. Plowman had not submitted to regular trial because she would not
allow her daughters to testify. Because of this, the Session ended the trial
and charged Mrs. Plowman with contumacy. They also stated that Mrs.
Plowman was not eligible to file an Appeal because she had not
submitted to a regular trial; however, the Session did advise her that she
could file a Complaint. Her counsel, to the contrary, advised her that she
was eligible to file an Appeal because she had submitted to trial.

After Mrs. Plowman heeded the advice of counsel to file an Appeal, the
chairman of the Judicial Business Committee of Philadelphia Presbytery
informed Mrs. Plowman that her Appeal was out of order for the same
reasons the Session had given. Because of this comment, her Appeal was
withdrawn, renamed and refiled as a Complaint with the Stated Clerk of
Philadelphia Presbytery on August 18, 2002 against the actions of the
Session taken on July 1, 2002.

The first issue before us is whether Mrs. Plowman had a right to file an
Appeal against the judgment of the Session of July 1, 2002 or whether it
had to be a Complaint. Since she filed an Appeal first, then withdrew it,
renamed it and refiled it as a Complaint, because of the expressed
opinion of the chairman of the Judicial Business Committee of
Presbytery, both the Appeal and Complaint have to be considered as
being the same matter.

It is our judgment that Mrs. Plowman had the right to file an Appeal
against the judgment of the Session because she had submitted to
regular trial. Notwithstanding this fact, it is also our judgment that her
Complaint should have been ruled as timely filed. We believe that the
Appeal was proper and should have been found in order and
adjudicated, but in either case (as an Appeal or Complaint), Presbytery
should have taken Mrs. Plowman's case.

Let us explain in more detail.

The Record of the Case clearly indicates that one of the issues in this case is
whether Mrs. Plowman had a right to Appeal the judgment of the Session of
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Lehigh Valley Presbyterian Church (LVPC) taken on July 1, 2002. During
the course of the trial, Mrs. Plowman refused to force her under age
communing daughters to testify, even though they had been duly cited by the
Session. The Session, citing BCO 32-6b and 33-2, found Mrs. Plowman
guilty of contumacy for not allowing her daughters to testify. The ROC also
indicates: "The moderator stated, 'Since you do not want to repent of your
contumacy in this matter, the trial is ended without judgment and based on
33-2 you are suspended indefinitely from the Lord's Table." The Session
also declared: "This process has ended without the completion of a regular
trial" (ROC, p. 28. See also ROC, p. 51, # 3).

We note that it was the Session that "ended" the trial, not the complainant.
It was because the trial was declared ended that the Session believed that
the complainant had not submitted to regular trial (BCO 42-2), and was not
eligible to file an Appeal. In fact, it informed Mrs. Plowman that "we
continue to maintain that your only immediate course is to complain to the
court of original jurisdiction" (ROC, p. 59).

However, the ROC demonstrates that the complainant did submit to
regular trial, and as such did have the right of Appeal from the
judgment of the Session. BCO 42-2 allows for Appeals for those who
have submitted to trial. In this case, it is our opinion that "submitting to
regular trial" means that the accused has heeded all citations and has
attended all of the Sessions of the case against him or her. At no time
did Mrs. Plowman refuse to attend Sessions of the court or not heed
citations. The fact that the Session ended the trial cannot negate Mrs.
Plowman's right to Appeal a judgment against her.

We believe that the LVPC Session erred by ruling that "the refusal of
the Accused to 'cooperate with lawful proceedings" resulted in the
Session ending the judicial process and finding Mrs. Plowman guilty of
contumacy. Then the Session aggravated this error by stating that Mrs.
Plowman did not have the right of Appeal because, in their opinion, she
had not submitted to regular trial (ROC, p. 51, # 2, 3).

Mrs. Plowman believed she had submitted to regular trial, and under advice
of counsel, filed an Appeal with the Stated Clerk of Philadelphia
Presbytery in a timely manner on July 31, 2002 (ROC, p. 51, # 5).
However, the Report of the Judicial Business Committee states: "The
Appeal was received by the chairman of the Judicial Business Committee
on August 9, 2002 and Appellant was informed that the Appeal was out of
order in that she had not submitted to a regular trial and was therefore not
entitled to file an Appeal, there being no decision rendered by the trial
court to Appeal (BCO 42-2)" [emphasis added]. This information is
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confirmed by Mrs. Plowman in her Complaint to Philadelphia Presbytery
(ROC, p. 51, # 6 and p. 46, # 7).

BCO 42-3 lists a number of reasons for an accused person to file an Appeal:

The grounds of Appeal are such as the following: any
irregularity in the proceedings of the lower court; refusal of
reasonable indulgence to a party on trial; receiving
improper or declining to receive proper evidence; hurrying
to a decision before all the testimony is taken; manifestation
of prejudice in the case; and mistake or injustice in the
judgment and censure.

Given the basic facts in this case, Mrs. Plowman should have the right
to assert some of these reasons in an Appeal, for example, her opinions
concerning irregularities in the proceedings of the lower court, hurrying
to a decision, and manifestation of prejudice.

Also, we note that there is no evidence in the ROC that the Presbytery
ever acted on the validity of the Appeal. In fact, there is nothing in the
ROC to show that the full Judicial Business Committee voted to find
the Appeal out of order. What the ROC does indicate is that the
chairman of the Judicial Business Committee acted. In the Judicial
Business Committee Report to Presbytery, dated November 9, 2002 we
find this wording: "The Appeal was received by the chairman of the
Judicial Business Committee on August 9, 2002 and Appellant was
informed that the Appeal was out of order in that she had not submitted
to a regular trial and was therefore not entitled to file an Appeal, there
being no decision rendered by the trial court to Appeal (BCO 42-2)"
[(ROC, p. 51, # 6, emphasis added]. Note, it was the chairman of the
Judicial Business Committee that "informed" Mrs. Plowman that, in his
opinion, her Appeal was out of order

Mrs. Plowman also reports this same incident where the chairman
communicated this opinion to her: "After reviewing my case, Rev.
Morrison advised me it would probably be found 'out of order' due to, in
his opinion, no judgment having been rendered. He further advised me to
rewrite it as a Complaint, which I did" (ROC, p. 46, emphasis added).

The ROC indicates that Mrs. Plowman filed her Appeal properly and
timely with the Stated Clerk of Presbytery. The Clerk then sent the Appeal
to the chairman of the Judicial Business Committee; he reports that he
received it on August 9, 2002. Then sometime between August 9 and 18,
2002 the chairman informed Mrs. Plowman that the Appeal was out of
order and that she should file a Complaint (ROC, p. 51, # 6 and p.46, # 7).
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We believe that the chairman acted by himself without any authority from
the full committee or the Presbytery. The Appeal was properly filed with
the Clerk, was an official communication to the Presbytery, and should
have been answered by the Presbytery. In giving his advice or opinion, the
chairman gave a strong impression that the full Judicial Business
Committee had found the Appeal out of order (ROC, p. 51, # 6).

Even if the Judicial Business Committee had met, since it is only a
committee of Presbytery, it did not have the authority to conclude the
matter (and, as stated above, there is no indication in the ROC that the
Judicial Business Committee ever met and acted on the Appeal). BCO
15-1 makes a distinction between a committee and commission:

A commission differs from an ordinary committee in that while a
committee is appointed to examine, consider and report, a commission
is authorized to deliberate upon and conclude the business referred to it,
except in the case of judicial commissions of a Presbytery appointed
under BCO 15-3.

There is no evidence in the ROC that the Judicial Business Committee
ever reported the Appeal to Presbytery for its consideration and action
(a committee not being able to conclude a matter). Even if the
committee had the powers of a judicial commission, there are special
rules for judicial commissions in BCO 15-3, which still requires a report
to and approval by Presbytery.

It is our determination that Mrs. Plowman submitted to her trial (BCO 42-
2). It is also our determination that her Appeal was in order because a
judgment was rendered by the Session (BCO 42-1). Hence, Mrs.
Plowman's Appeal, which was rightly and timely filed, is properly before
the Presbytery and should have been adjudicated. Thus, the case is
remanded back to Philadelphia Presbytery for adjudication.

It is our judgment that Mrs. Plowman's Appeal of July 31, 2002 is in
order and is remanded to Philadelphia Presbytery to be adjudicated.
And because this case is a refiling of a related case filed earlier, all the
issues need to be seen in a continuum and dealt with as a whole.

The SJC is not persuaded that the Session properly interpreted and
applied BCO 32-6.b and BCO 33-2. There also appears to be some
question as to whether a quorum was present at the July 1, 2002 trial
and whether there was a teaching elder as a member of the court since
the teaching elder of Lehigh Valley Presbyterian Church appears to
have recused himself (see BCO 12-3 and 12-1 and ROC pp. 28 and 40,
paragraph 42, last sentence).
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It should also be noted that BCO 42-6 states that the filing of an Appeal
has the effect of suspending the judgment of the lower court and the
censure of suspension from the Lord's Table until the case is finally
adjudicated.

This report was written by TE Dominic Aquila with the concurrence of
RE Frank Brock and TE Charles McGowan. September 2003

The vote on the Case 2002-5 was:

TE Dominic A. Aquila Concur RE Thomas F. Leopard ~ Concur
RE Frank A. Brock Absent TE William R. (Bill) Lyle Concur
RE Robert C. Cannada Concur RE J. Grant McCabe Recused
TE Craig D. Childs Sr. Concur TE Charles E. McGowan Concur
RE M. C. (Cub) Culbertson Concur TE D. Steven Meyerhoff Concur
RE J. Howard Donahoe Concur RE Steven T. O’Ban  Disqualified
RE Samuel J. (Sam) Duncan Concur TE Michael M. Rico Concur
TE Robert M. Ferguson Jr. Concur TE G. Dewey Roberts ~ Concur
TE William H. Harrell Jr  Concur TE Robert D. Stuart Absent

RE Terry L. Jones Concur RE John B. White Jr. Concur
TE Paul D. Kooistra Absent RE W. Jack Williamson Concur
RE Collie W. Lehn Concur

Adopted: 18 concurring, 0 dissenting, 1 disqualified, 1 recused and 3 absent.
Approved by the full Standing Judicial Commission on October 16, 2003

CONCURRING OPINION FOR
JUDICIAL CASE NO. 2002-5 (REFILED)
COMPLAINT OF NANCY J. PLOWMAN VS. PHILADELPHIA
PRESBYTERY

I concur in the result reached by the majority, but believe that the Reasoning
and Opinion needs an additional basis to support the Judgment.

On July 1, 2002 the Session of the Lehigh Valley Presbyterian Church found
Mrs. Plowman guilty of contumacy. On July 31, 2002 Mrs. Plowman timely
filed her Appeal of this decision. On August 9, 2002 the Presbytery's Judicial
Business Committee advised Mrs. Plowman that her Appeal was out of order
due to her failure to submit to a regular trial and that she needed to file a
Complaint.

The Presbytery's advice was not correct in that Mrs. Plowman had submitted
to a regular trial and was entitled to have her Appeal heard.

Relying on Presbytery's advice, Mrs. Plowman withdrew her Appeal and filed
a Complaint on August 18, 2002. The Session of the Lehigh Valley
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Presbyterian Church found her Complaint to be out of order due to her failure
to file a Complaint within 30 days of the Session's July 1, 2002 decision
(BCO 43-2). Mrs. Plowman timely filed a Complaint regarding this decision
with Philadelphia Presbytery, which denied the Complaint due to it not being
timely filed with the Session.

First, when Mrs. Plowman withdrew her timely filed Appeal, that ended the
matter, unless her Complaint was filed within 30 days of the July 1, 2002
action of the Session. Since her Complaint was not timely filed, the matter
should have been concluded at that point.

Second, even though the matter should have been concluded, due to her
withdrawal of the Appeal and untimely filing of the Complaint, all at the
advice of Philadelphia Presbytery, the principles of justice, fair play, equity,
and estoppel do not allow a court to give incorrect advice to an Appellant,
who follows that advice, and then deny her right to be heard on the
technicality that the Complaint was not timely filed, a direct result of the
advice given by Presbytery.

In conclusion, if Presbytery had not given Mrs. Plowman the incorrect advice,
her Appeal/Complaint would not be in order due to the Appeal having been
withdrawn and her Complaint having not been timely filed. However, due to
the Presbytery giving her incorrect advice, that was relied upon by Mrs.
Plowman, the Presbytery must give Mrs. Plowman the right to be heard.

/s/Samuel J. Duncan

JUDICIAL CASE 2002-9
APPEAL OF TE STUART H. MERRIAM
VS. TENNESSEE VALLEY PRESBYTERY

L SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

1. On October 10, 1995 Tennessee Valley Presbytery (TVP) deposed TE
Dr. Stuart H. Merriam from the office of Teaching Elder (ROC 103).
TE Merriam Appealed this action to the PCA Standing Judicial
Commission (SJC) (Case 95-10) (ROC 72-73). The Appeal was
upheld and the case was remanded to TVP for a new trial (ROC 104).
TVP did not retry the case. (ROC 146, ROC Supplement 6).

2. By means of a reference, dated December 13, 1996 Case 96-7 (ROC
112), TVP requested that the SJC handle the matter related to TE
Merriam. The SJC, on March 3, 1997 denied the request (ROC 116).

3. A called meeting of TVP was held on August 10, 2000 to “...
determine a proper response on the part of TVP in reference to Stuart
Merriam in light of the decision of the Papua New Guinea court to
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quash the verdict of guilty and set aside his sentence.” When this
matter was addressed, there was a motion to restore the credentials to
Stuart Merriam until after the investigation of reports concerning his
Christian character. This motion was tabled. TVP then proceeded to
appoint a commission to investigate and bring a preliminary report to
the Fall Stated Meeting of TVP scheduled for October 10, 2000.
(Although not supported by documentary evidence in the ROC, TE
Merriam alleges that this meeting was not properly called in
accordance with the procedures of the BCO (ROC 218).

On October 10, 2000 TVP heard a report of its appointed commission
and voted to restore TE Merriam’s credentials in light of the criminal
charges against him in Papua New Guinea having been “quashed.”
Immediately following this action, his credentials were suspended
because the commission's investigation raised a strong presumption of
guilt regarding TE Merriam’s character (ROC 158-159).

On January 13, 2001 TVP appointed a prosecutor for the pending
judicial case against TE Merriam (ROC 160).

On May 31, 2001 at a special called meeting, TVP approved
charges against TE Merriam (ROC 163-164). At the January 12,
2002 stated meeting TVP set April 20, 2002 the date for the next
stated meeting, for the trial and cited TE Merriam to appear and
answer the charges (ROC 166).

On April 20, 2002 TVP tried TE Merriam on the charges specified
(ROC 2). He was found guilty and suspended indefinitely from the
office of Teaching Elder “until [he] gives satisfactory evidence of
repentance” (ROC 9).

On May 10, 2002 TE Merriam gave notice of Appeal of TVP’s
action of April 20, 2002. This Appeal was styled Judicial Case
2002-9 which is the case before us.

The parties to the case had extensive disagreement concerning the
ROC resulting in a delay in hearing it. A revised ROC was submitted
on September 19, 2002. On October 28, 2002 with the agreement of
the Respondent, a supplement was issued based on certain documents
submitted by the Appellant. Final agreement on the ROC was
reached in January, 2003. The hearing was held by telephone
conference call on March 6, 2003.

STATEMENT OF THE ISSUE

Did Tennessee Valley Presbytery err in its procedures or judgment in
finding the Appellant guilty of the charges?
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JUDGMENT
No.
REASONING AND OPINION

Though this case had it origins in two previous matters before the
Standing Judicial Commission, Case 95-10 and a Judicial Reference
styled Case 96-7, the present matter before us, SJIC 2002-09, is not a
retrying of those cases. (In Case 95-10 the SJC found that TVP had not
followed proper procedure for due process and remanded the case back
for a new trial and in the matter of the Judicial Reference from TVP, the
SJC refused to accede to the reference). The Panel finds that the
referenced cases have only an indirect bearing on the present matter.

Case 02-9 is an Appeal by Dr. Stuart Merriam of his conviction by
Tennessee Valley Presbytery on April 20, 2002 of three specifications;
to-wit 1) not being in subjection to his brethren (Ordination Vow 4) “as
evidenced by his resistance to his accountability before his own board
members and fellow missionaries, 2) not being zealous to maintain the
peace of the church (Ordination Vow 6) “as evidenced by his maligning
the courts of the church and its members, by attempts at manipulating
members of the court to take sides, by using professional lawyers and
others to imply the threat of civil court action against the church,” 3) not
adorning the profession of the Gospel in his manner of life or walked
with exemplary piety before the flock (Ordination vow 7) “as evidenced
by a continuous pattern of arrogance, manipulation, slander and deceit
against board members, staff members of his mission, and fellow
presbyters.”

The Appellant asserted that his case should never have been introduced
into judicial process in that a called meeting of Tennessee Valley
Presbytery was not properly called by the required number of churches in
BCO 13-12. We found no evidence to support that claim in the Record of
the Case. Had there been evidence to support the claim, it would not
have been a fatal flaw in the proceedings in that at the October 10, 2000
Stated Meeting of TVP cured the alleged defect by 1) restoring Dr.
Merriam’s credentials based on the quashing of his conviction by a court
in Papua New Guinea, 2) authorizing the suspension of his credentials
without censure (BCO 31-10) because of the strong presumption of guilt
concerning Dr. Merriam’s Christian character (BCO 31-2) and 3)
authorizing the Moderator to appoint a prosecutor to prepare the
indictment and to conduct the case (ROC 159).
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TVP upon motion properly seconded and carried approved charges that
Dr. Merriam had broken his oath to the Lord in the failure to keep his
ordination vows, of pride, of lording it over those entrusted to his care,
of creating dissension among the brethren and of disturbing the peace,
unity and purity of the church. Also approved were four specifications
supporting the charges. One of the specifications was dropped at trial.

Appellant also alleged that TVP was not qualified to judge him because
of prejudice arising from the previous cases. No specific evidence was
cited and we find that TVP is precisely the proper body to conduct the
trial of Appellant by virtue of BCO 34-1 which provides, “Process
against a minister shall be entered before the Presbytery of which he is a
member.”

We find that the trial was properly conducted with appropriate
deference given to the Appellant. We further find that the principle
outlined in BCO 39-3(2) is of particular importance; to-wit, “A higher
court should ordinarily exhibit great deference to a lower court
regarding those factual matters which the lower court is more
competent to determine, because of its proximity to the events in
questions, and because of its personal knowledge and observations of
the parties and witnesses involved. Therefore, a higher court should not
reverse a factual finding of a lower court, unless there is clear error on
the part of the lower court."”

We find no clear error on the part of the lower court. We therefore
sustain the judgment of Tennessee Valley Presbytery.

The Statement of the Facts was prepared by TE Charles McGowan, the
Statement of the Issue and Judgment by the Panel and the Reasoning and
Opinion by RE John White.

The vote on the Case 2002-9 was:

TE Dominic A. Aquila Concur RE Thomas F. Leopard Concur
RE Frank A. Brock Absent TE William R. (Bill) Lyle Concur
RE Robert C. Cannada Abstain RE J. Grant McCabe Concur
TE Craig D. Childs Sr. Concur TE Charles E. McGowan Absent
RE M. C. (Cub) Culbertson Concur TE D. Steven Meyerhoff Concur
RE J. Howard Donahoe Concur RE Steven T. O’Ban Concur
RE Samuel J. (Sam) Duncan Recused  TE Michael M. Rico Concur
TE Robert M. Ferguson Jr .Concur  TE G. Dewey Roberts Concur

TE William H. Harrell Jr.  Concur TE Robert D. Stuart Absent
RE Terry L. Jones Concur RE John B. White Jr. Concur
TE Paul D. Kooistra Absent RE W. Jack Williamson Concur
RE Collie W. Lehn Concur
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Adopted: 17 concurring, 0 dissenting, 0 disqualified, 1 recused, 1 abstain and 4

absent.

Approved by the full Standing Judicial Commission on October 16, 2003

JUDICIAL CASE 2002-14
APPEAL OF RE DAVID C. LACHMAN
VS. PHILADELPHIA PRESBYTERY

I SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

1.

At its 1/7/97 Session meeting, the Session of Calvary Presbyterian
Church, Willow Grove, PA (“CPC”), advised Appellant that it did
not support his candidacy to serve on Session and individual elders
expressed their concerns about Appellant’s candidacy. ROC 48.
According to testimony given by one of the individual elders, RE
McKendry Langley, there were four reasons for the Session’s
concerns: a perceived air of superiority with a lack of submission to the
Session; philosophical differences on the application of the regulative
principle of worship; the use of Complaints against the Session and
church; and creating bad morale, retarding the effective work of the
Session and engaging in personal attacks. ROC 192.

After the 1/7/97 worship service, Appellant attempted to speak to RE
Langley. RE Langley described the encounter as Appellant angrily
demanding to know what RE Langley had said about him in the
Session meeting, and that Appellant threatened to bring charges
against him. ROC 63. Appellant describes the encounter as his
attempt to go to a brother privately for reconciliation, ROC 50,
though he admitted that he spoke rash words to RE Langley. ROC
75. In either case, RE Langley refused to speak to Appellant except
in a Session meeting, on the basis of Proverbs 14:7, 17:14 and 26:21,
as he had refused for several years. ROC 187.

On 11/16/97, RE Langley met with Appellant with TE Richard
Tyson (Sr. Pastor of CPC) and RE Jason Kirk present. The meeting
did not solve the conflict and TE Tyson advised Appellant that he
should repent of causing disharmony. Appellant declined to repent.
ROC 50-51.

In a letter dated 5/18/98, directed to the Session, Appellant recited his
concerns about RE Langley and asked the Session to admonish RE
Langley. He acknowledged the 11/16/97 discussion and his refusal to
repent for causing disharmony but stated that he did not believe the
Session had pointed out any particular deficiencies in his conduct.

71



10.

MINUTES OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Appellant also chastised the Session for refusing to acknowledge its
responsibility in the conflict. ROC 50-51.

TE Jeffrey Hutchinson (Associate Pastor CPC) responded to
Appellant on behalf of the Session in a letter dated 6/11/98. TE
Hutchinson strongly counseled Appellant against taking steps that
would cause further alienation between Appellant and RE Langley
and invited Appellant to meet with the Session further to discuss the
letter. ROC 54-55.

Appellant responded to the Session in a letter dated 7/7/98, in
which he stated that the Session refused to exercise its
responsibility for the spiritual welfare of the congregation; charged
the Session with misusing Scripture and refusing to take seriously
the Lord’s commands; advised the Session that he found the
Session’s counsel offensive; and stated that the elders had been
complicit in what Appellant deemed to be RE Langley’s sin against
him. ROC 56-57.

At the Session’s invitation, Appellant and RE Langley appeared at
the Session’s 9/8/98 Called Meeting and there was extensive
discussion regarding the relationship between the two men.
Appellant accused RE Langley of slandering him and RE Langley
denied doing so. The Session excused both men and decided to
consider the matter further before responding to the men. ROC 60-
63. The Session advised the men of this course of action in its letter
of 9/23/98, ROC 64, and subsequently discussed a response at its
10/6/98 meeting. ROC 65.

Before the Session responded, Appellant filed a Complaint on
11/3/98 to the Session for its failure to act in regard to his request
for action against RE Langley, charging the Session with
misinterpretation of Scripture and complicity in RE Langley’s sin.
ROC 67. The Session acknowledged receipt of the Complaint at its
11/3/98 Stated Meeting, voted to reconsider sending letters to
Appellant and RE Langley, and appointed two elders to meet with
Appellant and RE Langley to attempt reconciliation. ROC 68.

At its Called Meeting of 11/19/98, the Session heard the report of the
committee that had met with Appellant and RE Langley, ruled that
the Complaint had not been timely filed, and approved sending a
letter to Appellant and a second letter, to be sent jointly to Appellant
and RE Langley. The Session also passed motions condemning
Appellant’s unruliness and contentiousness. ROC 69-71. In its
11/19/98 letter, directed solely to Appellant, the Session advised
Appellant that his Complaint was not timely filed and was
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unnecessary, in light of the Session’s joint letter of the same date to
Appellant and RE Langley. ROC 72.

In its 11/19/98 joint letter to Appellant and RE Langley, the Session
reviewed the troubled relationship between Appellant and RE
Langley and rejected Appellant’s assertions that RE Langley had
slandered Appellant and was sinning in refusing to speak to
Appellant. The Session also found that Appellant had not followed
Matthew 18 in dealing with his problems with RE Langley. The
Session advised Appellant that he had an angry and un-teachable
heart, based upon Appellant’s 7/7/98 letter to the Session and the
meeting of 9/8/98, and directed Appellant to repent of his
hotheadedness and recklessness, to ask God to refresh Appellant’s
understanding of Scripture, and to offer a biblical apology to RE
Langley and to the Session. The Session also directed RE Langley
to accept the apology, if given by Appellant. ROC 73-80.

Appellant responded to the Session with his letter of 12/18/98, in
which he rejected the Session’s counsel. ROC 81-85.

On 12/18/98, Appellant also filed a Memorial to the Philadelphia
Presbytery (“PP”), asking the PP to require the CPC Session to
withdraw and apologize to Appellant for its “misrepresentations,
slanders and ungodly demands.” ROC 86-88. The PP refused
Appellant’s request.

The Session requested Appellant’s presence at a Called Meeting set
for 4/26/99 to discuss the history of his “troubled relationships™ at
CPC and the “tone and substance” of Appellant’s conversations and
correspondence with TE Hutchinson. ROC 93. (The correspondence
between Appellant and TE Hutchinson is found at ROC 12-26. The
“tone and substance” of Appellant’s communication with TE
Hutchinson is patronizing and disrespectful.) The meeting was
rescheduled to 5/3/99 and the Appellant appeared before the Session
on that date. ROC 94.

At its 5/3/99 Called Meeting, the Session passed a motion stating that
it would converse with Appellant in a private manner and endeavor
to bring him to a sense of his guilt with respect to violations of the
fifth, sixth and ninth commandments. Appellant then met with the
Session. At the conclusion of the meeting, the Session excused
Appellant, whereupon the Session passed motions finding that the
Session’s investigation had raised a strong presumption of guilt with
respect to specific violations of the fifth, sixth and ninth
commandments, initiating process against Appellant, and appointing
TE Hutchinson as prosecutor with directions to prepare an
indictment. The Session also suspended Appellant, without censure,

73



16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

MINUTES OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

from his official functions as a ruling elder and appointed a
committee to offer special pastoral care to Appellant’s family while
Appellant was under process. ROC 95-96.

In its letter of 5/4/99 directed to Appellant the Session informed
Appellant of its 5/3/99 actions. ROC 36-37.

On 7/8/99, the Session issued a citation to Appellant to appear
before the Session on 7/26/99 to hear and receive charges and
specifications proferred against him by the CPC Session. TE Tyson
(Moderator) and RE Robert Miller (Clerk) signed the citation. The
Charges and Specifications, signed by the same officers on the
same date, accompanied the citation and were served upon
Appellant. ROC 40-46.

There were three charges: (I) violation of the fifth commandment,
which charge was supported by seven specifications; (II) violation of
the sixth commandment, which charge was supported by six
specifications; and (III) violation of the ninth commandment, which
charge was supported by 24 specifications. The various charges and
specifications were founded upon statements made by Appellant in
his letters of 5/18/98, 7/7/98 and 12/18/98, each directed to the
Session; his appearance before the Session on 9/9/98; his Memorial
to the PP on 12/18/98; and his Complaints filed with the PP on
11/3/98 and 5/6/99. ROC 41-46. Attached to the charges and
specifications were 28 supporting exhibits. ROC 47-98.

Appellant appeared before the Session for trial on 7/26/99 and
pleaded not guilty to each charge and specification. ROC 102. Trial
followed and was conducted in seven Sessions over eight months,
with the last day of trial on 3/23/00. ROC 34. There is a transcript
of the trial proceedings. ROC 100-248.

The Prosecution’s case against Appellant consisted primarily of
documentary evidence (Appellant’s letters to the Session and minutes
of Session meetings), except that the Prosecution called Appellant to
attest to the letters that Appellant had sent the Session. ROC 105.
Appellant called numerous witnesses, most of whom offered
testimony that was not favorable to Appellant.

After trial, the Session met and discussed the case on 3/28/00 and
decided to defer rendering judgment until a subsequent meeting, to
allow for additional personal reflection by the members of the court.
ROC 292. On 7/11/00, the Session found Appellant guilty of all
charges and suspended Appellant from the office of ruling elder. The
Session also decided to notify Appellant verbally and by letter, and to
provide Appellant with a record of the trial. ROC 293.
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On 11/8/00, with Appellant present, the Session delivered its
findings and rendered its judgment finding Appellant guilty of all
charges. The Session called for Appellant to give satisfactory
evidence of repentance and assured Appellant of the Session’s
desire for reconciliation. ROC 31-33, 294.

Appellant filed his Appeal to the PP on 12/5/00, charging numerous
instances of error and asking the PP to reverse the Session’s
judgment in whole. The allegations of error included the Prosecution
basing its case solely on documentary evidence, without witnesses
being called by the Prosecution to testify against Appellant. ROC 1-
8. The PP appointed a Commission to conduct the Appeal.
Throughout his Appeal to the PP, Appellant alleged various
deficiencies in the record of the case before the PP and claimed the
Session minutes were insufficient. ROC 249, 307-308, 313-314.
The Commission ordered the CPC Session to supplement the record
of the case, whereupon the Session produced additional documents
and the Commission made a determination that the record of the
case was sufficient. ROC 365.> After receiving briefs and the
parties’ arguments, the Commission voted (5-0) on 9/3/02 to affirm
the decision of the CPC Session. ROC 369-370. The PP approved
the judgment of its Commission on 9/14/02. ROC 371.

On 10/12/02, Appellant filed his Appeal to the General Assembly
against the 9/14/02 action of the PP and asked that the decision of
the CPC Session be reversed. Appellant made numerous allegations
of error and maintained that the judgment were deficient, among
other reasons, because the Prosecution’s case consisted solely of
documentary evidence. ROC 372-377.

STATEMENT OF THE ISSUE

Did the Presbytery of Philadelphia err when it sustained the ruling of
the Session of Calvary Presbyterian Church, Willow Grove, PA?

JUDGMENT

No.

* Appellant filed a Complaint to the General Assembly against the PP’s conclusion
that the record of the case was sufficient. SJC Judicial Case #2002-13. On 3/7/03, the
SJC ruled #2002-13 to be administratively out of order for the reason that BCO 43-1
prohibits a Complaint in a judicial case in which an Appeal is pending. There was a
second Complaint, #2002-18, filed by TE Mark Herzer and TE Erwin Morrison,
which the SJC ruled administratively out of order on 3/7/03 for the same reason.
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THE REASONING AND OPINION OF THE COURT

The Appellant in his brief and in oral argument sought to have the
decision of the Presbytery in affirming the decision of the lower court
reversed in whole for one primary reason. The Appellant argued that the
trial before Calvary Presbyterian Church of Willow Grove, PA should
not have been upheld by Philadelphia Presbytery because the Session
had failed to present a single witness to prove his guilt. The Appellant
wrote several letters to the Session which formed the basis of the
charges against him (as the statement of facts clearly reveals). The
Appellant at his trial before the Session acknowledged, without
repentance or remorse, that he had written such letters. Nevertheless,
both the Appellant in his brief and his counsel at the hearing argued that
another witness was needed because the letter was only witness to his
guilt. Such line of reasoning would remove liability and responsibility
from anyone who puts his statements in writing rather than expressing
them before witnesses.

The fact remains that there were multiple witnesses to the Appellant's
guilt in these matters. There is the witness of the documents; and there
is the witness of the Appellant acknowledging that those documents
were written by him. In addition, there were witnesses, even though
called by the defense who supported the charges.

The record of the case also reveals that the Session followed all the
principles of Matthew 18 before proceeding to trial; that the Session of
Calvary Presbyterian Church was patient to an extreme in seeking to
bring the Appellant to repentance before censuring him for his sins; and
that Philadelphia Presbytery manifested similar patience in ultimately
upholding the decision of the Session. If there was any significant
failure on the part of either the Session or the Presbytery, it was in
manifesting too much patience to the Appellant who has not manifested
any credible signs of repentance for his sins.

The Summary of the Facts was written by RE Terry Jones, the Statement
of the Issue and the Judgment by TE Bill Lyle, and the Reasoning and
Opinion of the Court by TE Dewey Roberts. All concur.

The vote on the Case 2002-14 was:

TE Dominic A. Aquila Concur RE Thomas F. Leopard Concur
RE Frank A. Brock Absent TE William R. (Bill) Lyle Concur
RE Robert C. Cannada Concur RE J. Grant McCabe Recused
TE Craig D. Childs Sr. Concur TE Charles E. McGowan Concur
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RE M. C. (Cub) Culbertson  Concur TE D. Steven Meyerhoff Concur
RE J. Howard Donahoe Concur RE Steven T. O’Ban Concur
RE Samuel J. (Sam) Duncan Concur TE Michael M. Rico Concur
TE Robert M. Ferguson Jr. Concur TE G. Dewey Roberts Concur

TE William H. Harrell Jr.  Concur TE Robert D. Stuart Absent
RE Terry L. Jones Concur RE John B. White Jr. Concur
TE Paul D. Kooistra Absent RE W. Jack Williamson Concur
RE Collie W. Lehn Concur

Adopted: 19 concurring, 0 dissenting, 0 disqualified, 1 recused and 3 absent.
Approved by the Standing Judicial Commission on October 16, 2003

CONCURRING OPINION IN CASE 2002-14
APPEAL OF RE DAVID LACHMAN
VS. PHILADELPHIA PRESBYTERY

I concur with the decision of the SJC, but wish to highlight a problem routinely
apparent in cases like this. Sadly, this is another of those cases where a ruling
elder was accused, tried, convicted and suspended from office by a Session with
whom he had previous strained relations. This is obvious from the Record of
the Case. Such cases are classic instances for Sessions to consider referring the
matter to the Presbytery and requesting that the Presbytery act as the court of
original jurisdiction (BCO 41 — References). In essence, it is a situation where a
“change of venue” might be warranted, because accused parties have the right
to “fair and impartial” trials (BCO 32-13). Furthermore, the BCO requires
“great caution to be exercised in receiving accusations from any person who is
deeply interested in any respect in the conviction of the accused” (BCO 31-8).

If such a reference is made by the Session, the Presbytery should normally
only accept it with the consent of the accused, since the accused thereby loses
one level of appellate review when the Presbytery becomes the court of
original jurisdiction. Upon accepting the reference, Presbytery could hear the
case as a whole (not normally the best idea) or assign the case to a
judicial/trial commission.

Alternatively, while not suggested in the BCO, perhaps the original Session
and the accused could agree on an ad-hoc trial court being another Session or
a group of five elders from various Sessions. This ad-hoc court would not be
a Presbytery commission but would serve as a substitute, Session-level
original court. If a subsequent Appeal is filed, this ad-hoc court would be the
Respondent in the case, not the original Session. Perhaps the PCA should
consider incorporating this suggestion in the BCO, especially since
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Presbyteries can decline references. Such a procedure would retain for the
accused two levels of appellate review.

Finally, while the BCO does not specifically mention the accused party’s right
to petition for change of venue, BCO 32-16 alludes to something similar:

Either party may, for cause, challenge the right of any
member to sit in the trial of the case, which question shall be
decided by the other members of the court.

If an accused party, with cause, challenges the right of the entire Session to sit in
the trial of his case, the Session should strongly considering referring the case to
Presbytery and Presbytery should normally be accommodating and receive it
(unless the challenge is frivolous).

In this particular case, however, no such challenge was made. The Appellant
did not request the trial be referred to Presbytery nor assert, before trial, that
he had a biased court. However, anyone who has been an elder for very long
would admit it is difficult for a small Session to impartially try a current or
former elder — especially if the charges refer to his ecclesiastical behavior. In
all likelihood, the pastor/moderator and other Session members will be called
to testify as happened in this case.
/s/ RE Howard Donahoe

JUDICIAL CASE 2002-16
COMPLAINT OF THE SESSION OF DELHI PRESBYTERIAN
CHURCH
VS. LOUISIANA PRESBYTERY

L SUMMARY OF THE FACTS

Oct 1999 As a result of dispute involving their children, the Holland family
stops attending Auburn Avenue Presbyterian Church (AAPC)

Nov 2000 AAPC transfers the Holland family to Delhi Presbyterian Church
(DPC)

2001

Mar 22 AAPC learns of an article in the “Intelligence Report” of the
Southern Poverty Law Center (the "SPLC"). This article was
entitled "Confederates in the Pulpit" and describes TE Steve
Wilkins, who pastors the AAPC, involvement in the League of the
South (LOS) and the LOS's efforts to seek control of Southern
churches. Mr. and Mrs. Holland are quoted in this article
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concerning their refusal to allow their boys to be trained to fight.
66™ meeting of Louisiana Presbytery (LAP). LAP Pastoral Care
Committee reports on SPLC article. LAP adopts the following
“Louisiana Presbytery finds the charges in the article written by the
SPLC against TE Steve Wilkins and the AAPC to be unsupported
and those specific charges brought by current members of the Delhi
Church not to have been brought in accordance with the BCO.
Therefore, be it resolved that the Louisiana Presbytery encourages
the Session of the Delhi Presbyterian Church to act in accordance
with this motion and address the matter appropriately.”

67" Meeting of LAP. DPC pastor, TE Paul Lipe, reports on meeting
with Hollands. LAP adopts the following: “Louisiana Presbytery
instruct[s] the Delhi Session to meet with the Hollands, RE Peacock,
and TE Wilkins within 30 days in accordance with BCO 31-2.”
Meeting between DPC Session and AAPC Session. Hollands do
not attend.

68™ Meeting of LAP. Minutes of July 21 meeting edited (as shown
above). TE Lipe reported on the matter with the Holland family and
asked LAP to back away and allow DPC Session to deal with the
Hollands. AAPC reports on meeting with DPC Session.

69" Meeting of LAP. TE Lipe reports for the DPC Session
concerning their investigation in accord with BCO 31-2. TE Lipe
reported on the various meetings and investigation that the DPC
Session had conducted, and the DPC Session's conclusion that no
offense had been committed "which rose to a level that would
require process against anyone." TE Lipe stated that the Session of
DPC had acted and that this concludes the matter. Upon the request
of the Sessions of Westminster PCA and John Knox PCA, LAP
assumed original jurisdiction in accordance with BCO 33-1. The
Moderator appointed a committee of three “to meet with the
Hollands and to seek reconciliation in this matter” (the
"Reconciliation Committee").

70™ Meeting of LAP. Reconciliation Committee reports having three
phone contacts with the Hollands. The Committee reports “Mike
Holland’s refusal to reconcile concerning the wrongs he has committed
(Matt. 5:23-24) coupled with intense blame shifting (Gen. 3:12-13; Prov.
28:13; Matt. 7:3-5), is consistent with the attitude he has previously
demonstrated with both AAPC and DPC. His continued unwillingness
to reconcile evidences a contumacious spirit.”

LAP decides to "proceed with formal charges against Mike Holland
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for his contumacious spirit and his refusal to reconcile" with AAPC
and TE Wilkins. Further, the "charges are to include the charge of
violating the Ninth Commandment."

LAP also decides “that the committee on reconciliation be
expanded to include RE Volney Pierce and reconstituted as a
commission to draw up charges against Mr. Holland, and
procedurally to act as prosecutors to prosecute the case against Mr.
Holland before Presbytery at its next stated meeting to be held at
Pineville OPC” (the "Commission").

Further, LAP decides to “admonish the Session of DPC for not
supporting the [AAPC] Session in the matter of Mike Holland and
that they repent and seek reconciliation with the [AAPC] Session.”
(This action was the subject of a Complaint filed by the DPC
Session on or about May 9 and sustained at the July 20, 2002
meeting of LAP.)

The Commission prepares an Indictment (Charges and
Specifications) against Mike Holland and charges violations of
failing to follow the Constitution of the PCA in bringing charges
against TE Wilkins, refusing to reconcile, and being contumacious.
The Indictment fails to particularly state the times, places and
circumstances, as required by BCO 32-5.

The Prosecutor, RE Sherman Stanford, issued a Citation to Mr.
Holland ("Citation No. 1") to appear at his [Mr. Holland's] home on
May 24, 2002. This Citation is signed by the Prosecutor and not the
Moderator or Clerk, as required by BCO 32-4. Also, this Citation
does not specify that it is to be a meeting of the Court, which in this
case would be LAP, as required by BCO 32-3.

Holland receives Citation No. 1, along with a letter from the
Prosecutor. However, the Prosecutor and Commission fail to provide
Mr. Holland with the names of witnesses then known to support the
Indictment, as required by BCO 32-3. Mr. Holland did not confirm his
willingness to meet with the Commission in his home.

The Commission prepares a Second Indictment (Charges and
Specifications) against Mike Holland and charges that Mr. Holland
did not obey Citation No. 1. The Prosecutor, RE Sherman Stanford,
issued another Citation to Mr. Holland ("Citation No. 2") to appear
on July 20 at a Commission meeting at the Pineville OPC. Also, this
Citation does not specify that it is to be a meeting of the Court, which
in this case would be LAP, as required by BCO 32-3.

Mr. Holland receives Citation No. 2, along with a letter. Many of
the same deficiencies noted above are present in the Second
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Indictment and Citation No. 2. Mr. Holland did not attend this
meeting of the Commission.

71" Meeting of LAP. TE Lipe reads a letter from the DPC Session
which “strongly urges LAP to stay further proceedings re the Mike
Holland — Auburn Avenue PC matter. Mike Holland is a member
of [DPC], and as such is under the jurisdiction of the [DPC] Session
(BCO 31-1). [LAP] has absolutely no jurisdiction over one of our
members. For [LAP] to continue its action would be a gross
violation of the BCO and of our rights as a Session (BCO 11-3), as
well as the rights of one of our members" and reminded LAP that
the DPC Session had conducted a "careful and lengthy investigation
of the matter [and] did not find that an offense had been committed
which rose to a level that would require process against anyone ..."
and stated that only "a refusal to act on the part of the [DPC]
Session could possibly justify Presbytery’s action. (BCO 33-1) We
did act, and the matter has been concluded.”

The Holland Commission reported and moved “that Mike Holland
be charged with contumacy for failure to meet with the commission
after two citations to appear.” LAP convicts Mr. Holland of
contumacy, which has the effect of barring Mr. Holland from the
Lord’s Table. No Appeal is pending.

The DPC Session filed its Complaint with LAP “against the action
of LAP by which the Presbytery moved to bar Mike Holland (a
member of the Delhi Presbyterian Church) from the Lord’s Table."
The basis of this Complaint is that LAP did not have jurisdiction
over Mr. Holland.

The AAPC in a letter to the Stated Clerk of LAP stated its concern
that "the relevant facts be set before [LAP]" in connection with the
DPC Complaint. This letter was copied to all Sessions in LAP,
along with a three (3) page, single spaced, "Proposed Findings of
Fact Regarding the Complaint of the [DPC]."

72" Meeting of LAP. Motion to sustain the DPC Complaint failed.
PCA Stated Clerk receives a Complaint from DPC Session “against
the action of the Louisiana Presbytery in connection with the
Holland-Auburn Avenue Presbyterian Church matter by which
action LAP did bar from the Lord’s Table Mr. Michael Holland" and
cited the following grounds, to wit: a) after an investigation, the
Delhi Session did not find that an offense has been committed which
rose to the level that would require process, b) the Delhi Session
reported to the January 19, 2002 meeting of Louisiana Presbytery its
findings and its actions which concluded this matter, ¢) Despite the
action of the Delhi Session, the Presbytery of Louisiana assumed
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jurisdiction over Mr. Holland, which is contrary to BCO 33-1, and d)
by barring Mr. Holland from the Lord’s Table, the Presbytery of
Louisiana acted FOR the Session of the Delhi PCA, which is a
violation of the 14™ General Assembly’s action which stated that a
higher court may not act for a lower court.

STATEMENT OF THE ISSUES

1. Was the Complaint against the censure of Mike Holland timely filed?
2. Is the exercise of original jurisdiction over Mike Holland by LAP an

act that is within the scope of the SJC’s appellate review in this case?
3. Did LAP err in finding Mike Holland guilty of contumacy?

JUDGMENT
1. Yes
Yes

3. Yes. Thus the Complaint of DPC Session is sustained, and the
judgment of the LAP, for lack of jurisdiction, is a nullity.
Therefore, Mr. Holland is subject to the jurisdiction of DPC Session
and its decisions.

REASONING AND OPINION

The Complainant argues that LAP erred in barring Mr. Holland from the
Lord's Table, when only the DPC Session has that authority. The basis of
this argument is that a higher court cannot act for a lower court.

The Respondent counters with the argument that there was no
Complaint filed within 30 days of LAP's action on January 19, 2002,
whereby LAP assumed original jurisdiction of the Mike Holland matter.
Therefore, LAP contends that its assumption of original jurisdiction is
not subject to appellate review.

An analysis of this dispute must begin with BCO 33-1, which states that:

Process against all church members, other than ministers of
the Gospel, shall be entered before the Session of the
church to which such members belong, except in cases of
Appeal. However, if the Session refuses to act in doctrinal
cases or instances of public scandal and two other Sessions
of churches in the same Presbytery request the Presbytery
of which the church is a member to initiate proper or
appropriate action in a case of process and thus assume
jurisdiction and authority, the Presbytery shall do so.
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In applying this section to this case, it is clear that the DPC Session
investigated the Mike Holland matter and came to the conclusion that
there was no strong presumption of the guilt of Mike Holland, or
anyone else, that would serve as a basis to institute process and appoint
a prosecutor. See BCO 31-2. This conclusion was reported to LAP at
the January, 2002 Stated Meeting.

On the other hand, LAP, in its April 21, 2001 Stated Meeting, passed
the following resolution, to wit:

[LAP] considers the charges in the article against TE Steve
Wilkins and the Auburn Avenue Session on the web site of
the Southern Poverty Law Center to be fallacious and
ungrounded, and ought to be disregarded as a whole.

This action was reconsidered, and the following was adopted, to wit:

[LAP] finds the charges in the article written by the
Southern Poverty Law Center against TE Steve Wilkins
and the Auburn Avenue Church to be unsupported and
those specific charges brought by the current members
of the Delhi Church not to have been brought in
accordance with the Book of Church Order. Therefore,
be it resolved that [LAP] encourages the Session of the
[DPC] to act in accordance with this motion and
address the matter appropriately.

Further, LAP, in its July 21, 2001 Stated Meeting, instructed the
Session of the DPC to "proceed with this case with the Hollands and the
Auburn Avenue Session within 30 days in accordance with BCO 31-2.
This resolution was edited in the Minutes of LAP's October 20, 2001
meeting so that the LAP instructs the Session of the DPC "to meet with
the Hollands, RE [Dale] Peacock, and TE Wilkins within 30 days in
accordance with BCO 31-2."

Further, the Reconciliation Committee reported that “Mike Holland’s
refusal to reconcile concerning the wrongs he has committed (Matt.
5:23-24) coupled with intense blame shifting (Gen. 3:12-13; Prov.
28:13; Matt. 7:3-5), is consistent with the attitude he has previously
demonstrated with both AAPC and DPC. His continued unwillingness
to reconcile evidences a contumacious spirit.”

Thereafter, LAP decided to "proceed with formal charges against Mike
Holland for his contumacious spirit and his refusal to reconcile" with
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AAPC and TE Wilkins, all of which suggests a prior determination by
LAP that Mr. Holland was presumed guilty.

What is clear from the foregoing is that LAP came to hold a strong
presumption of guilt with respect to Mr. Holland, and that LAP
accordingly considered the DPC Session not to have initiated proper or
appropriate action when the Session declined to institute process against
Mr. Holland. Therefore, LAP was instructing the Session of the DPC to
investigate, institute process, and appoint a prosecutor, all in accord
with BCO 31-2. It is also clear that the Session of the DPC investigated
the matter and found that there was not a strong presumption of the
guilt of Mike Holland; therefore, in the view of the DPC Session, there
was no basis upon which to proceed with the institution of process.

LAP contends that such a finding is not sufficient because the DPC
Session did not "require Mr. Holland to repent of his sins and ask
forgiveness for his actions." When the Session of DPC investigated and
elected not to institute process against Mike Holland, the Session acted in
accord with BCO 31-2. Once the Session conducted this investigation
and reached its conclusion that there was not a strong presumption of
guilt, LAP had no basis upon which to assume original jurisdiction under
BCO 33-1.

LAP, in assuming original jurisdiction of Mike Holland on January 19,
2002 improperly disregarded the DPC Session's Report of its
investigation and finding that there was not a strong presumption of
guilt on the part of Mr. Holland. At that time, LAP was advised by TE
Lipe that the DPC Session had acted and that the matter should be
considered concluded, and in the face of the same, LAP improperly
assumed original jurisdiction of the Mike Holland matter.

The exercise of original jurisdiction over Mike Holland by LAP is an
act that is within the scope of the SJC’s appellate review in this case.
First, the DPC brought a timely filed Complaint about the imposition of
a judgment upon Mr. Holland. This placed before the SIC the need for
the SJC to review the exercise of jurisdiction by LAP over a member of
a local church. In this process, the parties, both in their briefs and in
their arguments before the SJIC Panel, asserted that the case ought to be
decided on the basis of whether or not the LAP has lawful jurisdiction
over Mr. Holland. To answer this question, the SIC by necessity had to
review the constitutional wvalidity of the LAP actions in taking
jurisdiction in January 2002.
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The principle of jurisdiction in a system of graded courts is a
foundational axiom fundamental to our entire system of biblical polity
in the PCA. BCO 11-4 is a pivotal paragraph on this topic as it declares
that: “it is necessary that the sphere of action of each court should be
distinctly defined.” The conclusion of the first paragraph of BCO 11-4
declares that: “The jurisdiction of these courts is limited by the express
provision of the Constitution.”

According to the express provisions of the Constitution, who has
jurisdiction over Mike Holland? BCO 31-1 expressly declares that
jurisdiction over Mike Holland belongs to DPC “except in cases as
provided in BCO 33-1”. As stated earlier, since the ROC clearly
indicates that DPC met its BCO 33-1 constitutional mandate “to act”, the
provisions of BCO 33-1 do not apply to the question of jurisdiction over
Mike Holland. It appears that LAP improperly interpreted the provision
of BCO 33-1 as if it read “if the Session refuses to properly act.” The
explicit provision of the Constitution of the PCA (BCO 31-1) declares
that, in this case, the constitutional jurisdiction over Mike Holland
belonged to DPC Session.

Now, the question to be dealt with is this: Does the fact that LAP declared
on January 19, 2002 that it was assuming original jurisdiction over Mike
Holland make it so? The answer is no. Although a timely filed Complaint
against this action challenging LAP’s jurisdiction would have made the
matter simpler, the lack of such a Complaint does not change the fact that
the right of original jurisdiction never passed to LAP. The matter still rests
in the hands of DPC Session. The determination of where jurisdictional
boundaries are is not a matter of timely filing of a Complaint but is preset
by the Constitution. The declaration of LAP that they took original
jurisdiction from DPC does not make it so. Jurisdiction is a foundational
fact that is constitutionally reviewable.

Given the fact that jurisdictional orbits are constitutionally defined
rather than court declared, all that is required to bring LAP’s Jan 2002
assumption of original jurisdiction under appropriate review of the SJIC
is for DPC to file a timely Complaint against any subsequent action by
LAP to exercise a jurisdiction that constitutionally is not rightfully
theirs to exercise.

The final determination then must be that LAP has never had
constitutional original jurisdiction over Mike Holland; therefore LAP
erred in finding Mike Holland guilty of contumacy.

RE Samuel Duncan, RE Cub Culbertson, TE Bill Harrell, RE Jack
Williamson, TE Craig Childs and TE Robert Ferguson.
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The vote on the Case 2002-16 was:

TE Dominic A. Aquila Concur RE Thomas F. Leopard Concur
RE Frank A. Brock Concur TE William R. (Bill) Lyle Concur
RE Robert C. Cannada Concur RE J. Grant McCabe Concur
TE Craig D. Childs Sr. Concur TE Charles E. McGowan Concur
RE M. C. (Cub) Culbertson Concur TE D. Steven Meyerhoff Concur
RE J. Howard Donahoe Dissent RE Steven T. O’Ban Concur
RE Samuel J. (Sam) Duncan Dissent TE Michael M. Rico Concur
TE Robert M. Ferguson Jr. Concur TE G. Dewey Roberts Concur

TE William H. Harrell Jr.  Dissent TE Robert D. Stuart Absent
RE Terry L. Jones Concur RE John B. White Jr. Concur
TE Paul D. Kooistra Absent RE W. Jack Williamson Concur
RE Collie W. Lehn Concur

Adopted: 18 concurring, 3 dissenting, 0 disqualified, O recused and 2 absent.
Approved by the full Standing Judicial Commission on October 17, 2003.

DISSENTING OPINION CASE 2002-16
COMPLAINT OF DELHI SESSION
VS. LOUISIANA PRESBYTERY

Whenever a judge expresses an opinion not shared by his fellow judges, he
should do so with a great measure of humility. That demeanor is my intent.
This dissent agrees with the SJC judgment on issues 1 and 2 but disagrees with
the judgment on issue 3. This dissent focuses on a question of constitutional
interpretation: What is meant by the phrase “refuses to act” in BCO 33-1? The
Delhi Session’s allegation of error rests entirely on its contention that it did not
“refuse to act.” The SJC agreed with that contention. However, the SJIC
interpretation of that phrase makes the assumption of original jurisdiction
practically impossible. Furthermore, the SJC interpretation is one that the
General Assembly has previously rejected. Finally, unless the General
Assembly legislatively clarifies the phrase “refuses to act” in BCO 33-1 and 34-
1, it might as well assume the provision for higher court assumption of original
jurisdiction is extinct, at least with the present Court.

Assuming original jurisdiction (AOJ)
The paragraph in question is as follows:

33-1. Process against all church members, other than ministers
of the Gospel, shall be entered before the Session of the church
to which such members belong, except in cases of Appeal.
However, if the Session refuses to act in doctrinal cases or
instances of public scandal and two other Sessions of churches
in the same Presbytery request the Presbytery of which the
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church is a member to initiate proper or appropriate action in a
case of process and thus assume jurisdiction and authority, the
Presbytery shall do so.

Thus, according to BCO 33-1, three criteria are necessary for a broader/higher
court to assume original jurisdiction:

1. There must be petitions from two Sessions in the same Presbytery.
2. The matter must be a doctrinal case or instance of public scandal.
3. The lower court must have “refused to act.”

Criterion 1: In this case there is no debate that two Sessions properly filed
petitions.

Criterion 2: This question was not raised — but should have been. The
Session did not dispute whether this second criterion was met. It did not
question whether it was an AOJ-type case (doctrinal or public scandal).
However, this case is clearly not a doctrinal matter and arguably does not rise
to the level of “public scandal.” Criticizing someone in an interview in an
obscure journal does not rise to the level of public scandal — regardless of
whether the criticized individual believes it does. Not all public offenses are
public scandals. It is unfortunate the Session did not raise this issue and the
SJC did not directly consider it because if a case does not clear this second
hurdle the next criterion is irrelevant.

Criterion 3: Here is the main issue in this case. The Presbytery contends the
Session did not “act” and therefore AOJ was permissible since two other
Sessions petitioned for such. But that raises the question: What is meant by
the phrase “refuses to act?” The answer is not immediately obvious since
there is a range of “actions” an original/trial court might take in a judicial
case. Does “refuse to act” mean:

a.refuse to investigate
b.refuse to indict

c. refuse to conduct a trial
d.refuse to convict, or

e. refuse to impose censure?

“Refuses to Act”

The Delhi Session and the SJC seem to believe the “action” envisioned in
BCO 33-1 is merely some sort of “investigation.” In addition, this low
standard of action is compounded by the broad latitude the BCO rightly gives
the original court in how it conducts an investigation. BCO 31-2 simply
requires that the Session “shall with due diligence and great discretion
demand from such persons satisfactory explanations concerning reports
affecting their Christian character...”
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The results of the Delhi Session’s investigation were reported to the January
2002 Stated Meeting of Presbytery. Below are the Session’s conclusions
from that report (originally directed to the accused member of their church):

Although the DPC Session understands your frustration in
seeking and in not finding help through the Church and her
servants, we believe your contact with the SPLC [Southern
Poverty Leadership Conference] was unwise. It seems to us
that your action could be contrary to Paul’s instructions to the
Corinthian Christians in 1 Cor. 6:1-8. We counsel you against
taking such a course of action in the future. Furthermore, in
regard to the treatment your boys received at the hands of some
youth at AAPC, we continue to urge a forgiving heart toward
any who you feel may have wronged you and your boys. Eph.
4:43. (Record of Case, pp. 59-60)

The Session contends it “acted” by this investigation and pastoral counsel to
the accused. Two other Sessions apparently disagreed and petitioned
Presbytery to assume original jurisdiction. Evidently, Presbytery also
concluded the Delhi Session had “refused to act” and acceded to the petitions
and assumed original jurisdiction at the January 2002 meeting. Six months
later at Presbytery’s July 2002 meeting, two months after the man was indicted
by a Presbytery Commission, a letter from the Delhi Session was read which
included the following similar assertion:

We further remind the members of Presbytery that the Delhi
Session informed the Louisiana Presbytery at its January
meeting of its findings and of its actions which concluded the
matter... Only a refusal to act on the part of the Delhi Session
could possibly justify Presbytery’s actions. We did act, and the
matter has been concluded” (ROC 90).

The SJC agreed with the Session’s contention, offering the following
reasoning in its October 2003 decision:

Once the Session conducted this investigation and reached its
conclusion that there was not a strong presumption of guilt,
LAP had no basis upon which to assume original jurisdiction
under BCO 33-1.

As stated earlier, since the Record of the Case clearly indicates
that DPC met its BCO 33-1 constitutional mandate “to act,” the
provisions of BCO 33-1 do not apply to the question of
jurisdiction over [the man].
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3

The Presbytery apparently believes “act” means something greater than
“investigate.” On the other hand, if the Session’s contention is correct and mere
investigation and counseling equals sufficient action, then BCO 33-1 is essentially
robbed of any teeth. If this interpretation is correct, any original court (Session or
Presbytery) could “investigate” and report it found no grounds for indictment,
thus automatically voiding any petitions filed for AOJ. Anyone who believes
such a scenario is far-fetched should read more American Presbyterian history
(for example, study New York Presbytery in the 1920’s).

Following such a broad interpretation, it would not matter if every other
Session in a Presbytery, or all 67 Presbyteries in the PCA, petitioned the next
higher court for AOJ. (The recent overtures to change the 34-1 petition
requirement to 10% of the Presbyteries, even if adopted, would have been
pointless with such a broad interpretation.)

Furthermore, even if the original court made a good faith effort at investigation, it
still might not be sufficient in certain cases. Consider the following examples and
ask whether the original court’s action ought to be sufficient to insulate it from
AOQJ in such doctrinal cases or cases of public scandal.

Case 1: A man who neither affirms infant baptism nor limited atonement is
examined, ordained and installed by Session A as one of its three ruling elders.
His exceptions are not noted in Session minutes and no elder files a Complaint
nor does any other member from the congregation (because they are unaware or
undisturbed). Sessions B and C learn of this and register their concern with
Session A. Session A admits they discussed it during the elder’s exam and the
deliberation on whether he should be approved as a nominee. They assert they
have “investigated/acted on” the matter. If Sessions B and C file petitions for
AOJ and assert the Session “refused to act,” are the petitions automatically
disregarded, simply because Session A “investigated”?

Case 2: A member of Church A brings charges against a fellow member X
when it becomes publicly known that member X performs abortions. Session
A discusses abortion with the man (“investigates”) but chooses not to indict
him on any charges. Sessions B and C learn of Session A’s decision in this
matter and file petitions for AOJ. Is Presbytery automatically precluded from
assuming original jurisdiction simply because Session A discussed the matter
with the man and judged there was no strong presumption of guilt?

Case 3: A minister and long-time member of Presbytery A admits to
Presbytery that he practices homosexual behavior and now believes the Bible
permits such. Presbytery A discusses the matter but allows him to continue in
his pastoral office, preaching weekly. Since his church and Presbytery are
fond of him and either share or allow his view of sexual ethics, nobody files
Complaint. However, Presbytery B and C learn of the action of Presbytery A
and file petitions for AOJ. Would the General Assembly automatically be
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precluded from assuming original jurisdiction simply because Presbytery A
did “something”?

Thus, the “action” envisioned in BCO 33-1 in doctrinal cases or instances of
public scandal surely must be something greater than mere investigation.

Consider also the chapter title of BCO 33, which implies action greater than
investigation — “Special Rules Pertaining to Process Before Sessions.” BCO
33-1 begins with: “Process against all church members...” Investigation is not
process. Process begins with a decision to indict, as stipulated by BCO 31-2:

If such an investigation, however originating, should result in
raising a strong presumption of guilt of the party involved, the
court shall institute process, and shall appoint a prosecutor to
prepare the indictment and conduct the case.

However, the action standard is irrelevant in matters that are neither doctrinal
cases nor cases of public scandal. For example:

Case 4: A wife accuses her husband of adultery and delivers this charge to
Session A. Session A conducts a brief investigation and concludes there is no
strong presumption of guilt and declines to indict the husband. The wife
persuades Sessions B and C to petition for AOJ. However, Presbytery rightly
judges the matter to be neither a doctrinal case nor instance of public scandal and
declines to assume original jurisdiction regardless of how or whether Session A
acted.

Proper Action
The SJC makes a startling statement in its Reasoning. In criticizing the
Presbytery, the SJIC wrote:

Louisiana Presbytery improperly interpreted the provision of
BCO 33-1 as if it read “if the Session refuses to properly act.”
(Italics in original.)

Is the SJC correct by asserting it is wrong to assume the adverb properly
implicitly qualifies the verb “to act?” Is there no qualification to the action?
Could an improper or an unconstitutional or any action suffice to void all
petitions for the assumption of original jurisdiction? Surely, if a court has an
obligation to act, it is reasonable to assume the court has an obligation to
properly act, or at least to sufficiently act.

This is further apparent by subsequent wording in 33-1:

However, if the Session refuses to act in doctrinal cases or
instances of public scandal and two other Sessions of churches
in the same Presbytery request the Presbytery of which the
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church is a member to initiate proper or appropriate action in a
case of process and thus assume jurisdiction and authority, the
Presbytery shall do so. (Underlining added.)

The underlined wording defines the type of action to be taken by the
Presbytery, but by implication, also speaks to the type of action incumbent
upon the Session in the first place. And in cases covered by BCO 33-1, it
should be the Presbytery (broader court) rather than the Session who decides
whether the Session has acted properly/sufficiently subject, as always, to
appellate review by the Assembly.

Precedent

In a procedurally-related case a few years ago, the 2000 Tampa General
Assembly indicated how the phrase refuses to act should be defined. During
the year prior to that Assembly, three Presbyteries filed petitions in accord
with BCO 34-1 asking the Assembly to assume original jurisdiction over a
minister in Tennessee Valley Presbytery (Judicial Matter 99-1, TE Wood,
M28GA, Tampa 2000, pp. 238-241). Like the Session in the present case,
TVP contended it had not refused to act because it had investigated, discussed
the matter and adopted two resolutions. By a 17-3 majority, the SJC
concurred with TVP and ruled the petitions administratively out of order.
Below is an excerpt from the SJC’s pre-Assembly ruling:

It is clear that TVP did act on the allegations when, at its fall stated
meeting on October 12, 1999, TVP adopted two resolutions on this
matter. Since there was no refusal to act, the resolutions of the three
Presbyteries are administratively out of order and not properly
before the General Assembly. (M28GA, p. 239)

However, eight months after that SJC ruling, in responding affirmatively to
overtures from four Presbyteries, the Tampa Assembly set aside this ruling and
instructed the SJC to assume original jurisdiction and conduct an investigation
in accordance with BCO 31-2. (M28GA, p. 310. Note: The ensuing SJIC
investigation did not result in an indictment — M29G4, Dallas 2001, pp. 70-82)

In that matter, TVP took actions similar to the Delhi Session. On their own
initiative, members of TVP met with the accused and discussed the allegations.
They reported to TVP, as did the minister’s Session, and TVP rendered a
judgment that there was no strong presumption of guilt (BCO 31-2). However,
the ruling of the Tampa Assembly indicates that in doctrinal cases or cases of
public scandal mere “investigation” does not constitute sufficient “action” for
the purposes of BCO 34-1 (and, by implication, 33-1).

However, a number of SJC members apparently still hold a different
interpretation. The year after the Tampa Assembly, at the Dallas Assembly in
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2001, six SJC members filed a Concurring Opinion criticizing the Tampa
Assembly’s assumption of original jurisdiction and asserted that the Assembly
erred when it did so. They wrote:

We believe the 28™ General Assembly did err in assuming
original jurisdiction of this case. The BCO 34-1 gives the
General Assembly such authority only “if the Presbytery
refuses to act . . . .” The Record of the Case clearly shows that
Tennessee Valley Presbytery did act on this matter, and thus
General Assembly did not have the constitutional authority to
assume original jurisdiction. (M 29GA, p. 73)

According to Webster’s Dictionary, the verb “act” may be
defined as “a determination of the will producing an effect in
the sensible world” or, in a judicial case: the essential elements
of such an act are three, viz.: 1) an exertion of the will 2) an
accompanying state of consciousness 3) a manifestation of such
will by taking action. (M29GA, p. 74)

Contrary to such assertions, the General Assembly disagreed with these six
SJC judges and their low standard of what constitutes “action” sufficient to
void petitions for AOJ. Yet, this year in the Delhi case, the SJC continued to
assert an interpretation of BCO 33-1 that the Tampa Assembly rejected for
BCO 34-1. However, if it was constitutionally permissible for the Assembly
to judge TVP had refused to act, it is constitutionally permissible for
Louisiana Presbytery to judge Delhi Session had refused to act.

It appears the only way the Assembly can effectively communicate its
interpretation to the SJC is by legislatively clarifying, or deleting, the phrase
“refuses to act” in BCO 33-1 and 34-1.

A Matter of Balance

In the overwhelming majority of cases, Sessions and Presbyteries render wise
and informed judgments when considering allegations of offenses. However,
since our tradition admits all courts might err (WCF 31:4), many of our sister
Reformed denominations also have provisions for a higher court to assume
original jurisdiction — some even broader than ours.

For example, the Associated Reformed Presbyterian Church:

In cases where the court having original jurisdiction is unable
or unwilling to exercise jurisdiction, the next higher court may
assume original jurisdiction upon demonstration of sufficient
cause having been shown to the higher court. (ARP Book of
Discipline 3:3)

92



JOURNAL

The Evangelical Presbyterian Church has a similar provision:

In the event a court shall be unable or unwilling to try a person or
persons accused, the next higher court may assume jurisdiction
after giving thirty days’ written notice to the lower court of its
intention to assume jurisdiction (EPC Book of Discipline 3-3).

When a court of original jurisdiction fails to act in a disciplinary
case before it for a period of ninety days after initiation of the
case, the next higher court may, on motion by any member of the
church, assume jurisdiction. It may issue instructions to the
lower court, or it may conclude the case itself. (3-4).

Arguably, some denominations have broadened this power beyond what is
wise. Take this example of unreasonable Presbytery power from the
PCUSA’s Book of Order:

The Presbytery has the responsibility and power . . . to assume
original jurisdiction in any case in which it determines that a
Session cannot exercise its authority. =~ Whenever, after a
thorough investigation, and after full opportunity to be heard
has been accorded to the Session in question, the Presbytery of
jurisdiction shall determine that the Session of a particular
church is unable or unwilling to manage wisely the affairs of its
church, the Presbytery may appoint an administrative
commission with the full power of a Session. This commission
shall assume original jurisdiction of the existing Session, if any,
which shall cease to act until such time as the Presbytery shall
direct otherwise [G-11.0103(s)].

Yet, the PCA is not the PCUSA, and any excesses of former denominations
ought not to cloud our reasoning in the PCA.

Interestingly, the Orthodox Presbyterian Church has no provision for the
assumption of original jurisdiction. So, any members of the PCA who favor
the choice of the OPC should seek to amend our BCO by proposing the
deletion of our provision for AOJ (i.e., the last sentences of 33-1 and 34-1).
However, if this is done, it ought to be done legislatively, not judicially.

Conclusion

The SJC’s interpretation of the phrase “refuses to act” has rendered the last
sentence of BCO 33-1 practically moot. The action standard is so low that
almost any Session is insulated from peer or higher court review. More
reasonably, we should simply admit there will be rare but appropriate
instances where a higher court should accept petitions and assume original
jurisdiction. Granted, we need to carefully navigate between Scylla and
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Charybdis (never vs. frequent) but there is a way. And in the rare and unique
cases for which it is designed, the broader court’s assumption of original
jurisdiction is an appropriate safeguard and consistent with the principles of
Presbyterianism and the unity of the Church.

/s/ RE Howard Donahoe

DISSENTING OPINION JUDICIAL CASE NO. 2002-16
COMPLAINT OF DELHI PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH
VS. LOUISIANA PRESBYTERY

I dissent from the result reached by the majority.

I concur in the majority's finding that LAP improperly assumed original
jurisdiction over Mr. Holland and was the author of the first half of the
majority's Opinion finding such. However, I cannot agree with the majority's
Opinion finding that LAP's assumption of original jurisdiction is within the
scope of the SJC's appellate review or that LAP erred in finding Mr. Holland
guilty of contumacy.

Upon my election to the Standing Judicial Commission, I took vows to,
among other things: a) judge without respect to persons, b) judge not
according to appearances, ¢) judge according to the Constitution of the
Presbyterian Church in America, and d) recuse myself from such a case, if I
cannot conscientiously apply the Constitution (BCO 15-1).

In my view, this case is controlled by the simple, plain reading of the
provisions of Chapter 43 of the Book of Church Order. BCO 43-1 states that
"a Complaint is a written representation made against some act or decision of
the Church." In this case, the act or decision of LAP that is in question is its
assumption of original jurisdiction over Mr. Holland on January 19, 2002.

BCO 43-2 states that "written notice of Complaint, with supporting reasons,
shall be filed with the clerk of the court within thirty (30) days following the
meeting of the court." In this case, there was no Complaint objecting to
LAP's assumption of original jurisdiction over Mr. Holland filed within thirty
(30) days of January 19, 2002.

In applying these provisions of the Constitution to this case, it is unfortunate
for the DPC Session and Mr. Holland that a Complaint challenging the
assumption of original jurisdiction over Mr. Holland by LAP in January, 2002
was not timely filed. Had such a Complaint been timely filed, there is no
question that LAP's assumption of original jurisdiction should be set aside.
However, the assumption of original jurisdiction over Mr. Holland is an act
or decision that is not within the scope of the SJC's appellate review for the
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reason that a Complaint challenging the assumption of original jurisdiction
was not filed within thirty (30) days of LAP's act or decision to assume the
same on January 19, 2002. In my opinion, no arguments or rationale offered
by the majority overcome the requirement of BCO 43-2 that a Complaint be
filed within thirty (30) days of the court's act or decision.

The majority states that LAP's exercise of original jurisdiction over Mr. Holland
is subject to appellate review for the reason that DPC timely filed a Complaint
about the imposition of a judgement against Mr. Holland [suspending him from
the Sacraments]; therefore it was necessary "for the SJC to review the exercise of
jurisdiction," i.e. the assumption of original jurisdiction.

To support its position, the majority relies upon BCO 11-4, which states that
"[flor the orderly and efficient dispatch of ecclesiastical business, it is
necessary that the sphere of action of each court be distinctly defined.”
However, BCO 33-1 sets forth the procedure by which a Presbytery can
assume jurisdiction over a member of a local church, and hence, LAP
becomes that "distinctly defined" court when it assumed original jurisdiction
over Mr. Holland, without a timely filed Complaint challenging the same.

In my opinion, the general provisions of BCO 11-4 are not sufficient grounds
upon which to base the majority decision, which is clearly contrary to the plain
meaning and specific provisions of BCO 43-2 (Complaints must be filed within
30 days following the meeting of the court). Therefore, it would be a violation
of my vow to judge according to the Constitution to rule otherwise.

When a Presbytery undertakes to assume original jurisdiction over a local church
member, pursuant to BCO 33-1, the Presbytery is acting or making a decision that
is final, unless a Complaint challenging the act or decision is filed within thirty
(30) days of the meeting of Presbytery at which the action is taken.

This principle is found in Abshire v. Pacific Northwest Presbytery, 2002-11,
in which the SJC held:

In this case, between the time the Notice of the Called Meeting
of PNP was given [concerning only charges against TE
Abshire] and the time that PNP convened, charges against REs
Lynch and Rooney were received by PNP and included in the
matters referred to the Commission. . . . [Note: a Complaint
challenging the inclusion of the charges against the two (2)
ruling elders in the matters referred to the commission was filed
more than thirty (30) days after the action of PNP]

It is noted that BCO 13-12 states that the purpose of the called
meeting shall be stated in the notice and that "no other business
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other than that named in the notice is to be transacted."

Had the Complainant timely filed a Complaint concerning this
action, he would have an argument that PNP's action had
exceeded the scope of the Notice. However, since no Complaint
was timely filed, the Complaint that the Commission exceeded
its authority as granted by the charge of the PNP is denied.

When a Presbytery undertakes to assume original jurisdiction over a local
church member, pursuant to BCO 33-1, the Presbytery is acting or making a
decision that is final, unless a Complaint challenging the act or decision is
filed within thirty (30) days of the meeting of Presbytery at which the action
is taken.If the majority's position is applied to the Abshire case, then PNP had
no jurisdiction to assign new business (that was not in the Notice - the
recently received new charges against the ruling elders) to the commission for
the reason that BCO 13-12 states that "no other business other than that
named in the notice is to be transacted." Therefore, the majority decision in
the Delhi case is not consistent with the principles set forth in the Abshire
case. The majority opinion in Delhi seems to reach its result based on the
people involved, and it would be a violation of my vows to judge without
respect to persons or according to appearances to rule otherwise.

In conclusion on the question of the assumption of original jurisdiction, while
a higher court may not act for a lower court, this principle does not control,
when the higher court has assumed original jurisdiction over a matter under
the jurisdiction of a lower court. In such a case, the higher court is not acting
for the lower court, it is acting as the lower court.

When LAP assumed original jurisdiction and no Complaint challenging this
assumption was timely filed, LAP had jurisdiction over Mr. Holland and was
acting as the local court. Therefore, the DPC Complaint is not timely filed in
regard to the assumption of original jurisdiction and is not subject to appellate
review by the SJC.

In examining whether or not LAP erred in finding Mr. Holland was guilty of
contumacy, it should be noted that, as set out in the majority Opinion, LAP
apparently prejudged the guilt of Mr. Holland. Further, AAPC apparently
attempted to circularize the Court by mailing a letter to the Stated Clerk of
LAP stating its concern that "the relevant facts be set before [LAP]" in
connection with the DPC Complaint. This letter was copied to all Sessions in
LAP, along with a three (3) page, single spaced, "Proposed Findings of Fact
Regarding the Complaint of the [DPC]." Additionally, a review of the Record
indicates certain deficiencies with the indictments and citations.
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In view of these things, it is understandable that Mr. Holland had his doubts
as to whether he could have received a fair and impartial hearing before the
LAP. Notwithstanding his doubts, Mr. Holland should have submitted to a
regular trial by LAP. If he felt he was unjustly tried, he could have Appealed
to the next higher court, namely the General Assembly. If he, or the DPC
Session, believed that LAP had wrongfully assumed original jurisdiction over
him, he, or the DPC Session, should have filed a Complaint against that action
in a timely manner. By his refusal to submit to trial, after LAP had assumed
original jurisdiction with no Complaint against that action having been timely
filed, Mr. Holland did manifest contumacy, not only with respect to LAP, but
also with respect to the PCA.

The Complainant admitted that no objection to the process or procedure was
being made concerning the manner in which Mr. Holland's guilt was
determined. Likewise, the Complainant stated that no objection was being
made as to the form and correctness of the indictments and citations.
Accordingly, the same are not grounds upon which the Complaint could be
sustained.

Based on the foregoing, the Complainant has failed to put forth an argument
demonstrating reversible error that justifies overturning LAP's finding that
Mr. Holland was guilty of contumacy.

/s/Samuel J. Duncan

DISSENTING OPINION CASE 2002-16
COMPLAINT OF DELHI SESSION
VS. LOUISIANA PRESBYTERY

It is the contention of this dissenting opinion, respectfully filed by one who
served on the panel that heard the case, that the majority of the Standing
Judicial Commission erred in several significant areas in its ruling on case
2002-16. First, the majority erred in their determination that the matter of
Louisiana Presbytery’s assumption of original jurisdiction was a matter for
legitimate review by the SJC. Secondly, the majority erred when they
determined that Louisiana Presbytery wrongly assumed original jurisdiction
in this case. Finally, the majority erred in their disposal of the case.

SJC Review of the Matter of Louisiana Presbytery’s Assumption of Original
Jurisdiction

The Complaint of the Delhi Session was filed in response to Louisiana
Presbytery’s censuring one of its members. The contention of the Complaint, as
written and filed with the Clerk of the SJC, is that Presbytery erred in so
censuring one of the members of the Delhi church. No Complaint ever was filed
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by the Session, or any member thereof, against the act of Presbytery’s assumption
of original jurisdiction per se in this case. This fact is acknowledged by the SJC
majority. It was Presbytery’s action of censuring the member of the Delhi Church
that prompted the Delhi Session to file their compliant. Had the Session, in this
instance, filed a Complaint against the Presbytery’s assumption of original
jurisdiction, instead of against the Presbytery’s act of censuring a man for his
contumacy, that Complaint would rightly have been ruled out of order, since it
would have been filed after the 30 day limit for a Complaint to be filed against an
action of Presbytery (BCO 43-2).

However, the majority contends that the matter of Presbytery’s assumption of
original jurisdiction was rightly reviewed by the SJC for two reasons: 1) that the
act against which Delhi complained was based upon the assumption of original
jurisdiction by the Presbytery, as both complainant and respondent have
acknowledged, thus opening the question of the assumption of original
jurisdiction for review by the higher court. Tainted root is the cause of tainted
fruit, so the majority appears to reason; 2) that the assumption of original
jurisdiction by Presbytery was de facto an unconstitutional act, being thereby
void of authority and force, and thereby compelling the SJC to rule it so.

Regarding the connection of Presbytery’s censuring a church member, against
which act Complaint was timely filed, and Presbytery’s act of having assumed
original jurisdiction over the church member, against which act no Complaint
was filed, it must be acknowledged that the former act does indeed issue from
the latter. However, since the latter act was not subject of a timely filed
compliant, deference should have been given by the SJIC to the action of the
lower court, as indeed it was by the panel hearing the case (BCO 39-3.2).
Accordingly, the question of Presbytery’s assumption of original jurisdiction
should be considered to have been legitimately accomplished under the
provisions of BCO 33-1, and thus, not a matter to be reviewed by the SJC.
There simply is no provision in the BCO allowing the SJC to hear and rule on
any matter that is not filed with it and found to be administratively in order.
The act of Presbytery’s assumption of original jurisdiction was never a matter
against which Complaint was filed. The panel that heard this case determined
to be administratively in order only the Delhi Complaint against the action of
Presbytery’s exercise of their assumed jurisdiction (i.e., the censure of the
Delhi church member in question), while the matter of the Presbytery’s
assumption of original jurisdiction was determined by the panel to be,
according to our constitutional provisions, not a matter for SJIC review.

As the dissenting opinion filed by RE Sam Duncan in this case aptly observes,
the majority is ruling inconsistently with previous SJC decisions when it rules
that the Presbytery’s action of assuming original jurisdiction may be reviewed

98



JOURNAL

by the SJC after a 30 day period had expired with no timely Complaint having
been filed against that action. According to RE Duncan:

When a Presbytery undertakes to assume original jurisdiction over
a local church member, pursuant to BCO 33-1, the Presbytery is
acting or making a decision that is final, unless a Complaint
challenging the act or decision is filed within thirty (30) days of the
meeting of Presbytery at which the action is taken.

This principle is found in Abshire v. Pacific Northwest Presbytery, 2002-11,
in which the SJC held:

In this case, between the time the Notice of the Called Meeting of
PNP was given and the time that PNP convened, charges against
REs Lynch and Rooney were received by PNP and included in the
matters referred to the Commission. The effect of this was to
create a Judicial Commission in so far as the charges against TE
Abshire were concerned and a Non-Judicial Commission to hear
and consider all other matters.

It is noted that BCO 13-12 states that the purpose of the called
meeting shall be stated in the notice and that "no other business
other than that named in the notice is to be transacted."

Had the Complainant timely filed a Complaint concerning this
action, he would have an argument that PNP's action had exceeded
the scope of the Notice. However, since no Complaint was timely
filed, the Complaint that the Commission exceeded its authority as
granted by the charge of the PNP is denied.

If the majority's position is applied to the Abshire case, then PNP had no
jurisdiction to assign new business (that was not in the Notice) to the
commission for the reason that BCO 13-12 states that "no other business other
than that named in the notice is to be transacted." Therefore, the majority in the
Abshire case and the Delhi case are not being consistent... Men may not like
the way that the 30 day time limit for the filing of Complaints against actions of
PCA courts controls whether or not a Complaint is or is not administratively in
order, and hence subject for judicial review. Yet, the 30 day time limit is
currently part of our standards. It is subject to amendment according to the
provisions of BCO 26, but not subject to being arbitrarily disregarded by
members of the SJC who have vowed to judge all cases according to the
Constitution of the Presbyterian Church in America.
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The Matter of Louisiana Presbytery’s Assumption of Original Jurisdiction

The Reasoning and Opinion of the SJC majority bases much of its
justification for it’s ruling with respect to the legitimacy of Louisiana
Presbytery’s assumption of original jurisdiction, upon the assumed lack of a
single word in BCO 33-1. As the dissenting opinion of RE Howard Donahoe
rightly maintains:

The SJC makes a startling statement in its Reasoning. In
criticizing the Presbytery, the SIC wrote:

Louisiana Presbytery improperly interpreted the
provision of BCO 33-1 as if it read “if the Session
refuses to properly act” (Italics in original).

Is the SJC correct in asserting it is wrong to assume the
adverb properly qualifies the noun “act?” Is there no
qualification to the action? Could an improper or an
unconstitutional or any action suffice to void any petitions
for the assumption of original jurisdiction? Surely, if a court
has an obligation to act, it is reasonable to assume the court
has an obligation to properly act, or at least to sufficiently
act.

This is further apparent by subsequent wording in 33-1:

However, if the Session refuses to act in doctrinal cases or
instances of public scandal and two other Sessions of
churches in the same Presbytery request the Presbytery of
which the church is a member to initiate proper or
appropriate action in a case of process and thus assume
jurisdiction and authority, the Presbytery shall do so
(Underlining added).

The underlined wording defines the type of action to be taken by the
Presbytery, but by implication, also speaks to the type of action incumbent
upon the Session in the first place. And in cases covered by BCO 33-1, it
should be the Presbytery (broader court) rather than the Session who decides
whether the Session has acted properly/sufficiently subject, as always, to
appellate review by the Assembly.

Precedent

In a procedurally-related case a few years ago, the Tampa General Assembly
indicated how the phrase refuses to act should be defined. Prior to that
Assembly, three Presbyteries filed petitions in accord with BCO 34-1 asking
the Assembly to assume original jurisdiction over a minister in Tennessee
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Valley Presbytery (Judicial Matter 99-1, TE Wood, M28GA, Tampa 2000, pp.
238-241). Like the Session in the present case, TVP contended it had not
refused to act because it had investigated, discussed the matter, and adopted
two resolutions. Themajority of the SJC concurred and ruled the petitions
administratively out of order. Below is an excerpt from that SJC pre-
Assembly ruling:

It is clear that TVP did act on the allegations when, at its fall
stated meeting on October 12, 1999 TVP adopted two resolutions
on this matter. Since there was no refusal to act, the resolutions of
the three Presbyteries are administratively out of order and not
properly before the General Assembly (M28GA, p. 239).

However, eight months after that SJC ruling, in responding affirmatively to
overtures from four Presbyteries, the Tampa Assembly set aside this ruling and
instructed the SJC to assume original jurisdiction and conduct an investigation in
accordance with BCO 31-2 (M28GA, p. 310. Note: The ensuing SJC
investigation did not result in an indictment — M29GA, Dallas 2001, pp. 70-82).

In that matter, TVP took actions similar to the Delhi Session. On their own
initiative, members of TVP met with the accused and discussed the allegations.
They reported to TVP, as did the minister’s Session, and TVP rendered a
judgment that there was no strong presumption of guilt (BCO 31-2). However,
the ruling of the Tampa Assembly indicates that in doctrinal cases or cases of
public scandal mere “investigation” does not constitute sufficient “action” for
the purposes of BCO 34-1 (and by implication, 33-1).

It should be especially noted, as RE Donahoe points out in the above remarks,
that BCO 33-1, as it is written, clearly implies the adverb, properly, as a
modifier for the action of a Session that is envisioned. For BCO 33-1
stipulates the way in which a Presbytery may assume original jurisdiction by
stating: when two other Sessions of churches in the same Presbytery request
Presbytery of which the church is a member to initiate proper or appropriate
action in a case of process and thus assume original jurisdiction and
authority, the Presbytery shall do so. 1f the words, proper or appropriate,
expressly modify the action to be accomplished by the Presbytery in a case
where it assumes original jurisdiction, then Louisiana Presbytery rightly read
from and not into the provision that it is necessary for a Session to act
properly and appropriately, as the case would warrant.

The majority of the SJC wrongly assumed the adverb, properly, to be no part
of BCO 33-1. That adverb clearly is a part of BCO 33-1. Accordingly, if the
majority of the SJC insisted upon reviewing Louisiana Presbytery’s
assumption of original jurisdiction, contrary to the prohibition of BCO 43-1 as
stated above, the majority was at very least obliged to consider the issues and
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reasoning that led the Presbytery to assume original jurisdiction in this case.
No such consideration was given to this case by the majority, as the facile and
erroneous assumption that the adverb, properly, was absent from BCO 33-1
appears to be sufficient grounds for the majority to have declared the
Presbytery’s assumption of original jurisdiction void.

Disposal of the Case

The panel hearing this case determined not to review the Presbytery’s
assumption of original jurisdiction for the reasons stated above, including
reasons articulated in the dissenting opinion of RE Duncan, chairman of the
panel. Members of the hearing panel may or may not have held in mind
reservations or misgivings about the propriety of Presbytery’s action in its
having so assumed original jurisdiction, but they rightly resisted the usurping
impulse to review that action against which no Complaint was timely filed. If
the matter were as patently unconstitutional as the SJC majority contend, then
its proper review should rest with the General Assembly’s Committee on
Review of Presbytery Records, and should be reported to the General
Assembly according to the provisions of “RAQO” 14-6.c.2 and not by the SJC.
Accordingly, the panel proceeded to hear only arguments by the complainant
as to why the censure against the man in question was unjust, and ruled that
Presbytery, on the basis of evidence in the Record of the Case and presented
at the hearing, had not erred in its application of the censure.

Even if this case were rightly to be decided on the merits of Presbytery’s
assumption or original jurisdiction, that question should have been argued by
the parties, heard by the panel, and, through the panel’s report, considered by
the SJC, with judgment being rendered accordingly. The most grievous aspect
of the majority’s decision in this case is that no member of the SJC heard such
arguments. The question was determined by the erroneously supposed missing
word, properly, in BCO 33-1, and not by the SJC considering the merits of
Presbytery’s action in its assumption of original jurisdiction.

What was quite clear to the panel hearing the Complaint, and abundantly clear
in the Record of the Case, was that the man disciplined by Louisiana Presbytery
did manifest contumacy. The panel’s proposed decision, therefore, ruled that
Louisiana Presbytery did not err, as the Complaint maintained, in censuring the
man for his demonstrated contumacy. The panel duly noted in its proposed
decision that there were irregularities and procedural defects in the Presbytery’s
prosecution of the case, and that there was, on the part of Presbytery, an
obvious presumption of the guilt of the man summoned by Presbytery to appear
before its commission to answer charges against him. These features of the
case prompted the undersigned author of this dissenting opinion to write in the
proposed decision of the panel the following:
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In view of these things, it is understandable that Mr. Holland had his doubts as
to whether he could have received a fair and impartial hearing before the LAP.
Notwithstanding his doubts, Mr. Holland should have obeyed the citations
served upon him by LAP. If he felt he was unjustly tried, he could have
Appealed to the next higher court, namely the General Assembly, after his
having submitted to trial by LAP. If he believed that LAP had wrongfully
assumed original jurisdiction over him, he should have filed a Complaint
against that action in a timely manner. By his refusal to submit to trial, after
LAP had assumed original jurisdiction with no Complaint against that action
having been timely filed, Mr. Holland did manifest contumacy, not only with
respect to LAP, but also with respect to the PCA.

Demonstrated contumacy has been practically justified in this case, on the
basis of an erroneously based technicality. Had the SJC majority ruled that
Louisiana Presbytery erred in the exercise of its assumed original jurisdiction
in this case—the very thing which the Complaint in this case maintains—then
responsibility for this justification would rest with the erring Presbytery.
However, now that responsibility rests with the SJIC, and, for our part in it, we
who serve on the SJC must give account, not only to the General Assembly
that commissioned us, but one day to God our Judge, who regards it a sin
when His people call evil good, and good evil (Is. 5:20).

/s/TE William Harrell

JUDICIAL CASE 2002-17
APPEAL OF TE SUNG K. KIM
VS. KOREAN CAPITAL PRESBYTERY

After reviewing the Record of the Case for Case 2002-17, the panel
recommends the following to the Standing Judicial Commission:

Case 2002-17 (Appeal of TE Sung K. Kim vs. Korean Capital
Presbytery) is declared to be judicially out of order because the
Record of the Case demonstrates that the Appellant did not submit
to a trial ("Only those who have submitted to a regular trial are
entitled to an Appeal" BCO 42-2). Mr. Kim did not submit to a
regular trial before Korean Capital Presbytery, was found guilty of
contumacy by the Presbytery, and was deposed from office (BCO
34-4).

TE Dominic Aquila, Chairman, RE Frank Brock, RE Collie Lehn
May 9, 2003

The vote on the Case 2002-17 was:

TE Dominic A. Aquila Concur RE Thomas F. Leopard Concur
RE Frank A. Brock Concur TE William R. (Bill) Lyle Concur
RE Robert C. Cannada Concur RE J. Grant McCabe Concur
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TE Craig D. Childs Sr. Concur TE Charles E. McGowan Concur
RE M. C. (Cub) Culbertson Disqualified TE D. Steven Meyerhoff Concur
RE J. Howard Donahoe Disqualified RE Steven T. O’Ban Concur
RE Samuel J. (Sam) Duncan Absent TE Michael M. Rico Concur
TE Robert M. Ferguson Jr. Concur TE G. Dewey Roberts Concur

TE William H. Harrell Jr.  Concur TE Robert D. Stuart Absent
RE Terry L. Jones Concur RE John B. White Jr. Concur
TE Paul D. Kooistra Absent RE W. Jack Williamson Concur
RE Collie W. Lehn Concur

Adopted: 18 concurring, 0 dissenting, 2 disqualified, 0 recused and 3 absent.
Approved by the full Standing Judicial Commission on October 16, 2003

JUDICIAL CASE 2002-18
COMPLAINT AND REFERENCE TE MARK HERZER AND TE ERWIN
MORRISON
VS. PHILADELPHIA PRESBYTERY

The officers passed the following motion:

The officers of the Standing Judicial Commission met on July 30,
2003 and considered the Record of the Case to determine whether
the case was administratively in order under the Manual of the
Standing Judicial Commission § 10. A motion was approved.

On Motion Case 2002-18 (TE Erwin Morrison vs. Philadelphia
Presbytery, A Complaint) be found judicially out of order because
it was filed against the actions of a judicial commission and not the
completed actions of the Presbytery (BCO 15-3, 43-1).

The Operating Manual of SJC Section 10.2 states:

“10.2 (a) If a case is initially found not to be administratively in order,
the Stated Clerk shall contact the relevant parties or clerks and
request that the case be put in order.

(b) If a case cannot be put in order within the Rules of Discipline
of the BCO and the requirements of this Manual, or

(c) If the parties fail to put the case in order within 30 days after
notification under this Section of the Manual,

(d) Then the Officers of the Commission may make a
determination that the case not be found in order and take no
further action in relation to the case other than to recommend
to the next meeting of the Commission that the case be
dismissed on the ground that the case was not found in order.”

Approved by the full Standing Judicial Commission on October 16, 2003.
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JUDICIAL CASE 2003-1
APPEAL OF DR. MARK CHAVALAS
VS. NORTHERN ILLINOIS PRESBYTERY

Panel recommendation:

That Case 2003-1 be found judicially out of order, that the case be dismissed
per “SJC Manual” 11.6, and that the judgment of the Presbytery be
suspended per BCO 42-7.

Reasoning: The Record of the Case (ROC) does not contain transcripts of the
lower court proceedings. BCO 35-7 says, “All testimony shall be recorded
(transcription, audiotape, videotape, or some other electronic means) and witnesses
informed of such prior to testifying. Such recording becomes part of the Record of
the Case. However, in order to be referenced in written or oral briefs, such
recording must be transcribed and the transcription authenticated by the trial
court. The court of final Appeal may assess the cost of transcription equitably
among the parties.” Both the Appellant and Appellee reference certain testimony,
which is not included in the ROC for the benefit of the panel. The Appellant has
requested a corrected ROC to include the transcribed testimony. The Appellee,
however, cannot accede to this request due to a malfunction in the recording
machines at the time of the hearing.

Note 1: Appellee has informed the SJC that Dr. Mark Chavalas resigned his
membership from Christ Covenant Church on September 29, 2003, said
resignation being accepted without reservation by the Session of the church
on October 9, 2003. The Panel did not view this resignation as abandoning
the case because the Appeal occurred prior to the resignation of Dr. Chavalas,
who did submit to a regular trial (BCO 42-2).

Note 2: After the initial decision of the Panel, both Appellant and Appellee were
informed that the transcripts of testimony were missing. Appellee had the
opportunity to perfect the case in accordance with Rule 11.6 of the “SJC Manual”.
Appellee informed the court that the defect could not be cured due to the
malfunctioning of two tape recording machines. Therefore no rebuke is necessary.

The vote on the Case 2003-1 was:

TE Dominic A. Aquila recused RE Terry L. Jones concur
RE Frank A. Brock absent TE Paul D. Kooistra absent
RE Robert C. Cannada concur RE Collie W. Lehn concur

TE Craig D. Childs Sr. concur RE Thomas F. Leopard concur
RE M. C. (Cub) Culbertson concur TE William R. (Bill) Lyle concur
RE J. Howard Donahoe concur RE J. Grant McCabe concur
RE Samuel J. (Sam) Duncan concur TE Charles E. McGowan concur
TE Robert M. Ferguson Jr. absent TE D. Steven Meyerhoff concur
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TE William H. Harrell Jr. absent RE Steven T. O’Ban concur
TE Michael M. Rico concur

TE G. Dewey Roberts concur
TE Robert D. Stuart concur
RE John B. White Jr. concur

RE W. Jack Williamson concur

Adopted: 18 concurring, 0 dissenting, 0 disqualified, 1 recused, 0 abstained
and 4 absent.

Approved by the full SJIC on March 4, 2004.

JUDICIAL CASE 2003-6
COMPLAINT OF RE PAUL M. WRIGHT
VS. EASTERN CAROLINA PRESBYTERY

Recommended Opinion:

The Panel for Judicial Case 2003-6 (Paul Wright vs. Eastern Carolina
Presbytery) recommends that the case be found judicially out of order (11.6,
Manual of the Standing Judicial Commission).

The Record of the Case indicates that the issue in this case arose from a
Reference (BCO 41-1) sent from the White Oak Presbyterian Church Session
to Eastern Carolina Presbytery. The Session requested in this Reference that
the Presbytery give it advice with regard to a doctrinal issue. The Presbytery
gave its advice. It is against this action/advice that the Complaint before us
was taken.

While the action of Presbytery may appear to be an action adopting a
theological opinion, it is clear that the Session was asking for advice only and
that the action of Presbytery was only giving advice, not establishing a
doctrinal position (BCO 41-3). Therefore it is not a complainable action and is
not binding.

The vote on the Case 2003-6 was:

TE Dominic A. Aquila concur RE Thomas F. Leopard abstain
RE Frank A. Brock concur TE William R. (Bill) Lyle concur
RE Robert C. Cannada concur RE J. Grant McCabe concur
TE Craig D. Childs Sr. concur TE Charles E. McGowan concur
RE M. C. (Cub) Culbertson concur TE D. Steven Meyerhoff concur

RE J. Howard Donahoe dissent RE Steven T. O’Ban concur
RE Samuel J. (Sam) Duncan concur TE Michael M. Rico concur
TE Robert M. Ferguson Jr. absent TE G. Dewey Roberts concur
TE William H. Harrell Jr.  absent TE Robert D. Stuart concur
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RE Terry L. Jones concur RE John B. White Jr. concur
TE Paul D. Kooistra absent RE W. Jack Williamson concur
RE Collie W. Lehn absent

Adopted: 17 concurring, 1 dissenting, O disqualified, O recused, 1 abstain, and
4 absent.

Approved by the full SIC on March 4, 2004

DISSENTING OPINION CASE 2003-6
COMPLAINT OF RE PAUL WRIGHT
VS. EASTERN CAROLINA PRESBYTERY

I respectfully dissent from the decision to rule this case judicially out of order.
An SJC panel should have heard the case. While the subject matter in the
original Complaint was confessional and theological, the immediate question
considered by the SJC was procedural: Is this Complaint reviewable? The
SJC answered “No,” but its reasoning is unpersuasive.

The SJC asserts Presbytery’s decision was advice only and this assertion
seems primarily based on the fact that Eastern Carolina Presbytery (ECP)
treated the Session’s request as a “Reference” (BCO 41). However, a
Reference can ask for advice only or for final disposition of the matter. ECP
nowhere qualified its ruling as “advice only.” On the contrary, the Record of
the Case more clearly indicates ECP was establishing, or at least reiterating, a
doctrinal position to which all elders must submit. This was the
Complainant’s understanding. The Record shows the ruling was far more like
“final disposition” than “advice only.” Furthermore, BCO 43 (Complaints)
does not automatically prohibit all Complaints against Presbytery responses to
References.

Requirements to be Judicially in Order
According to “SJC Manual” 11.5, a case is judicially in order based on five
benchmarks:

(a) that the case was timely filed as provided in BCO 42-3 and 43-2;

(b) in the case of a Complaint, that the Complaint was first filed with the
Court whose act or decision is alleged to be in error (BCO 43-2);

(c) that a ground or reason has been specified as required by BCO 42-3

and 43-2;

(d) that the parties have complied with the Rules of Discipline of the
BCO and this Manual,

(e) that the Record of the Case appears to be complete and sufficiently
documented(www.pcanet.org/BCO/SJCmanual.htm).
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In its ruling, the SJC did not specify which benchmark was not satisfied.
Presumably, it was (d) and apparently the Rule in question is BCO 41
(References). But again, the BCO does not necessarily bar all Complaints
against Presbytery responses to References. Not all responses to References
are advice-only.

Background

Unfortunately, the Record did not contain any official letter from the Session
to Presbytery stipulating that its request was a “Reference” (BCO 41).
Regardless, the Record indicates two elders on that Session were seeking
Presbytery’s “opinion and ruling.”

Per the Record, a Session (or at least two of its elders) sought Presbytery’s
ruling on “interpreting the teaching of the Westminster Standards on
redemption.” Some of the church’s elders had been teaching, and wanted to
continue teaching, a broader view of the atonement than that expressed in the
Westminster Standards one which they believed was taught in the Heidelberg
Catechism (particularly question 37) and some other Reformed creeds. This
constitutional question was raised at an April Stated Meeting of ECP and a
17-page paper was signed and distributed by two members of the Session.
The paper’s final paragraph is below:

We thank you for reading our paper. We humbly seek your
direction. May we teach the first listed portions of the creeds of
the Reformation? If procedurally this is a decision for the local
Session and church then we accept; if it is a matter for
Presbytery to decide we ask your opinion and ruling
(Underlining added).

At its July stated meeting, “after extensive debate,” ECP took the following
action by a vote of 29-3:

M/S/C that ECP answer the reference from White Oak
Presbyterian Church Session saying it_is not allowed for elders
who hold to and believe in a limited or particular redemption of
the elect to hold or to teach also that Jesus Christ’s death atoned
for the sin of every person in the world. (Underlining added.)

The phrase “not allowed” is different than “not advisable.” Apparently, ECP
did not consider it a decision for the local Session to make. On the contrary,
ECP declared elders were not allowed to teach, or even to hold, a particular
theological view. Such declarations are a Presbytery’s prerogative, subject as
usual to broader church review. While ECP’s wording may seem a bit
peculiar, the declaration had overwhelming support in ECP and clear judicial

108



JOURNAL

precedent in the PCA (Case 90-8, Bowen v. Eastern Carolina, M19GA, 1991
Birmingham, Vol. 2, p. 84). Regardless, the theological question was not the
issue before the SIC. The question was whether ECP’s ruling was even
reviewable in the first place.

Factual Determination, Advice Only?
Below is the SJIC reasoning and the BCO paragraph it cites:

While the action of Presbytery may appear to be an action
adopting a theological opinion, it is clear that the Session was
asking for advice only and that the action of Presbytery was
only giving advice, not establishing a doctrinal position (BCO
41-3). Therefore it is not a complainable action and is not
binding (Underlining added).

41-3. In making a reference, the lower court
may ask for advice only, or for final
disposition of the matter referred. ..

Is it really that clear? From whence comes this clarity? It seems solely based
on the fact that ECP treated the request as a “Reference.” However, the
language of Presbytery’s ruling plainly reads more like “final disposition”
than “advice only.” Furthermore, the Complainant did not view Presbytery’s
decision as advice only. In his filing with the SJC the Complainant said he
believed he could no longer teach his view and “must now face the unpleasant
task...whether to demit.” Presumably, this was because he promised in the
fifth ordination vow to “submit to his brethren in the Lord” (BCO 24-5).
Finally, when ECP ruled on the elders’ subsequent Complaint, it still did not
qualify it as advice only — even though in their Complaint the elders wrote:

The insertion of the word “hold” in the final motion is a binder
of conscience in derogation of BCO 11-2. We beg you to
rethink the insertion of this word “hold.”

ECP could easily have answered the Complaint by stating that its ruling was
only advice — if, in fact, it was. The Presbytery offered no such clarification
(at least not in the Record). Simply stated, the Presbytery ruling sounds like
something for which all elders in ECP must submit.

BCO 41 & 43

It seems the SJC believes a Presbytery action or decision is automatically and
necessarily un-reviewable whenever it is a response to a Reference (BCO 41)
— regardless of the action taken or decision rendered. That stipulation,
however, does not appear in the BCO or SJCM. On the contrary, in the
chapter governing Complaints, BCO 43-1 specifies the following:
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A Complaint is a written representation made against some act or
decision of a court of the Church. It is the right of any
communing member of the Church in good standing to make
Complaint against any action of a court to whose jurisdiction he
is subject, except that no Complaint is allowable in a judicial
case in which an Appeal is pending (Underlining added).

The only way a Complaint should be out of order in this case is for someone
to demonstrate that the July 2003 vote of ECP was neither an action nor a
decision of that court.

Binding or Non-Binding?

Under what circumstances should a Presbytery’s decision be considered non-
binding or merely advice or suggestion? Does it depend on:

1. how the matter got on the docket,
2. the nature of the matter,

3. the wording of the decision, or

4. some other standard?

Path to the docket - The SJC ruling implies a decision is binding or non-
binding based on how the matter gets on the docket. That is, if a question
arises via Reference (BCO 41), then Presbytery’s action or decision is non-
binding, regardless of the question and regardless of how compulsory
Presbytery’s ruling seems to sound. But the question answered by ECP could
have made its way to the docket several ways: via an individual’s motion
from the floor, recommendation of a study committee, review of Session
records, or simply “by any other satisfactory method” (BCO 40-5). And their
decision and language could have been exactly the same. Is the decision to
adopt the recommendation of a study committee reviewable but the decision
to adopt an answer to a Reference un-reviewable — even if the adopted
language is the same?

Nature of the matter - Some Presbytery actions are non-binding by the nature
of the matter — regardless how they get on the docket. For example, if the
Session had asked for Presbytery’s advice on how often they should observe
the Lord’s Supper, and Presbytery adopted a motion saying they believed
weekly was wisest (or monthly or quarterly), no one would reasonably
consider it a decision against which a Complaint needed to be filed. The
frequency of the Lord’s Supper has not been regarded in the PCA as a matter
of constitutional fidelity, but the nature and extent of the atonement has. In
addition, while some matters are merely hypothetical, this case was not. The
Record indicates “the Session was split on the issue” and “the majority of
elders ceased from teaching the congregation” while they awaited
Presbytery’s ruling.
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Wording of the decision - If a Presbytery intends its decision to be advice
only, it can easily include qualifying language in whatever motion it adopts
and it should. However, the Record indicates no such qualification either
when ECP originally adopted the ruling or when they subsequently denied the
Complaint. ECP’s decision clearly reads like a declaration of what constitutes
confessional fidelity. It clearly sounds compulsory.

Declaratory Judgment

Though the Complainant had not yet been disciplined for teaching his view of
the atonement, he was basically seeking what the U.S. legal system calls a
declaratory judgment (Title 28 U.S.C. §2201). This is where a court makes
a binding determination of the legal rights of a plaintiff, even though no legal
relief is awarded. The court determines the rights of parties without ordering
anything be done or awarding damages. Such judgment is binding but is
distinguished from other judgments or court opinions in that it lacks an
executory process. It simply declares or defines rights to be observed or
wrongs to be eschewed by a plaintiff, a defendant, or both. For example, a
party to a contract may seek the legal interpretation of a contract to determine
the parties' rights. A corporation may ask a court to decide whether a new tax is
truly applicable to that business before it pays it. A person likely to be sued for
patent infringement need not await the filing of a threatened suit by the
patentee; the validity of the patent may be tested under the Declaratory
Judgments Act.

Below is another definition:

[A declaratory judgment is] a court decision in a civil case that tells the
parties what their rights and responsibilities are, without awarding
damages or ordering them to do anything. Unlike most court cases,
where the plaintiff asks for damages or other court orders, the plaintiff
in a declaratory judgment case simply wants the court to resolve an
uncertainty so that it can avoid serious legal trouble in the future.
Courts are usually reluctant to hear declaratory judgment cases,
preferring to wait until there has been a measurable loss. But
especially in cases involving important constitutional rights, courts will
step in to clarify the legal landscape. For example, many cities regulate
the right to assemble by requiring permits to hold a parade. A
disappointed applicant who thinks the decision-making process is
unconstitutional might hold his parade anyway and challenge the
ordinance after he’s cited; or he might ask a court beforehand to rule
on the constitutionality of the law. By going to court, the applicant may
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avoid a messy confrontation with the city and perhaps a citation, as
well (Underlining added. www.nolo.com).

A declaratory judgment is just as binding on the parties as a judgment in an
actual suit. In the ECP case, the Complainant reasonably felt just as bound
not to hold or teach the view as if he had been tried and found guilty of false
teaching. Thus, the case should have been heard by an SJC Panel.

Certiorari

Unless the SJC is more careful, its authority to rule cases judicially out of
order could morph into something like the U.S. Supreme Court’s total
discretion to decline to hear cases. The “writ of certiorari” is the basis upon
which the Supreme Court exercises its discretion to take up cases from the
states and the federal courts of Appeal that are of special interest to the
Justices because of their national significance, or because it needs to resolve
an important conflict in the law below, and are granted only for compelling
reasons. (About 8,000 petitions are filed annually and the Supreme Court
only grants cert for about 100.)

But the SJC does not have the authority to “deny cert.” So, unless the SJC can
cite a party’s failure to comply with clear objective provisions in the BCO or
“SJC Manual”, an SJC Panel should hear the Complaint or Appeal. In the
present case, the Complainant should have at least been invited to file a brief
presenting his reasons why he disagreed with the Panel’s interpretation of BCO
41 and ECP’s Respondent should have been invited to file a brief clarifying
whether Presbytery’s decision was mere advice or its doctrinal position.

Conclusion

The BCO chapter on Complaints does not automatically or necessarily bar the
filing of a Complaint against a Presbytery’s action in response to a Reference.
Declining to hear this case leaves the Complainant in a quandary. Apparently, it
seems the SJC will only review the question if and after the ruling elder is
disciplined for teaching something which Presbytery has ruled as un-teachable
and he files an Appeal. However, if the right to declaratory judgment is afforded
to citizens of the state, it ought to be afforded even more freely to members of the
Church, especially since the BCO does not preclude doing so. Citizens don’t vow
to submit to the state, but elders vow to submit to their fellow elders. And if
fellow elders declare you are not allowed to teach or even to hold a certain view,
then your vow binds you to comply. Unfortunately per the SJC ruling, it seems
the elders would need to break their vow of submission in order to get broader
church review. Is our system really that wooden?

Respectfully submitted, /s/ RE Howard Donahoe
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JUDICIAL CASE 2003-7
COMPLAINT OF TE AURELIANO TAN
VS. SOUTH TEXAS PRESBYTERY

RE John B. White Jr., Chairman of the Standing Judicial Commission,
reported for the officers on this case.

M/S/C On motion, that Case 2003-7 (TE Aureliano Tan vs. South Texas
Presbytery, A Complaint) be found administratively out of order because the
Complaint was prematurely filed with the SJC in that South Texas Presbytery
has not yet heard the Complaint.

The vote on the Case 2003-7 was:

TE Dominic A. Aquila concur RE Thomas F. Leopard concur
RE Frank A. Brock concur TE William R. (Bill) Lyle concur
RE Robert C. Cannada concur RE J. Grant McCabe concur
TE Craig D. Childs Sr. concur TE Charles E. McGowan concur
RE M. C. (Cub) Culbertson concur TE D. Steven Meyerhoff concur

RE J. Howard Donahoe concur RE Steven T. O’Ban concur
RE Samuel J. (Sam) Duncan concur TE Michael M. Rico concur
TE Robert M. Ferguson Jr. absent TE G. Dewey Roberts concur
TE William H. Harrell Jr.  absent TE Robert D. Stuart concur
RE Terry L. Jones concur RE John B. White Jr. concur
TE Paul D. Kooistra absent RE W. Jack Williamson concur
RE Collie W. Lehn absent

Adopted: 19 concurring, 0 dissenting, 0 disqualified, O recused, and 4 absent.

Approved by the full SJC on March 4, 2004.
PROPOSED “SJC MANUAL” CHANGES:

For text of proposed amendments to the Manual of the SJC, presented and
approved by the Assembly, see 32-12, pp. 45 — 47.

DISSENT FROM SJC’S RECOMMENDATION TO AMEND “SJC
MANUAL” 3.1

The Assembly should heartily commend the SJC for its attempt to decrease
expenses for the PCA. However, this amendment is ill-advised in its
proposed form. When the SJC considered this recommendation in March,
30% of the SJIC members present voted against it. The Assembly should
consider returning it to the SJC for further discussion or perhaps amend it
from the floor at the Pittsburgh Assembly (point 2 below).
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At its March stated meeting, the SJC adopted a motion to recommend to the

GA the following amendment to “SJC Manual” 3.1 (underlined):

3.1 The annual stated meeting of the Commission shall be set
for the first Thursday, Friday and Saturday of the month of
March in each year. The annual meeting may be held by
telephone conference call if in the unanimous judgment of the
officers, there is insufficient business to warrant a face to face
meeting. A second stated meeting of the Commission shall be
set for the third Thursday, Friday and Saturday of October in
each year. Ordinarily these stated meetings shall be scheduled
to begin at 1 p.m. on Thursday and to conclude no later than
noon on Saturday. The second stated meeting may be canceled
if a majority of the Officers determine there is insufficient
business to justify the meeting. Other business to be considered
shall be governed by the procedure set out in Section 3.2 of this
Manual.

Below are some reasons why the amendment should not be adopted in its
present form:

1.

It is probably too unwieldy for 24 judges to discuss a Panel decision
via conference call. While the officers surely would not schedule
the March meeting as a conference call if there were a complicated
case to consider, it’s still probably better not to discuss any Panel
decision via such means. (SJC Panels sometimes hear cases via
conference call, with the consent of the parties, but these calls only
involve two parties and three judges.)

As an alternative, perhaps the following could be considered as a
substitute for part of the SIC’s recommendation:

“The March meeting may be held by telephone conference
call, as determined by a majority of the officers, if there
are no Panel reports for consideration.”

The SJC-recommended phrase “insufficient business” should be
more clearly and objectively defined and limited to mean “no Panel
reports.” If the only business is approval of minutes and election of
officers, then a conference call is adequate.

At its most recent meeting in March, the SJC only considered three
cases, ruling one administratively out of order and two judicially out of
order. That may not seem like enough business to justify a physical
meeting, but two Panel reports were amended during that meeting
resulting, presumably, in better decisions. While it’s possible, I’'m not
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sure the outcome would have been the same if the discussion were held
over the phone. Justice might not have been served as well.

4. When the SJC meets physically, there is opportunity to recess and
allow two judges to meet to achieve consensus or to hear each other
more clearly. A conference call would not reasonably allow such.
Furthermore, during a conference call, there is no opportunity to
discuss things with the judge sitting next to you, as sometimes
happens during review of Panel decisions.

5. If the SJIC’s business can be handled with just one meeting in a
given year, it would probably be better to cancel the October
meeting and move the cases to the March docket, as the “SJC
Manual” already allows. (While the October meeting is called the
“second” stated meeting, it is chronologically the first of the two
SJC meetings each year between Assemblies. Presently, per S/JCM
3.1, the SJC officers can cancel the October meeting, but not the
March meeting. This past October meeting was not cancelled.)

Respectfully submitted, /s/RE Howard Donahoe

THE OFFICERS OF THE SJC CHOSEN FOR NEXT YEAR ARE:

Chairman RE John White Jr.
Vice chairman TE Charles McGowan
Secretary TE Dewey Roberts
Assistant Secretary TE Dominic Aquila

Respectfully submitted,
/s/RE John White Jr., Chairman /s/TE Dewey Roberts, Secretary
32-32 CoC on Christian Education and Publications

TE Jack Jagoditsch, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and presented
the report (see Appendix D, pp. 364 — 71). Recommendations 1-2, 4-9 were
adopted. Recommendation 3 was deferred to the report of the CoC on

Administrative Committee (see 32-47, p. 150). The Chairman led the Assembly
in prayer for CE&P. (For CE&P Informational Report, see 32-20, pp. 56 — 57.)

I. Business Referred to the Committee

II. Statement of Major Issues Discussed
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III. Recommendations

L.

That the minutes of September 18-19, 2003, with notations; February
19-20, 2004, with notations; and March 9, 2004, be approved.

Adopted
2. That the audit report be approved. Adopted
3. That the budget of 2005 as presented by AC Committee be approved.
Deferred to AC (see 32-47, p. 150)
4. That the following members of the class of 2004 be thanked for their
service to the PCA and CE&P: TE James Shull, TE Rick Tyson, RE
Jack Bagwell, RE Robert Rogland. Adopted
5. That the following members of the Women’s Advisory Sub-
Committee be thanked for their service to the PCA and CE&P: Sherry
Kendrick and JoAnn Hackenberg. Adopted
6. That the Assembly allow the distribution of the CE&P five-year plan to
the commissioners for information, to show its relation to the PCA
Strategic Plan framework, for prayer for its implementation over the
next five years, and for sharing with church leaders regarding available
training and resources. Adopted
7. That following an in-depth evaluation of the coordinator, the committee
unanimously recommend to the Thirty-second General Assembly that
TE Dunahoo be elected to serve as Coordinator of Christian Education
and Publications for the coming year. Adopted
8. That a 2006 WIC denominational conference be approved. Adopted
9. That the Orthodox Presbyterian Church be thanked for their owning
partnership in the GCP joint venture. Adopted
Commissioners Present:
Presbytery Commissioner
Susquehanna Valley TE David Kertland
Metro NY TE Darcy Caires
MS Valley RE Owen Elder
Western Carolina TE Gary Litchfield
Calvary RE Jim Edwards
James River TE Calvin Frett
Heartland TE Nathan Currey
Gulf Coast RE Benny Youngblood
Southwest TE Stu Sherard
Westminster TE John Irwin
Missouri RE Lowell Pitzer
North Florida RE Ernie Jennings
Savannah River TE Jack Jagoditsch

Louisiana RE Dean Moore
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Evangel RE David M. Russell
[lliana TE James C. Ryan
Potomac RE Paul Balserak
Chesapeake TE Dave Barker
Ascension TE Richard Raines
Pittsburgh RE Dale McLane

S.E. Alabama RE Raymond C. Taylor
Southwest Florida TE Rick Franks
Potomac RE J. Lightsey Wallace

Respectfully submitted:

s/s Jack Jagoditsch, Chairman

s/sErnie Jennings, Secretary

32-33 CoC on Covenant Theological Seminary

TE John P. MacRae, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and

presented the report (see Appendix F, pp. 379 — 83). Recommendations 1-5,
7 were adopted. Recommendation 6 was deferred to the report of the CoC
on Administration. The Chairman led the Assembly in prayer for CTS.

(For CTS Informational Report, see 32-22, p. 57.)

L

II.

Business Referred to the Committee

a.
b.

Report of CTS

The minutes of the following meetings of the Board of Trustees

i.  April 25-26, 2003

ii. September 26-27, 2003

iii. January 30-31, 2004

The minutes of the following meetings of the Executive Committee
of the Board of Trustees

1. April 25,2003

ii.  August 25, 2003

ii. December 5, 2003

iv. January 31, 2004

v. March 5, 2004

The financial audit for CTS on the proposed 2004-2005 CTS
budget.

Statement of Major Issues Discussed
Dr. Chapell reported on the great progress of Covenant Seminary in a
number of areas including:

1.

The Seminary has recently purchased contiguous land, expanding
the campus by fifty percent.

2. The 15" consecutive year of growth in the student body.
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The additional requirement that all students participate in “covenant
groups” to facilitate their integrating and living out what they learn
in the classroom.

The start of a new degree program, Master of Arts in Educational
Ministries (M.A.E.M.).

And the receipt of a two million dollar grant for sustaining pastoral
excellence.

III. Recommendations

The Committee of Commissioners on Covenant Theological Seminary
makes the following recommendations to the Thirty-Second General
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America:

1.

That the General Assembly give thanks to God for the ministry of
Covenant Theological Seminary, for its faithfulness to the
Scriptures, the Reformed Faith, and the Great Commission, for its
president, students and graduates, its faculty and staff, its trustees,
and for those who support Covenant Seminary through their prayers
and gifts. Adopted
That the General Assembly encourage the congregations of the
Presbyterian Church in America to support the ministry of Covenant
Theological Seminary through their prayers and gifts, and by
recommending Covenant Seminary to prospective students. Adopted
That the General Assembly encourage the congregations of the
Presbyterian Church in America to support the ministry of
Covenant Theological Seminary by contributing the Partnership
Shares approved by the General Assembly. Adopted
That the minutes of the Board of Trustees of Covenant Theological
Seminary for April 25-26, 2003, September 26-27, 2003, and
January 30-31, 2004, be approved; and that the minutes of the
meetings of the Executive Committee of the Board of Trustees for
December 5, 2003, and March 5, 2004, be approved; and that the
minutes of the Executive Committee of the Board of Trustees for
April 25, 2003, August 25, 2003, and January 31, 2004, be
approved with notations. Adopted
That the financial audit for Covenant Theological Seminary for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2003, by Humes and Barrington, CPA,

be received. Adopted
That the proposed 2004-2005 budget of Covenant Theological
Seminary be approved. Deferred to AC (see 32-47, p. 150)

That the Assembly pray for the ministry of Covenant Theological
Seminary. Adopted
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Presbytery

Ascension

Blue Ridge
Calvary

Central Carolina
Chesapeake
Covenant

Eastern Carolina
Evangel
Fellowship

Gulf Coast
Heartland

Illiana

James River
Korean Eastern
Lousiana
Metropolitan New York
Mississippi Valley
Missouri
Nashville

New River

North Florida
North Georgia
Pacific Northwest
Piedmont Triad
Pittsburgh
Savannah River
Southeast Louisana
Southwest
Southwest Florida
Susquehanna Valley
Tennessee Valley
Warrior

Western Carolina
Westminster

/s/ TE John MacRae, Chairman
32-34 CoC on Covenant College

JOURNAL

Commissioner

TE Nick E. Protos

TE Tony B. Giles

RE Barry Jones

TE Harrison Spitler

TE Glenn R. Parkinson
TE Jon C. Anderson

TE Kevin W. Thumpston
RE Doug Haskew

TE Todd D. Gothard
RE Robert Cooper

TE James A. Baxter

TE J. Wyatt George

TE Robert E. Hobson Jr.
TE John Hyung Ro Lee
TE Bill Smith

TE Randy Lovelace

RE Kenneth King

RE Carlton E. Gillam
RE Paul D. Richardson
TE Robert A. Wildeman Jr.
RE John Tolson

TE Greg Doty

TE Andrew T. Krasowski
TE Craig Childs

RE Dennis Baker

TE Chris Hutchinson
TE James Calderazzo
TE Clay Smith

TE Freddy Fritz

TE John P. MacRae

RE H. Paul Emerson
TE E. Bryan Bond

TE Craig S. Bulkeley
TE John M. Gullett

/s/ TE Todd Gothard, Secretary

RE Mark Thompson, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and
presented the report (see Appendix E, pp. 372 — 78). Recommendations 1-3,
5-9 were adopted. Recommendation 4 was deferred to the report of



MINUTES OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

the CoC on Administration. TE H. Wallace Tinsley Jr. led the Assembly in
prayer for Covenant College. (For Informational Report on Covenant College,
see 32-21, p. 57).

I. Business Referred to the Committee

N

Proposed operating budget for 2004-2005 (Appendix C, p. 312)
Covenant College Financial Report

Minutes of October 9-10, 2003; March 18-19, 2004

Report of Covenant College to the 32" General Assembly
(Appendix E, pp. 372 — 78)

II. Statement of Major Issues Discussed

A.

B.

C.
D.

Report on Dr. Niel Nielson’s second year as president of Covenant
College

The minutes of the meetings of the Covenant College Board of
Trustees

Audited Financial Statements

Department of Education audit of Covenant College

III. Recommendations

1.

That the General Assembly thank and praise God for the excellent
work and faithfulness of the Board of Trustees, faculty, and staff of
Covenant College in serving the Presbyterian Church in America in
its mission to educate students for the Kingdom of God.  Adopted
That the General Assembly designate October 17, 2004, as
“Covenant College Sunday” and encourage the congregations of the
denomination to pray for the ministry of the college especially on
that day. Adopted
That the General Assembly encourage the congregations of the
PCA to support the ministry of Covenant College through
encouraging prospective students to attend, through contributing the
Partnership Shares approved by the General Assembly, and through
their prayers. Adopted
That the General Assembly approve the Budget for 2004-2005 as
submitted through the Administrative Committee.

Deferred to AC (see 32-47, p. 150)
That the General Assembly accept “The Covenant College
Financial Report” dated June 30, 2003, and prepared by Hazlett,
Lewis, and Bieter, PLLC. Adopted
That the General Assembly approve the minutes of the meetings of
the Board of Trustees for October 9-10, 2003, and March 18-19,
2004; with notations. Adopted
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That the General Assembly receive as information the foregoing
Annual Report, recognizing God’s gracious and abundant blessing
and commending the college in its desire to continue pursuing

excellence in higher education for the glory of God. Adopted
That the General Assembly pray for Covenant College in its
mission and ministry. Adopted

That the Board of Trustees of Covenant College consider
distinguishing the differences between the Partnership Shares, “the
askings,” and the Church Partnership Grant in future communications.

Adopted
Commissioners Present:
Presbytery Commissioner
Ascension RE Towner Sheffler
Central Georgia TE Dave Vosseller
Chesapeake RE Matthew M. Hall
Covenant RE Chester Morgan
Eastern Carolina TE Stephen D. Bostrom
Evangel TE Bradford E. Allison
Fellowship RE Kevin Ramsey
Gulf Coast TE Stephen Cloud
Mississippi Valley TE Dale T. Van Ness
Missouri TE Andrew Vander Maas
North Florida TE Randy L. Wilding
North Georgia RE Jon Richards
Ohio Valley TE Sean M. Lucas
Pacific Northwest RE John Pribyl
Pittsburgh TE Shaun M. Nolan
Potomac TE Terry R. Baxley
Southeast Alabama TE William H. Wade Jr.
Southeast Louisiana RE Mark Thompson
Southern New England TE Brad Davis
Tennessee Valley TE David Zavadil
Warrior RE John Graham

Respectfully submitted,
/s/ RE Mark Thompson, Chairman TE David Zavadil, Secretary

32-35 CoC on Mission to North America

RE Orrin H. Swayze, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and
presented the report (see Appendix H, pp. 392 — 458). Recommendations 1-8,
11-15 were adopted. Recommendation 10 was deferred to the report of the
CoC on Administration. Recommendation 9 was adopted, the Minority Report
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having been defeated (see text, p. 125). In accordance with Recommendation
9, the Assembly was led in a fifteen-minute season of prayer. (For MNA
Informational Report, see 32-24, p. 57.)

I

I1.

III.

Business Referred to the Committee
e MNA Permanent Committee Report and Recommendations
e MNA Permanent Committee Minutes: July 8, 2003; October 2-3,
2003; December 8, 2003; March 4-5, 2004; April 6, 2004
e Overtures referred to MNA:
Overture 3 from Fellowship Presbytery
Overture 4 from the Presbytery of Southern Florida
Overture 11 from Southwest Florida Presbytery

Statement of Major Issues Discussed

e The work of the MNA Permanent Committee for 2003 as presented in
the Minutes

e The Recommendations presented in the Report of the MNA
Permanent Committee

e The paper “The Gospel and Race” (Appendix H, Attachment E, pp.
427 —57)

e The Overtures requesting changes in the boundaries of presbyteries
and the formation of new presbyteries

Recommendations

The Committee of Commissioners on Mission to North America makes
the following recommendations to the Thirty-Second General Assembly
of the Presbyterian Church in America:

1. That the Minutes of the MNA Permanent Committee be approved
as follows:
Minutes of October 2-3, 2003, and March 4-5, 2004, be
approved without exception.
Minutes of July 8, 2003; December 8, 2003; and April 6, 2004,
be approved with exceptions to form (“RAO” 13-13d.2).
Adopted
2. That as the MNA Committee has reviewed the work of the MNA
Coordinator during 2003, according to the General Assembly
guidelines, and commends TE James C. Bland III for his excellent
leadership, with thanks to the Lord for the good results in MNA
ministry during 2003, the General Assembly re-elect him as MNA
Coordinator for another year. Adopted
3. That the General Assembly express its gratitude to God for the staff
of Mission to North America and for their faithful and effective
work.
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TE Jim Bland Coordinator

TE Jimmy Dodd Church Planter Coaching Director

TE Jim Hatch Church Planter Development Director
DE Ron Haynes Disaster Response Director

TE Beryl Hubbard  Chaplain Ministries Associate Director
TE Henry Koh Korean Ministries Coordinator

TE Fred Marsh Assistant Coordinator

TE Tim McKeown  Multicultural Ministries Coordinator
TE Archie Parrish ~ Church Vitality Coordinator

TE Dave Peterson ~ Chaplain Ministries Coordinator

TE Ted Powers Church Planting & Midwest Coordinator

Regional Coordinators/Movement Leaders

TE Brad Bradley Southwest Regional Coordinator

TE Renato Bernardes Brazilian Movement Leader

TE Randy Nabors ~ Urban & Mercy Ministries Movement
Leader

TE Lewis Ruff California Regional Coordinator

TE John Smed Canada Regional Coordinator

TE Dony St. Germain Haitian American Movement Leader

TE Terry Traylor Atlantic South Regional Coordinator

TE Wy Plummer African American Movement Leader

TE Alex Villasana  Hispanic American Movement Leader

Support Staff

Carol Brody Database Analyst

John Clark Communications Administrative Assistant

Genny Collins Receptionist

Michelle Foster Accountant

Judy Haynes Disaster Response Administrative Assistant

Janice Lambert
Tracy Lane-Hall

Church Planter Administrative Assistant
Business Executive Assistant

Bekah Lawing Chaplain Ministries Administrative
Assistant

Vicki Mathias Business Administrator

Ann Powers Midwest Assistant

Tina Smith Conference and Events Planner

Grace Song Korean Ministries Administrative Assistant

Kelly Williams Donor & Financial Administrative Assistant

Adopted

4. That the General Assembly thank God for the increasing church
planting that is occurring under local church and presbytery initiatives;
thank God for the labor in the Gospel of all PCA church planters,
missionaries, and chaplains. Further, that the General Assembly
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encourage faithful prayer that the Lord will send additional laborers
through MNA into the fields that are ripe for harvest in North America.
Adopted

That PCA churches be reminded of their covenant obligation to give

high priority to giving MNA and all other PCA Committees and

Agencies the Partnership Share/Askings, so that the Gospel is advanced

in greater measure. Adopted

That the General Assembly express its gratitude to the Lord for a

Thanksgiving Offering of more than $56,500 and commend to the

churches of the PCA the opportunity to support Urban and Mercy

Ministries, preferably through an offering taken during the Thanksgiving

season; and further, that churches consider how they may directly

participate in greater measure in Urban and Mercy Ministries.
Adopted

That the General Assembly express thanks to God for the long and

effective ministry of Bethany Christian Services in the area of

pregnancy counseling and adoption, reaffirm its endorsement of Bethany
for another year, and encourage continued support and participation by
churches and presbyteries. Adopted

That the General Assembly commend to the churches these resources

and opportunities for ministry available through MNA:

e The opportunity to seek the Lord’s leading in church planting or the
chaplaincy.

e The opportunity to participate in prayer and financial support
(designated support in addition to Partnership Share/Asking Giving)
for:

o Church Planting among the many different regions, cultures
and ethnic groups in North America;

Church Planting regional coordinators and movement leaders;

Church Planting apprenticeships (through the Timothy Fund);

Church Vitality;

Chaplain Ministries (especially through The Chaplain

Guardian Corps);
o Disaster Response.

e The opportunity to build relationships of fellowship and ministry
with Korean churches and other ethnic groups within the PCA, as
well as with other true believers in our local communities.

e Utilize the resources of Church Vitality materials and consultation
services. Adopted

That the General Assembly adopt the paper, “The Gospel and Race,”

(Appendix H, Attachment E, pp. 427 — 57) as its reply to Overture 17 to

the 31* General Assembly (M31GA, p. 192) with the following

editorial amendment:

O
O
O
O
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p. 440, strike “Co-opted Members” section and replace with:

Co-opted Members

Teaching Elders Ruling Elders
TE Roland Barnes RE Gene Betts
TE John Findlay, Jr. RE Jeb Gaither
TE Mike Khandjian RE James Wright

TE Brian Kelso RE Jack Ewing
TE Bill Krispin RE John Ingvalson
TE Mo Leverett RE John Steele

TE David Moran

TE Doug Swagerty

TE Tom Wood

TE Rod Whited

TE Bill Yarbrough

WIC Advisory Members

Stephanie Hubach Jennifer Mahaffey

e  Further, that the General Assembly enter into a fifteen-minute
season of prayer in response to the Pastoral Letter;

e And further, that the General Assembly commend the Pastoral
Letter to the members, churches and presbyteries of the
Presbyterian Church in America. Adopted

Minority Report (For action, see pp. 121-22.)

That the General Assembly instruct MNA to send the paper “The

Gospel and Race” (Appendix H, Attachment E, pp. 427 — 57) to the

presbyteries to be carefully considered and freely discussed among the

entire denomination with a view toward having the proposed language,
biblical exegesis, theological formulations, and historical allusions
perfected and more fully documented, and returned to the 33™ General

Assembly for its consideration.

Grounds:

a) The aim of the proposed pastoral letter is noble, and requires
tremendous care and clarity in its articulation so that it most
adequately reaches its aim.

b) The framers of this document have done good work and performed
a helpful service to the church in formulating a first draft, and we
should build upon and honor their work by perfecting it for the
benefit of all.

¢) The pastoral letter as currently drafted has various weaknesses that
will likely diminish its message and effectiveness if left unattended.
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h)

3

k)
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There are vague definitions of terms, such as, “the term ‘race’ not
only pertains to the color of skin and other biological factors, but
also may include the cultural factors, associations, and assumptions
that we attach to certain races as well” (p. 436).
There are racial emphases that are potentially divisive, such as, “we
have been comfortable to let our brothers and sisters of races other
than Caucasian quietly acquiesce...” (emphasis added, p. 445).
There are exegetical oversights that weaken the message of the
document, such as: “Clearly, this is no general admonition to unity
but a specific admonition to unity where the natural barriers of race
so clearly manifest themselves” (p. 433), when Paul’s specific
admonition seems to be aimed at unity where covenantal distinctions
have historically manifested themselves, and that in turn will bring
about unity where barriers of race manifest themselves.
There are theological ambiguities that should be clarified, such as,
“We derive this view of race from the Scriptures...” (emphasis
added, p. 436), yet there does not seem to be an indication of
precisely where in the Scriptures this view is derived.
There are undocumented historical generalities that deprive us of a
clear understanding of our sins and tend to evacuate the important
duty of repentance of its meaning, such as, “Both the Northern and
Southern Presbyterian traditions, out of which most of the founding
congregations of the PCA came, allowed extensive propagation of
error and confusion on the matter of race. Through both verbal and
written statements...  The Southern Presbyterian tradition, in
particular, publicly promulgated views...” (emphasis added, p. 442).
To sincerely repent of “particular sins, particularly” (WCF 15.5) we
must be clear and precise with regard to the reasons for, instances
of, and allusions to our sins.
The PCA has a wealth of theological and pastoral wisdom residing
in the presbyteries that could be employed in perfecting this
pastoral letter and making it more meaningful and significant.
Little is gained and much may be lost by hastily approving and
sending out this pastoral letter without further consideration,
clarification, and perfection.
We ought to be thankful for this first draft, but at the same time we
ought to view it as just that, a first draft that needs further
perfecting to be considered a final product.  TE Scott R. Wright
TE Jason Strong

That the 2005 MNA Budget be referred to the Administrative
Committee for recommendation to the General Assembly and
commended to the churches for their support.

Deferred to AC (32-47, p 150)
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That Overture 11 “Divide Southwest Florida Presbytery to form
Suncoast Florida Presbytery” be answered in the affirmative, as follows:

OVERTURE 11 from: Southwest Florida Presbytery (to MNA)
“Divide Southwest Florida Presbytery to form Suncoast Florida Presbytery”

Whereas the Southwest Florida Presbytery was established by blending
a new Presbytery out of the then South Florida Presbytery and
Central Florida Presbytery to enable the better management of the
increasing number of new churches and missions, and to further
advance the establishment of new churches of the Presbyterian
Church in America in the west and south areas of Florida; and

Whereas since the establishment of the Southwest Florida Presbytery,
the number of churches and missions have continued to increase,
and, at the same time, it has become apparent that a distinct
geographical unit within the bounds of our Presbytery has
developed, namely, the most southern area focused on and around
Fort Myers and Naples; and

Whereas the above distinct geographical regions have developed out of
the growth patterns presently taking place within the Presbytery,
and the population growth and housing developments and the
extensive driving times involved and other travel issues associated
with ministering to the churches spread all across the vast area of
the Southwest Florida Presbytery; and

Whereas, after research, discussions, and planning, the MNA Committee
of Southwest Florida Presbytery concluded at its June 2, 2003,
meeting that for the further advancement of church planting and for
the better coordination of the ministries of both new and established
churches in these areas of southwest Florida it is essential that a
new Presbytery be established out of the present bounds of the
Southwest Florida Presbytery; and

Whereas, it is also noted from contact with churches in the Presbytery
after announcement on the floor of Presbytery that the following
was recorded: with the multiplying of the Presbytery a more
manageable geographical size will offer more connectional
relationships, not only with Elders, but to include the Deacons and
other key church leaders. More Ruling Elders will be involved as
they will join together in the planning and planting of churches,
thus leading to enhanced strategizing, learning from one another,
and Presbytery funding more local church plants; and

Whereas at the July 12, 2003, Presbytery meeting an Ad Hoc Committee
was established to address a request from MNA committee for the
boundary of a new Presbytery. The Ad Hoc Committee met and
determined the following:
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Recommendations to the Southwest Florida Presbytery

1. The Committee recommends that Southwest Florida Presbytery
be divided into two new Presbyteries. Churches located south
of the Peace River (where the Peace River crosses I-75 in
Charlotte County) will form a new Presbytery. All churches
north of this dividing line will continue as Southwest Florida
Presbytery.

2. The Committee recommends that the first reading of the overture
creating a new Presbytery take place at the October Presbytery
meeting in order to facilitate the multiplication of the existing
Presbytery at the 2004 General Assembly.

Whereas at the Southwest Florida Presbytery meetings on October 14,
2003, and January 17, 2004, an overwhelming vote to approve
multiplying into two Presbyteries was approved on the floor; and

Whereas this overture was approved by the Southwest Florida
Presbytery Administration Committee on Bills and Overtures and
presented to Southwest Florida Presbytery members at the April 27,
2004 meeting for approval to submit;

Therefore, this overture is sent to the Committee on Mission to North
America-GA to be further processed as new business for the 32"
General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America, thereby
creating the following two Presbyteries effective July 1, 2004:
Southwest Florida Presbytery will contain:

1. The “Tampa Area,” comprising all of the areas contained in
the following Florida counties/cities: Pinellas—Lutz, Pinellas
Park, Oldsmar, St. Petersburgh; Hillsborough—Brandon,
Riverview, Tampa; Polk—Lakeland, Winter Haven,;

2. The “Sarasota Area,” comprising all of the areas contained in the
following Florida counties/cities: Manatee—Bradenton; Sarasota—
Sarasota, North Port; Hardee—Wauchula; Charlotte—north of the
Peace River (where the Peace River crosses I-75).

Suncoast Florida Presbytery’, comprising:
all of the areas contained in the following Florida counties:
Charlotte—south of the Peace River (where the Peace River
crosses [-75); Lee—Cape Coral, Fort Myers, Sanibel, North
Fort Myers, Lehigh Acres, Bonita Springs; Collier—Naples,
Marco Island, Immokalee; Hendry—Labelle. Adopted

3 Name of Presbytery created by members of that new Presbytery and confirmed to be
available for use by the Committee on Mission to North America — GA for purposes
of this overture.
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12. That RE Bentley B. Rayburn and TE Dr. James M. Hutchens serve as
PCA Representatives on the Presbyterian and Reformed Joint
Commission on Chaplains and Military Personnel (PRJC) for the Class
of 2008. Adopted

13. That the PRJC be authorized to endorse all non-military chaplains who

request endorsement, according to the stated guidelines in the PRJC
“Chaplains Manual,” (see Appendix H, Attachment F, pp. 457 — 58).
Adopted
14. That Overture 3 “Transfer Lancaster County from Palmetto Presbytery to
Fellowship,” pending approval by Palmetto Presbytery, be answered in
the affirmative, as follows:

OVERTURE 3 from Fellowship Presbytery (to MNA)

“Transfer Lancaster County, SC, from Palmetto to Fellowship
Presbytery”

To the 32" General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America:

Whereas, Fellowship Presbytery consists of the north-central South
Carolina counties of Chester, York, and Union and a portion of
Cherokee County, and

Whereas, Palmetto Presbytery consists of the thirty counties in South
Carolina south and east of and including the counties of Aiken,
Lexington, Richland, Fairfield, and Lancaster, and

Whereas, the Session of Trinity Presbyterian Church in Van Wyck, South
Carolina, the only PCA Congregation in Lancaster County, has
petitioned Palmetto Presbytery to transfer Lancaster County to
Fellowship Presbytery, and

Whereas, Lancaster County geographically and economically is more
closely associated with the north-central region of the state, and

Whereas, Fellowship Presbytery believes that there are significant
church planting opportunities in Lancaster County that might be
better met by Fellowship Presbytery with its more concentrated
focus on north-central South Carolina,

Therefore be it resolved that Fellowship Presbytery, in concurrence
with the above expressed desire of the Session of Trinity
Presbyterian Church in Van Wyck, hereby overtures the 32™
General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America to redraw
the border between the Fellowship Presbytery and Palmetto
Presbytery transferring Lancaster County into Fellowship Presbytery
to be effective July 1, 2004. Adopted
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15. That Overture 4 “Divide Presbytery of Southern Florida to Create
Gulfstream Presbytery” be answered in the affirmative, as follows:

OVERTURE 4 from Southern Florida Presbytery (to MNA)

“Divide Presbytery of Southern Florida to Create Gulfstream
Presbytery”

To the 32™ General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America:

Whereas, the Presbytery of Southern Florida was the sixth Presbytery
organized by the General Assembly of the PCA, being established
on June 4, 1973* and

Whereas, since the establishment of the Presbytery of Southern Florida
the number of churches has increased from 14 churches at the time
of its formation® to 40 churches and missions as of December 31,
2003; and

Whereas, since the establishment of the Presbytery of Southern Florida
the total number of members has increased from 6,751° to 20,498:
and

Whereas, since the establishment of the Presbytery of Southern Florida
the total number of ministers has increased from 20 Ministers® to 66
staff Ministers and 34 other Teaching Elders as of December 31,
2003; and

Whereas, since the establishment of the Presbytery of Southern Florida
the population of the eight counties making up the Presbytery has
increased dramatically from year 1970 population of 2,415,332 to
year 2000 population of 5,550,000°; and

Whereas, as God has granted substantial growth to the Presbytery of
Southern Florida, the work of the Presbytery has also increased
beyond what can be carefully and effectively accomplished in the
quarterly meetings of Presbytery; and

Whereas, it has become apparent that at least two distinct geographical
units within the boundaries of our Presbytery have developed with
unique personalities, namely the three counties in the South: Monroe,
Miami-Dade, and Broward and the five counties in the North: Palm
Beach, Martin, Okeechobee, St. Lucie, and Indian River;

* PCA Committee on Administration Website

> 1974 Yearbook of the PCA, pg. 140

® 1974 Yearbook of the PCA, pg. 140

72003 Yearbook of the PCA, Volume IV, pg. 557
#1974 Yearbook of the PCA, pg. 140

? http://quickfacts.census.gov
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Therefore be it resolved that the Presbytery of Southern Florida
overtures the 32" General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in
America to divide the Presbytery of Southern Florida, with effect
from January 1, 2005, into two presbyteries as follows:

1) A continuing Presbytery named the ‘“Presbytery of Southern
Florida,” comprised of the following counties: Monroe,
Miami-Dade, Broward, and the Cayman Islands.

2) Create a new Presbytery named the “Gulfstream Presbytery,”
comprised of the following counties: Palm Beach, Martin,
Okeechobee, Indian River, and St. Lucie.

3) Teaching Elders carried on the Roll as Honorably Retired,
Outside Bounds, or Without Call may choose the Presbytery
they want to be a member of. If they do not make a choice,
they will remain on the Roll of the Presbytery of Southern
Florida. Candidates Under Care, Interns, or Licentiates will be
in the same Presbytery as their home church. Adopted

IV. Committee Members

Presbytery Member

Ascension TE Scott R. Wright
Blue Ridge TE Bradley Wright
Calvary RE Robert A. Caldwell
Central Carolina TE Patrick Womack
Central Florida TE Marvin J. Bates III
Central Georgia RE Chuck Duggan
Chesapeake TE Benton W. Taylor Jr.
Covenant TE James Danner
Eastern Canada TE Don Codling
Eastern Carolina RE William Walker
Evangel RE Francis Hare Jr.
Great Lakes TE Jason Strong
Heartland TE Jeff Vaughn
Houston Metro RE Donald German
Illiana TE Donald R. Hulsey Jr.
Korean Eastern TE Eliot Lee
Metropolitan New York TE Mark Wellman
Mississippi Valley RE Orrin H. Swayze, Chairman
Missouri TE Stephen T. Estock, Secretary
New River TE David A. Currence
North Florida RE A. L. Couch

North Georgia TE Walter H. Henegar
Ohio Valley RE Chuck Hickey
Pacific Northwest TE John Day
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Piedmont Triad TE Jeff Miller
Pittsburgh RE David Johnson
Potomac RE Lee Beckham
Rocky Mountain RE Larnie Shinnick
South Texas TE Mike Singenstreu
Southeast Alabama RE Hugh Frazer Jr.
Southeast Louisiana TE Woody Markert
Southern Florida RE Bruce Nichols
Warrior TE Marshall Brown
Western Carolina TE Dean P. Cortese
Westminster TE Curtis A. Stapleton

/s/ RE Orrin H. Swayze, Chairman /s/ TE Stephen T. Estock, Secretary

The Assembly paused to sing hymn 37, “O God, to Us Show Mercy.”

32-36 Partial Report of Committee on Constitutional Business

On recommendation of CCB, the Assembly referred proposed
amendments to “RAQO” 14-3.e.5 to Bills and Overtures (see 32-14, p. 52; for
further action, see 32-52, p. 201).

FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT
OF THE COMMITTEE ON CONSTITUTIONAL BUSINESS

I. Introduction
The Committee on Constitutional Business (CCB) met on June 16, 2004, to
deal with business referred to it by the General Assembly.

Attendance was as follows:

TE Bryan Chapell — present
TE Larry Hoop — present

TE Karl McCallister — present
TE Mark Rowden — present
TE Morton Smith (alt.) — present

RE Dan Carrell, Chairman — present

RE Frederick (Jay) Neikirk, Secretary
— present

RE E. J. Nusbaum — present

RE John Weiss (alt.) - excused

RE David Yates — present

II. Constitutional Inquiries (see also 32-6, p. 42; 32-44, p. 147)

Constitutional Inquiry 1 from the Committee on Review of Presbytery

Records

Question: What is the constitutional definition of “papists” in WCF 24-3?
Does this term include Roman Catholics who can give a credible profession
of faith in Christ alone as their Savior?
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Response: It would be unwise, improper, and unconstitutional for the
Committee on Constitutional Business to determine abstractly the meaning of
a point of doctrine such as this. The understanding of this term should be
determined by means such as an in thesi statement, by judicial process, or,
most commonly, by presbyteries working through the issue, subject to proper
review. Adopted by CCB
(Note: TE Hoop recused himself from this vote)

Constitutional Inquiry 2 from the Committee on Review of Presbytery
Records

Question: What is the RPRC’s responsibility under current BCO 21-4 in
reviewing presbyteries’ granting of exceptions to the Constitution? Is the
action by a presbytery reviewable by RPRC under “RAO” 14 and BCO 40?
(Note: RPRC currently understands that “RAO” 14 and BCO 40 task it to
review minutes and make recommendations relating to violations of the
Constitution to GA.)

Response: In regard to BCO 21-4, the action of a presbytery is reviewable by
the Committee on Review of Presbytery Records (CRPR) to the extent of its
authority in that the CRPR is charged to Constitution (BCO 40-2). If the
Committee finds an entry that it believes does not conform, it is to report that
apparent violation in accordance with “RAO” 14-6.c. Adopted by CCB

III. Proposed Amendment to “RAO” 14-3.e.5 from the Committee on
Review of Presbytery Records

It is the opinion of the CCB that the proposed amendment, as presented, is in
conflict with the Constitution in that the reporting requirements proposed in
the amendment do not cover all the possible responses of presbyteries under
BCO 21-4 with regard to examinees’ stated differences with our Standards.

Adopted by CCB
Respectfully submitted,
/s/ RE Dan Carrell /s/ RE Frederick Neikirk
Chairman Secretary

32-37 CoC on PCA Foundation

TE Steven Froehlich, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and
presented the report (see Appendix K, pp. 516 — 18; for Informational Report on
PCAF, see 32-25, p. 57). Recommendations 1, 3-4 were adopted.
Recommendation 2 was deferred to the report of the CoC on Administration.

I. Business Referred to the Committee

PCA Foundation, Inc., Report including Recommendations, Minutes,
Audit and Budget.
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II. Statement of Major Issues Discussed

No major issues were introduced or raised by the commissioners other
than those in the recommendations.

III. Recommendations

The Committee of Commissioners on PCA Foundation, Inc. makes the
following recommendations to the Thirty-Second General Assembly of
the Presbyterian Church in America:

1.

That the financial audit for the PCA Foundation, Inc. for the calendar
year ended December 31, 2003 by Capin Crouse, LLP be received.
Adopted

That the proposed 2005 Budget of the PCA Foundation, Inc. be
approved. Deferred to AC (32-47, p. 150)
That the Minutes of Board meetings of August 1, 2003 and March 5,
2004 be approved. Adopted
That the General Assembly commend the President, Randel N. Stair,
his staff, and the Board of Directors of PCA Foundation, Inc., for
their excellent service to the denomination and faithful work to the

Lord Jesus Christ. Adopted as Amended
Commissioners Present:
Presbytery Commissioner
Ascension TE Michael Harvey
Calvary RE Bill Boney
Central Carolina TE Daniel Jarstfer
Chesapeake RE Richard Riehl
Covenant TE Joshua A. Martin
Evangel RE Roger Sawyer
Fellowship TE Richard John Wheeler
Heartland TE Alan Mallory
Heritage RE Harold E. Whitlock
James River TE John Lindsay
Metropolitan New York TE John R. Lauber
Mississippi Valley RE Edward O. Nalley
Nashville RE Jack L. Watkins
New York State TE Steve Froehlich
North Georgia TE Robert Cargo
Pittsburgh RE Jim Jenkins
Southeast Alabama RE R. Mike Cox
Susquehanna Valley RE Bob Eickelberg
Westminster TE Larry E. Ball

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ TE Steve Froehlich, Chairman

/s/ RE Jack L. Watkins, Secretary
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32-38 CoC on Ridge Haven

TE Claude E. McRoberts III, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer

and presented the report (see Appendix N, pp. 564 — 66; for Informational
Report on RH, see 32-38, p. 58). Recommendations 1-4, 6-9 were adopted.
Recommendation 5 was deferred to the report of the CoC on Administration.

I

IL.

III.

Business Referred to the Committee

1.
2.
3.

4.
5.

Approval of 2002, 2003 Audit

Approval of 2005 Budget

Approval of minutes of Board of Directors of September 4-5, 2003,
February 23-24, 2004, and May 17-18, 2004

Approval of February 13, 2005 as Ridge Haven Sunday

Overture #5 (Revised Makeup of Ridge Haven Board of Trustees)

Statement of Major Issues Discussed

Work of Ridge Haven over the past year including increased camp
registrations, improvements done to property, auditor’s report, next year’s
budget, and the need to increase outside donor support to meet expenses.

Ridge Haven is a gift from God to the PCA and as such fulfills a vital
ministry role in our denomination. Therefore, we ought to give our full
support to Ridge Haven through partnership shares.

Recommendations

The Committee of Commissioners on Ridge Haven makes the following
recommendations to the Thirty-Second General Assembly of the
Presbyterian Church in America:

1.

2.

That the minutes of Ridge Haven Board of Directors of September 4-

5, 2003 be approved. Adopted
That the minutes of Ridge Haven Board of Directors of February 23-
24,2004 be approved. Adopted
. That the minutes of Ridge Haven Board of Directors of May 17-18,
2004 be approved. Adopted
. That the Audited Financial Statements for years ending December 31,
2002 & 2003 be approved. Adopted

That the 2005 Budget be approved.  Deferred to AC (32-47, p. 150)
That Overture #5 (Revised Makeup of Ridge Haven Board of
Trustees) be answered in the negative. Adopted
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7. That the purpose for the existing line of credit for the water system be
expanded to include the state-mandated septic system upgrade and

repair. Adopted
8. That the Lord’s Day, February 13, 2005, be recognized in PCA
churches as Ridge Haven Sunday. Adopted

9. That the 32™ General Assembly encourage its congregations to
prayerfully reconsider full participation in the Partnership Shares in

support of Ridge Haven’s ministry. Adopted
Commissioners Present:
Presbytery Commissioner
Blue Ridge RE Erskin Harton
Calvary TE Peter Spink
Central Carolina RE Grady Rhyne
Chesapeake RE Jason Hannas
Evangel TE Howard Eyrich
Grace RE William Stanway
Gulf Coast TE Richard A. Fennig
Heartland RE Scott Floyd
Missouri TE Michael P. Kennison
Pittsburgh TE James D. Funyak
Southeast Alabama TE Claude E. McRoberts 111
Tennessee Valley TE Eric C. Mullinax
/s/ TE Claude McRoberts 111, Chairman /s/ TE Eric Mullinax, Secretary

32-39 CoC on PCA Retirement & Benefits, Inc.

RE Samuel Duncan, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and
presented the report (see Appendix L, pp. 519 — 550; for RBI Informational
Report, see 32-26, p. 57). Recommendations 1-3, 5-12 were adopted.
Recommendation 4 was deferred to the report of the CoC on
Administration. The Chairman led the Assembly in prayer.

I. Business Referred to the Committee

A. Review of permanent committee minutes
B. Review of auditors report

C. Review of the budget

D. Review of recommendations

II. Statement of Major Issues Discussed

General Recommendations of Retirement and Benefits, Inc.

136



JOURNAL

III. Recommendations

1.

10.

11.

12.

That the General Assembly approve the minutes of the board
meetings dated August 8, 2003, November 7, 2003 and March 5,
2004. Adopted
That the General Assembly receive the audit report dated April 16,
2004 by Capin Crouse LLP. Adopted
That the General Assembly approve the use of Capin Crouse LLP
to conduct the 2004 audit. Adopted
That the General Assembly receive the 2005 budget with the
understanding that it is a spending plan and will be adjusted as
necessary by the Board of Directors to accommodate changing
circumstances during the year. Deferred to AC (32-47, p. 150)
That the General Assembly approve the 2005 Trustee Fee Agreements
for the Tax-Sheltered Annuity Trust and the Health & Welfare
Benefits Trust (Appendix L, Attachment B, p. 526). Adopted
That the General Assembly approve the 23rd Amendment to the Tax-
Sheltered Annuity Plan, relating to IRS-required changes, making PCA
Retirement & Benefits, Inc. the single corporate trustee, and conduit
abuse (Appendix L, Attachment C, pp. 527 —47). Adopted
That the General Assembly approve the 24th Amendment to the
Tax-Sheltered Annuity Plan, relating to the deletion of the
obligation of the PCA to indemnify the trustee and its personnel
(Appendix L, Attachment D, p. 547 — 48). Adopted
That the General Assembly approve the amendment to the
“Corporate Bylaws” of Presbyterian Church in America (A
Corporation), relating to filling vacancies on the Board of Directors
of PCA Retirement & Benefits, Inc. (Appendix L, Attachment E,
p. 548 — 49). Adopted
That the General Assembly concur with the Board of Director’s
resolution expressing deep appreciation for Ann D. Llewelyn years
of ministry and faithful service to PCA Retirement & Benefits, Inc.
(Appendix L, Attachment F, p. 550). Adopted
That the General Assembly urge member churches to participate in
the annual Christmas Offering or budget regular benevolence giving
to support relief activities through the Ministerial Relief Fund.
Adopted
That the General Assembly advocate participation in the benefit
plans of PCA Retirement & Benefits, Inc., with particular emphasis
on the health insurance plan. Adopted
And, that the General Assembly commend President Kuh and the
RBI staff and Permanent Committee for their diligent work in
ministering to the needs of our denomination. Adopted
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Commissioners Present:
Presbytery Commissioner

Calvary TE E. Crowell Cooley
Central Carolina RE Jim Mezzanotte
Central Georgia TE Core Colravy
Fellowship RE William J. Cranford Jr.
Grace RE Samuel J. Duncan
Gulf Coast TE Joseph C. Grider
Heritage RE Wayne F. Brauning
Mississippi Valley TE Daniel Gilchrist [V
Missouri TE J. Andrew Moehn
North Georgia RE Jack Sweeney

Ohio Valley TE Thomas J. Stein Jr.
Philadelphia TE Frank D. Moser
Pittsburgh TE David R. Kenyon
Potomac TE Donald W. Sampson
Siouxlands RE Karl R. Pasch
Southeast Alabama TE James E. Pitts

/s/ RE Samuel J. Duncan /s/ TE J. Andrew Moehn

The Assembly paused to sing Psalm 122 from the Trinity Psalter, and
took a fifteen minute recess until 3:20 p.m.

32-40 Partial Report of Committee on Constitutional Business

RE Dan Carrell, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and presented
the report. After reviewing the report, the Assembly received it as
information. (See also 32-36, pp. 132 — 33; 32-54, pp. 203 - 5).

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON CONSTITUTIONAL BUSINESS
TO THE THIRTY-SECOND GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE
PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN AMERICA

I. Introduction

The Committee on Constitutional Business (CCB) met one time
subsequent to the 31* General Assembly, on April 22, 2004, in Atlanta,
GA. At that meeting all work assigned to the Committee was completed.
Attendance at the meeting was as follows:

TE Bryan Chapell - present RE Dan Carrell - present

TE Larry Hoop - present RE Frederick (Jay) Neikirk - present
TE Karl McCallister - present RE E. J. Nusbaum - present

TE Mark Rowden - present RE John Weiss (alt.) - excused

TE Morton Smith (alt.) - excused ~ RE David Yates - excused
TE Roy Taylor (Stated Clerk) - present
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Adyvice on Overtures

A.

Overture 1 from Heritage Presbytery: “Add Knowledge of Holy
Scripture to Ordination Requirements for Ruling Elders and
Deacons”

In the opinion of the CCB, Overture 1 is not in conflict with other
parts of the Constitution. In addition, we would note: a) that there
is no clear evidence that the lack of this requirement was
“inadvertent;” and b) that the proposed amendment, as written, may
also create a constitutional ambiguity with regard to its application
to already ordained elders and deacons, particularly those serving
on rotating boards.” Adopted by CCB

Overture 2 from Eastern Canada Presbytery: “Amend BCO 24-3
Regarding Election of Ruling Elders and Deacons”

In the opinion of the CCB, Overture 2 is not in conflict with other
parts of the Constitution, with the notation that in the second line of
the “Therefore” paragraph the parenthetical to be deleted is “(See
also BCO 20-4)" rather than “(See also BCO 20-5)" as the Overture
indicates. Adopted by CCB

Overture 5 from Westminster Presbytery: “Revise Makeup of
Ridge Haven Board of Trustees”

In the opinion of the CCB, Overture 5 is not properly before the CCB.
Overture 5 is, in effect, asking for a proposal to change the governing
structure for Ridge Haven. At a minimum this would include changes
in the “RAO” and “Corporate Bylaws” of the PCA. Apart from
specific language proposed to the General Assembly to effect these
changes, CCB can provide no further advice on this matter.

Adopted by CCB

Overture 6 from the Session of Ellisville Presbyterian Church:
“Amend BCO 13-1, 14-2, 23-2, 24-9 et altera to Restrict Teaching
Elders Voting in Presbyteries and General Assembly to Pastors and
Associate Pastors Only.”

In the opinion of the CCB, Overture 6 from the Session of Ellisville
Presbyterian Church is in conflict with other parts of the
Constitution. As we reported last year (M31GA p. 163):

“BCO 3-1 specifies that the power is committed by Christ to
His Church in the whole body. The present BCO 14-2
recognizes that fundamental principle and specifically
delineates that TEs are entitled to representation growing out
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of the membership in their presbytery not their local church.
The proposed overture violates the concept of BCO 3-1 in
that it denies that the power of Christ is given to His whole
church...to include the presbytery. The overture assumes the
power is invested only in the local church. The effect of this
overture would be to disenfranchise all TEs who are not
pastors or associate pastors. This would include but not be
limited to: military chaplains, missionaries, church-planters,
presbytery evangelists, seminary and college professors,
General Assembly committee staff, any TEs laboring out-of-
bounds, etc.”
Adopted by CCB with TE Chapell recusing himself.

Overture 7 from James River Presbytery: “Amend BCO 57-5
Regarding Adding a Congregation’s Vow at a Profession of Faith”

In the opinion of the CCB, Overture 7 from James River Presbytery is
not in conflict with other parts of the Constitution. Adopted by CCB

Overture 8 from North Texas Presbytery: “Amend BCO 24-9 to
Delete Age Requirements of Ruling Elders or Deacons Emeriti”

In the opinion of the CCB, Overture 8 from North Texas Presbytery
is not in conflict with other parts of the Constitution.
Adopted by CCB

Overture 9 from Grace Presbytery: “Regarding Doctrinal
Subscription, Amend BCO Preface, Section I, Preliminary Principles
(by addition), Chapter 16 (by addition), and 21-4 (by deletion)”

In the opinion of the CCB, Overture 9 from Grace Presbytery is in
conflict with the Second Ordination Vow (BCO 21-5.2; 24-5.2).

a. The Overture states that truth is “revealed in the Scriptures . . .as
interpreted by the Westminster Confession of Faith” as opposed
to the Second Ordination Vow that states that the Westminster
Confession of Faith “contain[s] the system of doctrine taught in
the Holy Scriptures.” This would leave the PCA with a
Preliminary Principle that would seem to elevate the Confession
of Faith above Scripture.

b. There is confusion in the Overture’s understanding regarding the
process whereby exceptions are established. The proposed
Overture states that any difference with the Standards that the
man declares is to be identified as an exception. This is in
conflict with our historic practice and present Constitution that
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says the man declares his differences but the Presbytery
determines whether they are truly exceptions (BCO 21-5.2; 13-
9.a,f). This procedure is necessary because there is an historic
gradation of differences within the Standards; i.e., scruples,
reservations, and exceptions.

c. The language of the proposed 16-3b is in conflict with the
Second Ordination Vow in that it goes beyond the Second

Ordination Vow. The language of the Overture is “. . .any
officer who has been ordained, shall inform the court . . .of any
instance _where he may differ . . .,” while the Second

Ordination Vow states, “If at any time you find yourself out of
accord with any of the fundamentals of this system of doctrine,
you will on your own initiative make known to your
presbytery the change. . ..” Adopted by CCB

H. Overture 10 from Nashville Presbytery: “Amend BCO 15-4 to
Allow One TE and One RE from the Same Presbytery to Serve on
the SJIC”

In the opinion of the CCB, Overture 10 from Nashville Presbytery is
not in conflict with other parts of the Constitution. Adopted by CCB

III. Advice to the Stated Clerk

The Stated Clerk presented by letter six matters on which he had
rendered advice and for which he requested the concurrence of the
CCB. Under the provision of “RAO” 7-2(1) such advice is not reported
to the General Assembly. The CCB hereby reports to the General
Assembly that it concurs with the Stated Clerk’s advice in each case,
noting only one suggested change in wording.

Adopted by CCB

IV. Minutes of the Standing Judicial Commission

The CCB has read the minutes of the Standing Judicial Commission
dated October 16-17, 2003, and March 4, 2004, and found no lack of
conformity to “RAO” 15 and MSJC. Further, the CCB expresses its
appreciation to the SJC for providing additional information in its minutes
that enables the CCB better to fulfill its responsibilities under “RAO” 15-1
and SJCM 21-5. Adopted by CCB

s/s RE Dan Carrell, Chairman s/s RE Frederick Neikirk, Secretary
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32-41 Report of the Theological Examining Committee
TE Stephen M. Clark, Secretary, led the Assembly in prayer and
presented the report, which was received as information.

The Theological Examining Committee (TEC) was not called upon to meet
face-to-face this year. However, your TEC, by unanimous consent and in
consultation with the Stated Clerk, did take one action in August of 2003 to
fulfill its charge: “[T]o examine all first and second level administrative
officers of committees, boards and agencies, and those acting temporarily in
these positions who are being recommended for first time employment” (BCO
14.1.14).

The committee members are: TE J. Ligon Duncan III (Chairman), TE Michael
D. Bolus, TE Stephen Clark, (Secretary), TE Stuart B. Latimer Jr. (alternate),
RE Warren Bennett, RE Royce C. Seifert, and RE Charles Waldron (alternate).
Minutes of our meetings are filed with the Stated Clerk’s office.

Committee Action

1. Dr. Niel Nielson, President of Covenant College, sought the TEC’s opinion
on whether Mr. Wallace Anderson, then a second-level administrative
officer of PCA MTW, needed to be re-examined before taking a second-
level post at Covenant College as Vice President for Admission and
Enrollment Management. Mr. Anderson had been examined by the TEC for
his second-level position with PCA MTW in 1996. Mr. Anderson
confirmed to the TEC that his views had not changed since that
examination. The Committee, in consultation with the Stated Clerk,
unanimously concurred that re-examination was unnecessary in this case,
and approved of Mr. Anderson moving to the field.

Other Committee Business

1. The TEC does not approach its work pro forma. The TEC has repeatedly
reaffirmed (in 1993, 1994, 1995, 1999, 2000, and 2003) its commitment
to follow carefully the directives of BCO 14.1.14 by examining
prospective first- and second-level officers of GA Committees, Boards
and Agencies in each area specified there: Christian Experience, Bible
Content, Theology, the Sacraments, Church Government, and Church
History. The TEC thus examines in all the areas required by the BCO.

2. The Committee pursues no agenda, but does hear the views of examinees
regarding controverted issues. Generally speaking, as you already know,
in the PCA there is an allowed diversity in some of these matters and an
expected unity on others. There is a range of opinion on the committee
itself pertaining to some of these questions. Hence the Committee’s vote of
approval is based upon a charitable hearing of the candidates’positions, a
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faithful reading of our Standards, and the corporate conscience of the
church. The TEC is diligent to inform the GA of any exceptions to the
Standards taken by a nominee.

TE Ligon Duncan, the TEC Chairman, may be reached at 601.973.9104, at
lduncan@fpcjackson.org, or at 1390 North State Street, Jackson, MS 39209
regarding matters relating to the business of TEC. His PA, Missye Rhee
Breazeale, can also be contacted at MissyeRheeB@fpcjackson.org to arrange
for logistical matters in relation to examinations.

The TEC requests that the Nominating Committee of GA place in
nomination only those men who have expressed their willingness and
ability to travel and perform the duties of the TEC and, ordinarily, only
those with experience in theological examination at Presbytery and/or
General Assembly level.

The TEC reminds the GA, its Committees and Agencies that BCO 14.1.14
says “No person will begin work or move on the field without prior
examination and approval by the GA’s TEC.”

32-42 CoC on Mission to the World

TE Larry C. Hoop, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and

presented the report (see Appendix I, pp. 459 — 81). Recommendations 1-4,
6-7 were adopted. Recommendation 5 was deferred to the report of the
CoC on Administration.

I.
I1.

I11.

Business Referred to the Committee
Statement of Major Issues Discussed
Recommendations

The Committee of Commissioners on Mission to the World makes the
following recommendations to the Thirty-Second General Assembly of
the Presbyterian Church in America:

1. That the month of October, 2004, be set aside as a month of prayer
for global missions, and ask God to send many more laborers into

His harvest field Adopted

2. That the General Assembly urge the churches to set aside a portion
of their giving for the suffering peoples of the world; to that end, be

it recommended that a special offering for relief and mercy
(Compassion Ministry) be taken during 2005 to be distributed by
MTW Adopted

3. That the General Assembly set aside Sunday, November 14, 2004,
as a day of prayer and fasting for the persecuted church worldwide
Adopted
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That Paul Kooistra be reelected as Coordinator of MTW; having
performed his annual evaluation, CMTW commends him for the
excellent leadership he has provided MTW Adopted
That the proposed budget of MTW, as presented through the
Administrative Committee, be approved

Deferred to AC (32-47, p. 150)
That the minutes of the meeting of March 5-7, 2003, be accepted with

notations Adopted
That the minutes of the meeting of November 5-7, 2003, be
accepted with notations Adopted

Commissioners Present:

Presbytery Commissioner
Ascension RE Clark Marshall

Blue Ridge RE William Jones
Calvary TE Andy Lewis

Central Carolina RE Mike Folk

Central Florida TE Henry Thomas Patton III
Evangel TE Alex Goodsell
Fellowship RE John Gabrenas

Great Lakes TE David J. Rogers

Gulf Coast TE Robert B. Looper
Heartland RE Lyle Nilson

Houston Metro TE John A. Carroll

Iowa TE Larry C. Hoop

James River RE Earnest Forbes
Missouri TE Christopher Alan Polski
North Florida TE Rodney W. Whited
Ohio Valley TE Scott Parsons
Palmetto TE David B. Mulholland
Pittsburgh TE W. Dennis Griffith
Potomac TE James M. MacGregor
Rocky Mountain TE Scott MacNaughton
Southeast Alabama TE Jeffrey L. Hamm
Southern Florida TE Philip B. Strong
Southern New England TE Robert G. Cox
Susquehanna Valley RE Howard E. Perry
Tennessee Valley TE Rankin Wilbourne
Western Carolina RE James Linton
Westminster RE Arklie Hooten

Respectfully Submitted,
/s/ TE Larry Hoop, Chairman

/s/ TE Scott Parsons, Secretary
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The Assembly paused to sing hymn 353, Love Thy Kingdom Lord”

and hymn 58, “For All the Saints.”

32-43 CoC on Reformed University Ministry

TE Paul L. Bankson, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and

presented the report (see Appendix M, pp. 551 — 63). Recommendations 1-5,
7-9 were adopted. Recommendation 6 was deferred to the report of the CoC
on Administration. RE Howard Q. Davis Jr. led the Assembly in prayer.

I.

I1.

III.

Business Referred to the Committee

A. Minutes of the October, 7, 2003, June 10, 2003, and March 9, 2004,
meetings of the Permanent Committee

B. Audit for 2003

C. Budget for 2005

D. Report and recommendations of the Permanent Committee

Statement of Major Issues Discussed

The Coordinator introduced the Permanent Committee Chairman and the
rest of the staff. The Committee of Commissioners heard a brief report
from the Coordinator. Great progress has been made in establishing RUF
Ministries around the country, and the Permanent Committee desires to
expand RUF onto campuses, in parts of the country where the PCA is less
geographically strong, through the partnership shares donations of the
churches.

Recommendations

The Committee of Commissioners on Reformed University Ministry
makes the following recommendations to the Thirty-Second General
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America.

1. That the General Assembly give thanks to God for the ministry of
Reformed University Ministries, for its faithfulness to the Scriptures,
the Reformed faith, the Great Commission, for the students reached
by RUF, its staff, its Permanent and Affiliated Committee members,
for the development of multi-ethnic and African-American
ministries, RUF’s in smaller presbyteries of the denomination, the
RUF Fellows program, partnership with MTW, and for those who
support the work of Reformed University Ministries through their
prayers and gifts. Adopted

2. That the General Assembly encourage the congregations and
Presbyteries of the Presbyterian Church in America to form Affiliated

145



MINUTES OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Committees on Reformed University Ministries and work together to
start and fund new RUF works within their bounds. Adopted
That the General Assembly encourage the congregations of the
Presbyterian Church in America to support the ministry of
Reformed University Ministries by contributing the Partnership
Shares approved by the General Assembly. Adopted
That the General Assembly approve the minutes of the meetings of
the Committee on Reformed University Ministries for June 10,
2003, October 7, 2003 and March 9, 2004. Adopted
That the General Assembly receive the financial audit for Reformed
University Ministries for the fiscal year ending December 31, 2003,
by Carr, Riggs & Ingram, LLP. Adopted
That the General Assembly approve the 2005 budget of Reformed
University Ministries, and note with thanksgiving the opportunities and
challenges represented by the entire 2005 budget.

Deferred to AC (32-47, p. 150)
That the General Assembly receive as information the Attachment
for a listing of presbyteries and their affiliated committees, campus
staff and location of ministries and the 2005 budget for the entire
ministry including affiliated committees. Adopted
That the General Assembly reelect TE Rod S. Mays as Coordinator
of Reformed University Ministries for the 2004/2005 term and

commend him for his faithful service. Adopted
That the General Assembly pray for the ministry of Reformed
University Ministries. Adopted

Commissioners Present:
Presbytery

Southeast Alabama
Central Georgia
East Carolina
Fellowship
Covenant
Pittsburgh

Ohio Valley
Westminster
Missouri
Evangel

James River
Calvary

Western Carolina

Commissioner

TE Michael J. Alsup
TE Paul Bankson

TE David A. Bowen
RE Philip W. Clark Jr.
RE Howard Q. Davis Jr.
TE Dennis J. Gill

TE Christopher Harper
RE Jerry Harr

TE Timothy Herrera

TE Michael W. Honeycutt
RE Rick Hutton

TE Timothy S. Lane
RE Eric B. Moore
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Korean Eastern TE Steve Na

[lliana RE Larry Payton

Ascension RE Ken Peterson

Chesapeake TE Jeffrey Scott Rickett
Great Lakes TE John C. Van Dyke

South Florida TE Stephen M. Van Roekel
Rocky Mountain TE Frank D. VanLandingham
Houston Metro TE Dale H. Vining
Philadelphia TE Stephen R. Wilson
Potomac TE Paul David Wolfe

/s/ TE Paul Bankson, Chairman /s/ RE Rick Hutton, Secretary

32-44 Constitutional Inquiry
A Constitutional Inquiry from TE Paul Hurst was received and referred
to CCB (for text and action, see 32-54, pp. 203 —5).

32-45 Recess

The Assembly recessed in prayer at 4:15 p.m. with the singing of
Psalm 124 and prayer by TE Michael F. Ross to reconvene for worship this
evening and for business tomorrow morning at 9:30 a.m. Thursday morning.

Fourth Session - Thursday Morning
June 17, 2004

32-46 Assembly Reconvenes

The Assembly reconvened at 9:30 a.m. on June 17, 2004 with the
singing of hymn 53, “Praise to the Lord, the Almighty” and prayer by TE
Howell A. Burkhalter, who specifically prayed for the persecuted church.

32-47 CoC on Administrative Committee

TE Mark A. Rowden, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and
presented the report (see Appendix C, pp. 262 — 363). Recommendations
2,4-5,7-11 were adopted.

RE Sam Duncan assumed the Moderator’s chair. With reference to
Recommendation 1, on a point of order, the Moderator ruled that since the
recommendation is that the “Report be approved” (p. 268). amendments to the
recommendation are not in order. The Moderator ruled that an amendment
to change “approved” to “received” was ruled out of order, and on challenge
the Moderator’s ruling was sustained. The Assembly recommitted the
Report of the Strategic Planning Committee, with all proposed
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recommendations related to that report, with instructions that it be revised to
put the report in a form better adapted for the consideration of the 33™
General Assembly. TE Ligon Duncan resumed the Moderator’s chair.

Recommendation 3 was adopted with editorial correction.

Recommendation 6 was adopted as amended to add after “GA
Minutes” (p. 270): “Commissioner registration fees for Ruling Elders from
churches with total receipts of under $100,000 (US or Canadian) as reported
in the previous year to the Stated Clerk of the General Assembly, be
discounted by 50 per cent.”

Recommendation 12, to approve the Minutes of the Permanent
Committee and the Board of Directors, was presented verbally and adopted.
Recommendation 13, to add the Stated Clerk to the Strategic Planning
Committee as an advisory member, was presented verbally and adopted.

The Chairman commended the Stated Clerk for his service to the
Assembly.

The Assembly without objection appended to this AC CoC report a
Memorial to RE Walter Lastovica (for action and text, see 32-56, p. 248).

I. Business Referred to the Committee

A. Minutes of the Administrative Committee
1.  June 10, 2003
2. October 3, 2003
3. April 2,2004

B. Minutes of the Board of Directors
1.  June 10,2003
2. October 3, 2003
3. April 2,2004

C. Report and Recommendations of the Administrative Committee.
II. Statement of Major Issues Discussed

A. Recommendations 1, 2, 3, and 11 of the AC Report, (Appendix C,
pp. 268, 271), related to the Strategic Planning Committee (a
sub-committee of AC).

B. Recommendations 4, 5, and 9 of the AC Report, (Appendix C, pp.
268 — 271), related to the Committee and Agency budgets for 2005,
and the CAO Compensation and Guidelines table.

C. Recommendation 6, of the AC Report, (Appendix C, p. 270), related
to an increase in the commissioner registration fee for 2005.
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D. Review and approval of AC & Board of Directors minutes from
June 2003 to April 2004.

III. Recommendations

1.

That the 2004 Strategic Planning Committee (SPC) Report be
approved as amended, with the following recommendations:

a)

b)

d)

That three (3) strategic initiatives to be studied are:
= engaging Ruling Elders (pp. 284 — 86);
= preparing the next generation (pp. 287 — 88); and
= organizing resources to serve our corporate mission

(pp. 288 —93).
To achieve greater Ruling FElder participation and assure
effective RE training. The AC should coordinate a task force
with other Committees and Agencies, especially CE&P and
Covenant Seminary, as well as churches and presbyteries with
well-developed training materials (p. 284).
CE&P should take the lead in putting together a temporary
task force with representatives of CE&P, Covenant Seminary,
RUM, and Covenant College (and others that these entities
agree to involve) to address the concerns of preparing the next
generation. This task force should render a report to the
Strategic Planning Committee by February 2005 (p. 287).
The GA should restructure the present Strategic Planning
Steering Committee into a Strategic Planning Committee, (a
sub-committee of AC), as a panel of highly qualified, godly
individuals who should evaluate the work of the
Committees/Agencies and render a final report to the AC at
least two weeks prior to the spring meeting in 2005 (normally
at the end of March). (See pp. 288 — 90).

Amendments to SPC report: replace “spouses” with “wives,”
p- 284 (d), and p. 274 (First Initiative Summary [d]); and
replace “Recommended Members of Committee,” p. 289, with
the following language:

We recommend a committee of 16 members (8 TEs & 8 REs)
consisting of the following 10 men:

REs TEs

Frank Brock (chair) Frank Barker
Joel Belz Will Barker
Harry Hargrave Ligon Duncan
Glen Fogle Dave Clelland
Jack Williamson Bill Lyle
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and 6 additional members (3TEs & 3REs), to be appointed by the

AC, that represent the broad ethnic, theological, geographical and

chronological diversity of our denomination. Recommitted
Recommendation #2. p. 268, relating to “Authorization of the SPC
to raise funds,” be approved. Adopted
Recommendation #3, p. 268, relating to “the SPC be granted
authority to replace members of the committee, if appropriate, as
approved by the Administrative Committee, should a member drop
out,” be approved. Adopted
That the ten committee and agency budgets and the building budget

for 2005 (Recommendation #4, pp. 268 — 69) be approved.

Committee/ Operating Budget Partnership Share
Agency
AC $1,920,452 $1,211,052
CE&P $3,062,000 $1,875,500
CC $22,235,260 $2,275,000
CTS $8,730,000 $2,255,000
MNA $6,495,270 $6,250,270
MTW $43,328,030 $5,732,023
PCAF $696,000 Not included
RBI $1,344,135 Not included
RUM $1,667,491 $932,841
RH $1,365,207 $675,855
Building $284,177 Not included
Adopted

That the Chief Administrative Officer Compensation and
Guidelines table for 2005 be approved (Recommendation #5,
Appendix C, pp. 269 — 70). Adopted
Note: The committee reviewed the audit report of AC and building fund
and reconciled them with the actual revenue and expenses for 2003.
That Recommendation #6 (Appendix C, p. 270) be approved as
amended by the CoC and a motion from the floor of General
Assembly:
That the commissioner registration fee for 2005 be set at $300;
$200 will be allocated to the General Assembly; $75 to the
SJC, budgeted under “Standing Committees and
Commissions,” and $25 allocated to “Stats and Publications”
to cover the preparation, printing, and distribution of GA
Minutes. Commissioner registration fees for Ruling Elders
from churches with total receipts of under $100,000 (US or
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Canadian) as reported in the previous year to the Stated Clerk
of the General Assembly, will be discounted by 50 per cent.
Adopted as Amended
Recommendation #7 (p. 270) — “That the General Assembly approve
Robins, Eskew and Farmer, P.C., as auditors for the Administrative
Committee and the Committee on Christian Education and
Publications; Capin, Crouse & Co. as auditors for the Committee on
Mission to the World and the Committee on Mission to North
America; Carr, Riggs & Ingram LLP as auditors for the Committee on
Reformed University Ministries for the calendar year ending
December 31, 2004.” — be approved. Adopted
Recommendation #8, (p. 270) — “That the Assembly approve the
Building Occupancy Cost charged to each ministry at $11 per
square foot for 2005. This represents no change in costs.” — be
approved. Adopted
Recommendation 9#, (pp. 270 — 71) relating to “an annual report on
the cost of the AC’s mandated responsibilities:” — be approved.
Adopted
That the General Assembly continue the call to TE L. Roy Taylor
as the Stated Clerk of the General Assembly for another year and
that he be commended for his excellent service to Christ and His
church. Adopted
Recommendation #11, (p. 271) “That the 2004 AC budget be
amended by $225,000 for designated funds . . .” be approved.
Adopted
Note: That the GA take note that the perpetual lack of adequate
funding and inability to raise funds through development is frustrating
and distracting for the administration committee and stated clerk’s
office and that the commissioners are urged to appeal to their churches
to prayerfully consider supporting the administration.
That the AC minutes for 6-10-03, 10-3-03, and 4-2-04 and that the
Board of Directors minutes for 6-10-03, 10-3-03, and 4-2-04 be
approved. Adopted
That the Stated Clerk be added as an advisory member to the
Strategic Planning Committee. Adopted

Commissioners Present:
Presbytery Commissioner

Ascension TE Robert Charles Peterson
Central Carolina TE Andrew Webb
Chesapeake TE William H. Dever Jr.

Evangel

RE Jack Totherow
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Fellowship

Gulf Coast
Heartland

Heritage

Houston Metro
James River
Louisiana
Metropolitan New York
Mississippi Valley
North Georgia
Philadelphia
Piedmont Triad
Pittsburgh

Potomac

Rocky Mountain
South Texas
Southeast Alabama
Southeast Louisiana
Tennessee Valley
Westminster

Respectfully submitted,

TE Robert F. Sprinkle Jr.
RE Tom Stanton

TE D. Timothy Rackley
RE J. Robert Almond
TE John-Gregory Farrell
TE L. Jackson Howell
RE Vince Lanier

TE Craig Chapman

RE John Lanting

TE Mark A. Rowden
RE Brian Esterly

TE Jeremy Sink

RE Larry Koster

RE Patrick Shields

TE Jim Urish

TE Jerry 1. Maguire

RE W. Mark Anderson
TE J. Scott Lindsay

RE Mark A. Buckner
TE Daniel J. Foreman

/s/Mark A. Rowden, Chairman /s/Mark A. Buckner, Secretary
32-48 CoC on Bills and Overtures

TE T. Calhoun Boroughs III, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer
and presented the report (see text below). Recommendations 1-7 were

adopted.

I. Business Referred to the Committee
II. Statement of Major Issues Discussed
III. Recommendations

1. That Overture 1 from Heritage Presbytery (“Add Knowledge of
Holy Scripture to Ordination Requirements for Ruling Elders and
Deacons”) be answered in the negative. Adopted
Grounds: For 32 years what is clearly implied in the standards for
ordination of Ruling Elders and Deacons has been sufficient, and it
continues to be so. A man could not have a proper knowledge of
our “system of doctrine, government, discipline contained in the
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2

Constitution...” without a “knowledge of Holy Scripture.” The
requirement for a Teaching Elder to be examined in the “practical
knowledge of Bible content” is an examination directed at a
candidate’s ability to use the Bible in the pastoral office (BCO 19-
2,b.2., 19-5; 19-11 and 21-4). Further, the Committee concurs with
Committee on Constitutional Business that a “Constitutional
ambiguity” may be caused by changing ordination requirements.

OVERTURE 1 from Heritage Presbytery
“Add Knowledge of Holy Scripture to Ordination Requirements for
Ruling Elders and Deacons”

This overture is presented to correct a serious omission in BCO

Chapter 24-1. In the list of required subjects for the examination of

officer candidates, no reference to examination in Bible content is

made. This overture seeks to make explicit that which has already
been implicit.

Whereas, Holy Scripture is the only inerrant, infallible and inspired
Word of the Living God; (2 Tim 3:16)

Whereas, Holy Scripture is the sole written revelation from God so
as to reveal Himself and declare His will to His Church (WCF
I-1);

Whereas, God sets forth the offices of Elder and Deacon in Holy
Scripture and calls men to teach and to “hold to the deep
truths of the faith” (1 Timothy 3:1-10);

Whereas, officers must possess a working knowledge of Holy
Scripture (Reference see requirements for Licensure, 19-2-b-
2 and Ministers, 21-4-a-3)

Therefore be it resolved that the following requirement for the
examination of nominees for the offices of the Church be
added to BCO 24-1 as item b (so requiring the rest to be re-
lettered c,d,e,) to correct a significant inadvertent oversight:

“b. HIS KNOWLEDGE OF HOLY SCRIPTURE.”

That Overture 2 from Eastern Canada Presbytery (“Amend BCO
24-3 Regarding Election of Ruling Elders and Deacons”) be
answered in the affirmative as corrected by the notation from the
Committee on Constitutional Business that in the second line of the
“Therefore” paragraph the parenthetical to be deleted is “(See also
BCO 20-4)” rather than “(See also BCO 20-5),” and amended by
striking in the last line of the “Therefore” paragraph, “OR that the
Assembly do otherwise as it sees fit to correct this reference (as it
stands redundant) in BCO 24-3.” Adopted
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Grounds: The Overture detects what is likely a mistake, and the
remedy offered is sound.

OVERTURE 2 from Eastern Canada Presbytery

“Amend BCO 24-3 Regarding Election of Ruling Elders and

Deacons”

Whereas, in the provisions for electing ruling elders and deacons,
BCO 24-3 refers to the provisions for electing teaching
elders, BCO 20-4, and

Whereas, the provisions of BCO 20-4 are also expressed in BCO
24-4, in a form specifically for ruling elders and deacons, and

Whereas, this redundancy suggests that a numerical error was
made in inserting this reference, and

Whereas, BCO 20-5 gives directions about dealing with highly
divided votes which are not found in BCO 24, and which
might be to the point in elections of ruling elders and deacons
as well as teaching elders, and

Whereas, this overture was referred back to the Presbytery of
Eastern Canada by the 31st General Assembly, to refine it to
avoid a conflict reported by the Assembly's Constitutional
Business Committee,

Therefore the Presbytery of Eastern Canada overtures the 32nd
General Assembly to amend BCO 24-3, by deleting (“See
also BCO 20-5)”; and by adding BCO 24-5 (renumbering the
following sections); "24-5. On the election of a ruling elder or
deacon, if it appears that a large minority of the voters are
averse to a candidate, and cannot be induced to concur in the
choice, the moderator shall endeavor to dissuade the majority
from prosecuting it further; but if the electors are nearly or
quite unanimous, or if the majority insist upon their right to
choose their officers, the election shall stand."; OR that the
Assembly do otherwise as it sees fit to correct this reference
(as it stands redundant) in BCO 24-3.

That Overture 6 ( “Amend BCO 13-1, 14-2, 23-2, 24-9 et altera to
Restrict Associate Pastors Only”) be answered in the negative.
Adopted
Grounds: The overture’s argument — that officers represent members
of the congregation in the courts of the church — is mistaken. On the
contrary, officers represent Christ in the exercise of the power given
by Him to the whole body (cf. BCO 3-1, -2). Teaching Elders called
by the Church to “needful” works (BCO 8-3) should not thereby lose
any prerogative of our Lord’s calling. The Committee further notes
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the opinion of the Committee on Constitutional Business that
Overture 6 is in conflict with other parts of the Constitution.

OVERTURE 6 from the Session of Ellisville (MS) Presbyterian
Church

“Amend BCO 13-1, 14-2, 23-2, 24-9 et altera to Restrict Teaching
Elders Voting in Presbyteries and General Assembly to Pastors and
Associate Pastors Only”

An overture to amend the Book of Church Order Chapters thirteen
(13), fourteen (14), twenty-three (23), twenty-four (24), and all
other necessary parts to avoid any constitutional conflicts for the
purpose of identifying the voting members of the Presbytery and
General Assembly Courts as representative of the whole body of
believers.

Whereas, “Though the character, qualifications and authority of
church officers are laid down in the holy Scriptures, as well
as the proper method of officer investiture, the power to elect
persons to the exercise of authority in any particular society
resides in the society” (BCO Preface, 11-6), and

Whereas, “The scriptural form of church government, which is
representative or Presbyterian, is comprehended under five
heads: a. the church; b. its members; c. its officers; d. its
courts; e. its orders” (BCO 1-1), and

Whereas, “The members of this visible church catholic, i.e. whole
body, are all those persons in every nation, together with their
children, who make profession of their faith in the Lord Jesus
Christ and promise submission to His laws” (BCO 1-3), and

Whereas, “Ecclesiastical Jurisdiction is not a several, but a joint
power, to be exercised by presbyters in courts. These courts
may have jurisdiction over one or many churches, but they
sustain such mutual relations as to realize the idea of the unity
of the Church” (BCO 1-5), and

Whereas, “This Scriptural doctrine of Presbytery is necessary to
the perfection of the order of the visible Church, but is not
essential to its existence;” (BCO 1-7), and

Whereas, “The church, with its ordinances, officers and courts, is
the agency for the propagation of the faith, and the
evangelization of the world.” (BCO 3-5), and

Whereas, “The exercise of ecclesiastical power, whether joint or
several, has the divine sanction when in conformity with the
statutes enacted by Christ, the lawgiver, and when put forth
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by courts or by officers appointed thereunto in His Word”
(BCO 3-6), and

Whereas, “A particular church consists of a number of professing
Christians, with their children, associated together for divine
worship and godly living, agreeable to the Scriptures, and
submitting to the lawful government of Christ’s kingdom”
(BCO 4-1), and

Whereas, the particular church officers are “teaching and ruling
elders and its deacons” (BCO 4-2); “Its jurisdiction being a
joint power, is lodged in the church Session, which consist of
its pastor, pastors, its associate pastor(s), and its ruling
elders” (BCO 4-3), and

Whereas, “The government of the Church is by officers gifted to
represent Christ, and the right of God’s people to recognize
by election (emphasis added) to office so gifted is inalienable.
Therefore, no man can be placed over a church in any office
without the election, or at least the consent of the church”
(BCO 16-2), and

Whereas, “It belongs to the office of elder, both severally and jointly,
to watch diligently over the flock committed to his charge....
They must exercise government and discipline, and take
oversight not only of the spiritual interests of the particular
church, but also the church generally...” (BCO 8-3), and

Whereas, “The church is governed by various courts, in regular
gradations, which are all, nevertheless, Presbyteries, as being
composed exclusively of presbyters” (BCO 10-1), and

Whereas, “These courts are church Sessions, Presbyteries, and the
General Assembly” (BCO 10-2), and “All church courts are
one in nature, constituted of the same elements, possessed
inherently of the same kinds of rights and powers...” (BCO
11-3, emphasis added), and

Whereas, BCO 12-1 states clearly the composition of the church
session is the pastor, associate pastor (if one exists) and the
ruling elders of the particular church. All are elected to
exercise government, discipline, and to take spiritual
oversight of the congregation. Assistant pastor or pastors,
although not elected members of the session, may be invited
to attend and participate in discussion without vote, and

Whereas, membership in Presbytery, without a call and election by
a particular church, must not give an elder voting privileges
to exercise authority over church members, and
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Whereas, the Presbytery, being one in nature with the Session
(BCO 11-3), should consist of the elected pastor,
pastor(s), associate pastors and ruling elders from each
particular church, and

Whereas, the General Assembly, being one in nature with the
Session and with the Presbytery (BCO 11-3), should consist
of the pastor, pastors, associate pastors, and ruling elders
from each particular church, and

Whereas, it is clear that the government of the church proceeds
from the members of a particular church up through the
elected officers (teaching and ruling elders) of that particular
church and continues upward to the Presbytery through its
elected representatives and further upward to the General
Assembly by its elected representatives, and

Whereas, Elders appointed (not elected) by a court to do a
particular work, (i.e. college and seminary teaching,
chaplains, assistant pastors, missionaries, evangelist, church
planters, etc.) are not part of the representative church
government, and

Whereas, representative church government is violated when
teaching elders who are not members of a particular church
session vote in a court thereby representing only themselves
and not being elected to represent those governed, and

Whereas, all teaching elders not being members of a particular
church Session should be precluded from voting in the
Presbytery and General Assembly courts but do retain their
membership in the Presbytery for purposes of instruction and
discipline.

Therefore be it resolved that BCO Chapter 13-1 be revised by
deleting the second sentence and inserting a new second
sentence, to read “When Presbytery meets as a court its
voting members shall comprise only teaching elders who are
members of a particular church Session and are in good
standing with their presbyteries, and ruling elders as elected
by their Sessions,” and

Change BCO Chapter 14-2, by deleting the second sentence and
inserting a new second sentence, to read “When General
Assembly meets as a court its voting members shall comprise
only teaching elders who are members of a particular church
Session and are in good standing with their presbyteries, and
ruling elders as elected by their Sessions.”
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Change BCO 23-2 by deleting the last sentence, and

Change BCO 24-9 by deleting the last sentence, and
Change any other parts of the BCO as deemed necessary to make it
consistent with these BCO changes.

“May the Lord, the King and Head of the Church, bless and
honor these efforts to make clearer our form of governance.”
(Publisher’s Introduction to the Sixth Edition of the Book of
Church Order.”

Minority Report:

“Hear, O Israel! The Lord is our God, the Lord is one! And
you shall love the Lord your God with all your heart and with
all your soul and with all your might. And these words,
which I am commanding you today, shall be on your heart;
and you shall teach them diligently to your sons and shall talk
of them when you sit in your house and when you walk by
the way and when you lie down and when you rise up” (Deut.
6:4-7). “So when they had finished breakfast, Jesus said to
Simon Peter, ‘Simon, Son of John, do you love Me more than
these?’ He said to Him, ‘Yes, Lord; You know that I love
You.” He said to him, ‘Feed My lambs.” He said to him again
a second time, ‘Simon, Son of John, do you love me?’ He
said to Him, ‘Yes, Lord; You know that I love You.” He said
to him, ‘Feed My sheep!” He said to him the third time,
Simon, Son of John, do you love me?’ Peter was grieved
because He said to him the third time, ‘Do you love Me?’
And he said to Him, ‘Lord, you know all things; You know
that I love You!” Jesus said to Him, ‘Feed My sheep’” (John
21:15-17).

The church is admonished to be clear and distinct as it boldly
proclaims God’s Word to the world in all ages. Yet, it has
many times failed in its efforts to be faithful to this
commission. Many reasons are cited in the Scriptures. One
example may be found in I Corinthians 14:8-9: “For if the
bugle produces an indistinct sound, who will prepare himself
for battle? So also you, unless you utter by the tongue speech
that is clear, how will it be known what is spoken?” Today,
the weakness and inability seen in the church in its effort to
be clear and distinct seems to be the linked to its departure
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from the core message of Scripture as summarized in the
historic, reformed Presbyterian confession of faith.

The emphasis our God places on the feeding and caring for
His children is clear. It is incumbent on all those called to
“feed the sheep” to have this responsibility as their chief
priority. It is evident, however, that this duty has not always
been accepted and fulfilled. The energy being exerted in the
church today on issues and controversies unrelated to the
clear admonishment “feed my sheep” is impacting the
congregations in negative ways and is causing many of our
number to withdraw from the Great Commission given to us.
There is evidence in church statistics and informal inquiry to
support the conclusion the sheep are not being adequately
fed, the sheep are becoming discouraged, and the sheep are
becoming ineffective and offended.

Church statistics as of 2002 given in the Stated Clerk’s report
to the Thirty-first General Assembly reports the following:

Number of Presbyteries 64
Number of Churches 1,248
Number of Churches without Pastors 143
Number of Members 311,817
Number Attending Regularly 224,906
Percentage in Regular Attendance 2%
Number of Teaching Elders 3,181

The statistics show a continued increase in organization
structure — increased number of Presbyteries, churches,
members, and ministers. The most significant statistics
reveal, however, that 143 (11.5%) churches are without a
shepherd and only 72% of the total membership are regularly
attending. An overwhelming 86,911 members are not
regularly attending. Per capita giving increased by 1% in
2002 over the past high in 2000. Per capita benevolences in
2002 decreased by 8% over the previous high in 1999. The
data suggests that the general health of the congregations is in
a weakened and declining state. These conditions should
cause the church to fall before our Lord and cry out for
forgiveness and strength to do what is known to be the right
things.
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A number of informal reviews performed to identify reasons
congregations are not attending Presbytery and General
Assembly meetings reveal deep-seated problems. Examples
of responses to the question of why the Session/congregation
is not represented at the higher court levels are:

The court generally ignores the needs of the local church
The court is dominated by a few members

The issues receiving resources are not those of the
congregation members

The decisions made by the court seem to have been made
prior to the meeting

The meetings are considered a waste of time by the
average working ruling elder

The voting representation is unbalanced

The degree of influence being exerted by special interest
groups is inordinate (para-church groups in the church
courts)

Several recent issues that have been before the courts
(Presbytery and General Assembly) and have consumed the
resources of the church to the detriment of many
congregations are:

The Vision 2000 issue

The length of the creation day question

The Westminster Confession of Faith subscription issue
The proposed changes to BCO 34 to require 10% of
Presbyteries to petition General Assembly to assume
original jurisdiction in discipline cases

These issues have been divisive and have disturbed the peace
in the church.

The admonition to the church to do all things in an orderly
and decent manner to the end of maintaining the purity and
peace has been seriously weakened by the activities of such
extra-church bodies as Presbyterian Pastors Leadership
Network (PPLN). The proper governing of the church
through its courts is disturbed by any special group promoting
any special agenda. Further, the overwhelming domination
of the Presbytery and General Assembly courts by voting
members not representing and responding to the man-in-the-
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pew membership works to undermine confidence in the court
process and its actions.

There is some evidence that church government has moved in
the direction of the civil government. That is, as actions are
taken by the church, those actions tend to reflect the
protections special interest elements have incorporated in for
themselves. These elements have weakened rather than
strengthened the solutions sought. For example, PPLN
promotes the change to BCO 34 requiring 10% of the
Presbyteries to request General Assembly to assume original
jurisdiction of cases of alleged discipline not acted upon by a
Presbytery. Believing that General Assembly should not
involve itself in discipline cases, PPLN seeks to make
General Assembly involvement so difficult that it will be
non-existent, thereby emasculating General Assembly’s
ability to properly and biblically function in discipline cases.

A second example of the weakening of church government
and the attendant disturbance within the church is the so-
called “good faith subscription” to the Westminster
Standards. The concept of good faith subscription by the
officers and members opens the doctrinal standard adopted at
the formation of the Presbyterian Church in America (PCA)
to multiple interpretations. This modification, in effect, voids
the historical standard the church has enjoyed since its
beginning in 1973.

The court actions in the Presbyterian Church in the United
States (PCUS) that resulted in the departure by that body
from the historical Presbyterian doctrinal and governmental
positions are well-documented. (Richards, 1986; Smith,
1973). 1t is clear these changes in doctrine and government
began as small and insignificant movements. Yet, in time,
the true size and significance became clear. Many members
in the PCA today believe that in the short history of the
denomination the movements have begun that are setting the
church on the path that resulted in the separation from the
PCUS in 1973.

Many officers and members believe it would be beneficial to
the health of the church to have more grass roots
representation in the church courts. To a growing number of
church members, the voting rights afforded teaching elders
that are not directly connected to a particular church
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congregation (called and elected by the congregation) tends
to make the actions of the courts vulnerable to special interest
group influence. By contrast, accountability to the Session
and members of a local congregation may increase the
attention to biblical principle and reasonable, responsible
action. Overture Six addresses this problem and offers a
viable solution.

Therefore, be it resolved that Overture Six (6) be answered in
the affirmative and sent down to the Presbyteries for
approval.

Respectfully submitted,

Charlie H. Probst
Ruling Elder

That Overture 7 (“Amend BCO 57-5 Regarding Adding a
Congregation’s Vow at a Profession of Faith”) be answered in the
negative. Adopted
Grounds:  The affirmation proposed is clearly implied in
membership vows 3, 4, and 5 (BCO 57-5, membership vows 3-5).
There are many noble sentiments worthy of expression, but the
temptation to proliferate liturgical formulae should be resisted.

OVERTURE 7 from James River Presbytery

“Amend BCO 57-5 Regarding Adding a Congregation’s Vow at a
Profession of Faith”

Whereas, BCO 56-5 includes an optional question that may be
asked of the congregation of a local church upon the
administration of infant baptism, whereby the congregation
commits to assist the parents in the Christian nurture of the
child, and

Whereas, one being admitted to the communicant membership of
the local church vows to support God’s church in its worship
and work and to promote its purity and peace, and

Whereas, one means of supporting the Church and promoting its
purity and peace is to support its new members, and

Whereas, the intention of this Presbytery is to encourage the
expression of such support through a congregational vow
with respect to each new member of the local church,

Therefore be it resolved that the James River Presbytery
respectfully overtures the 32" General Assembly of the
Presbyterian Church in America to approve amending BCO
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57-5 by inserting the following language immediately after
question number 5 addressed to those making a profession:

The minister may say to the congregation as follows:

Do you, the members of this congregation, agree to
support [new member name(s)], encouraging and
comforting [him/her/them] and urging [him/her/them] to
‘walk in a manner worthy of the Lord, fully pleasing to
Him’?”

That Overture 8 from North Texas Presbytery (“Amend BCO 24-
9 to Delete Age Requirement of Ruling Elders or Deacons
Emeriti”’) be answered in the affirmative. Adopted
Grounds: The age requirement in the case of Ruling Elders
appears to be arbitrary and the proposed amendment gives
reasonable flexibility in dealing with emeritus status and the
proposed amendment gives reasonable flexibility in dealing with
emeritus status.

OVERTURE 8 from North Texas Presbytery

“Amend BCO 24-9 to Delete Age Requirement of Ruling Elders or
Deacons Emeriti”

Whereas, the PCA in its Book of Church Order (BCO) has made it
clear that the offices of teaching and ruling elder are not two
offices, but one (BCO 8-9), and

Whereas, the BCO is careful in various sections to specify that
rules for holding office pertaining to teaching elders should in
like manner also apply to ruling elders and deacons (see e.g.
BCO 34-10 and 38-2), and

Whereas, there appears to be a distinct inconsistency or disparity
between BCO 23-2 which allows a teaching elder to retire
simply by reason of age or infirmity, and BCO 24-9 which
requires that a ruling elder or deacon be infirm or the age of
seventy (70) before requesting emeritus status,

Therefore, be it resolved that the North Texas Presbytery does
hereby overture the 32™ General Assembly of the
Presbyterian Church in America that BCO 24-9 be amended
to delete the specific requirement of 70 years of age for
emeritus status for deacons and ruling elders, and that it be
reworded to state that the deacon or ruling elder may request
emeritus status simply by reason of age.
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We propose specifically the following change in the first
sentence of BCO 24-9.

FROM: When a deacon or ruling elder becomes
infirm or reaches the age of seventy (70), he may at
his request and with the approval of the Session be
designated deacon or elder emeritus.

TO: When a deacon or ruling elder by reason of
age or infirmity desires to be released from the
active duties of the office, he may at his request and
with the approval of the Session be designated
deacon or elder emeritus.

Explanation:
Normally, officers of the church are expected to perform the

duties of the office in some manner. When they do not, the
courts of the church are charged with taking action as to the
reasons why. For example, a teaching elder may not be on
the rolls of Presbytery for more than 3 years without a call
(13-2). Although not explicitly stated, one would assume that
in an analogous manner, ruling elders and deacons should
normally not go for more than three years without performing
the duties of the office. The BCO provides that a teaching
elder may retire from active service when they reach an age
agreeable to Presbytery. In this case, the teaching elder who
retires maintains the privileges of the office without being
required to have a call. He is a member of Presbytery and
may serve if he desires.

This being the case for teaching elders, one would assume
that an analogous situation should apply to ruling elders and
deacons. A ruling elder or deacon who has served faithfully
may want to retire from active service at age 60 or 62 for
example. He might still serve in many ways in the church,
but he may not desire to serve actively on his local Session.
However, in the current BCO, a Session would not be able to
endorse this. It would have to require the man to actively
serve as long as he is physically able or until he reaches 70.
This puts the Session in an awkward position of enforcing
upon men standards of service that may be unreasonable.
Under the current BCO, the only way to get around this is to
allow the man to resign from active service per BCO 24-6,
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ignore any time restrictions on service, and then move the
man to emeritus status at age 70. In such a case, the man
before the age of 70 is essentially in a de facto emeritus
status. The change to BCO 24-9 that is being suggested by
the Town North Session would simply allow a Session to
place the man in a de jure emeritus status and avoid
misunderstandings and confusion. By not specifying an exact
age, it leaves the judgment to the Session in the same way
that 23-2 leaves the designation of teaching elders at the
discretion of the Presbytery.

BCO References:

Section on the Retirement of Teaching Elders.

23-2. The Presbytery may designate a minister as
honorably retired when the minister by reason of age
wishes to be retired, or as medically disabled when
by reason of infirmity is no longer able to serve the
church in the active ministry of the Gospel. A
minister medically disabled or honorably retired shall
continue to hold membership in his Presbytery. He
may serve on committees or commissions if so
elected or appointed.

23-3. A minister, being medically disabled or
honorably retired, may be elected pastor emeritus by
a congregation which seeks to honor his past earnest
labors among them.

Section on the Emeritus Status of Ruling Elders.
24-9. When a deacon or ruling elder becomes infirm
or reaches the age of seventy (70), he may at his
request and with the approval of the Session be
designated deacon or elder emeritus. When so
designated, he is no longer required to perform the
regular duties of his office, but may continue to
perform certain of these duties on a voluntary basis,
if requested by the Session or a higher court. He may
attend Diaconate or Session meetings, if he so
desires, and may participate fully in the discussion of
any issues, but may not vote.
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That Overture 9 from Grace Presbytery (“Regarding Doctrinal
Subscription, Amend BCO Preface, Section II, Preliminary Principles
[by addition], Chapter 16 [by addition], and 21-4 [by deletion]”) be
answered in the negative. Adopted
Grounds: The overture raises very important issues which the
PCA may have to face at some point, and it provides thoughtful
proposals to address those issues; but some of the language
proposed is cumbersome, and it is doubtful that the church is ready
to take up the matter again at this time.

OVERTURE 9 from Grace Presbytery

“Regarding Doctrinal Subscription, Amend BCO Preface, Section

I, Preliminary Principles (by addition), Chapter 16 (by addition),

and 21-4 (by deletion).”

Whereas, the Presbytery of Grace overtured the 11" General
Assembly asking that provision be made for the stating of
“scruples” by those being examined by the Presbyteries
(which the Assembly amended by the word “exceptions” but
eventually answered the overture in the negative), and

Whereas, synods and councils may err (WCF 31-34), and

Whereas, the 30" General Assembly approved and recommended
to the Presbyteries, and the 31% General Assembly
subsequently approved and enacted what has been commonly
referred to throughout the Church as the “Good Faith
Subscription” amendment to the Book of Church Order
Chapter 24 so that now it is only men seeking ordination as
Teaching Elder who are required by their Presbytery to state
specific instances in which they may differ with the
Confession of Faith and Catechism, rather than all
prospective officers and current officers of the Church, and

Whereas, a sizable minority voted against the enactment of the
“Good Faith Subscription” amendment (40% of the
commissioners voting voted in the negative), and

Whereas, the vote of the Presbyteries on the “Good Faith
Subscription” amendment between the 30™ and 31% General
Assemblies indicated a sizable minority was opposed to that
same amendment (it having been consented to with only two
Presbytery votes more than required by BCO 26-2), and

Whereas, much of the opposition to the “Good Faith Subscription”
amendment appears to have centered around four issues:

1. The relationship of the Holy Scriptures to the
Westminster Standards.
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2. The convoluted language of the Amendment itself.
The placement of the Amendment in Chapter 24.

4. lts application limited only to men coming before the
Presbyteries for ordination as Teaching Elders rather than
to all officers of the Church, and

Whereas, the “Good Faith Subscription” amendment did not fully
address all of these issues, and

Whereas, the Constitution of the Presbyterian Church in America,
as amended, does not contain any explanation or definition of
what it means to “not be able in good faith sincerely to
receive and adopt the Confession of Faith and Catechisms of
this Church as containing the system of doctrine taught in the

Holy Scriptures,” thus creating the probability of continued

tension over the issues which the 30" and 31" General

Assemblies hoped to reduce, and

Whereas, in the examination of candidates for the office of Ruling
Elder and Deacon, Church Session currently are not bound by
the language of BCO 21-4, and

Whereas, there is a compelling need to provide an equitable
solution to the ongoing debate over the above mentioned
issues, and

Whereas, there does not appear to be broad-based support even
among those who prefer “Good Faith” subscription and those

who prefer “Strict” or “Full” subscription to agree upon a

procedure whereby exceptions may be stated by men seeking

ordination and the church courts examining such men may
consider those exceptions in the examination and ordination
process, and

Whereas, there seems to be the need for amendments to the Book
of Church Order that would address the continuing concerns
over the above mentioned issues in the Presbyterian Church
in America and redress actions taken by previous Assemblies;

Therefore, be it resolved that the Presbytery of Grace meeting on

September 29, 2003 does overture the 32™ General Assembly

initiate the process of amending the present Book of Church

Order by

W

First, amending the Preface of the Book of Church Order
Section II. PRELIMINARY PRINCIPLES by the addition of the
following as a new number 5 and then renumbering accordingly
the remaining Principles:
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In accordance with the above principles, it is necessary to
make effective provision that all who are ordained as
officers be sound in the faith, and that there are truths and
forms of faith and practice, truth and duty to which men
of good character and principles must agree. Those truths
and forms have been revealed in the Scriptures of the Old
and New Testaments as interpreted by the Westminster
Confession of Faith, together with the Larger and Shorter
Catechisms.

Second, amending Chapter 16 “Church Orders-The Doctrine
of Vocation” in the Book of Church Order by the addition of
a new number 16-3 and renumbering the remaining paragraph
as 16-4:

16-3 These officers of Christ’s Church must assent to
specific questions for ordination, said questions
serving as the vows of ordination for these officers
(BCO 21-5; 24-5).

These vows, though enumerated in a logical and
sequential order, form a unified statement of belief
and are not contrary, fragmented parts.

A candidate for any office, as well as any officer
who has been ordained, shall inform the court of
which he is a member, before, during, and/or after
the ordination process (BCO 21-5.2; 24-5.2), of any
specific instance in which he may differ with the
Confession of Faith and Catechisms (each such
instance being referred to herein as an “exception”).
The court, upon being so informed, shall then take
one of the following actions in regards to such
stated exceptions:

Find, during an examination, that the exception
strikes at the vitals of the system of doctrine
found in the Standards’ interpretation of the
Holy Scriptures and, in the case of a candidate
(BCO 18), licentiate or intern (BCO 19), or a
Ruling Elder or Deacon nominee (BCO 24-1),
arrest the examination in order for the man to
receive additional instruction with the intent
that his views be corrected.
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Find, during an examination, that the exception
strikes at the vitals of the system of doctrine
found in the Standards’ interpretation of the
Holy Scriptures and, in the case of an ordinand,
Ruling Elder, or Deacon nominee disapprove
the examination, recording in its minutes the
actions of the court.

Find, during an examination, that the exception
does not strike at the vitals of the system of
doctrine found in the Standard’s interpretation
of the Holy Scriptures and, in the case of the
ordinand, Ruling Elder, or Deacon nominee,
approve the examination, recording in its
minutes the findings of the court.

Find, in the case of an ordained officer who
reports his exception(s) to the court, that the
exception does not strike at the vitals of the
system of doctrine found in the Standard’s
interpretation of the Holy Scriptures, recording
in its minutes the actions of the court.

Find, in the case of an ordained officer who
reports his exception(s) to the court, that the
exception strikes at the vitals of the system of
doctrine found in the Standards’ interpretation of
the Holy Scriptures recording in its Minutes the
actions of the court. Further, in such event the
court shall proceed to the steps of the discipline to
the end that the officer shall repent of his
erroneous beliefs or be removed from his office.

Third, amending The Book of Church Order 21-4 by striking
the following two paragraphs from 21-4 as finally adopted by
the 31* General Assembly:

While our Constitution does not require the candidate’s
affirmation of every statement and/or proposition of
doctrine in our Confession of Faith and Catechisms, it is
the right and responsibility of the Presbytery to determine
if the candidate is out of accord with any of the
fundamentals of these doctrinal standards and, as a
consequence, may not be able in good faith sincerely to
receive and adopt the Confession of Faith and Catechisms
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of this Church as containing the system of doctrine taught
in the Holy Scriptures (cf. BCO 21-5, Q.2; 24-5, Q.2).

Therefore, in examining a candidate for ordination, the
Presbytery shall inquire not only into the candidate’s
knowledge and views in the areas specified above, but
also shall require the candidate to state the specific
instances in which he may differ with the Confession of
Faith and Catechisms in any of their statements and/or
propositions. The court may grant an exception to any
difference of doctrine only if in the court’s judgment the
candidate’s declared difference is not out of accord with
any fundamental of our system of doctrine because the
difference is neither hostile to the system nor strikes at
the vitals of religion.

And be it further resolved, that the Presbytery of Grace states that
the proposed amendments may be amended by the
Standing/Permanent Committee of the General Assembly to
which this Overture may be referred, as well as any
Committee of Commissioners which might review the
Overture. In addition, the Presbytery of Grace would support
even a change of placement of the first two proposed
amendments within the Book of Church Order but offers the
following rationale for its suggested placement.

As to the creation of a new Preliminary Principle #5, we find
it striking that the previous two Principles speak, first of the
appointment of officers to preach the Word, administer the
Sacraments, and exercise discipline in order to preserve the
truth and duty, and second, the importance to distinguish
between truth and falsehood. But we are troubled by the fact
that the present #5, while important to retain, immediately
speaks of the differences that men may hold yet still be
ordained without some sort of sentiment about what must be
embraced as truth by all officers. Therefore we offer the new
#5 principle which demonstrates the source and embodiment
of truth, the Holy Scriptures, and the relationship of the
Standards to the Holy Scriptures.

As to the creation of a new Chapter 16, paragraph 3, we
believe that it addresses the need to see that all officers,
whether Elders or Deacons, are treated the same with respect

170



JOURNAL

to exceptions taken to the Standards. Further, the new
paragraph both defines an “exception” and permits the stating
of exceptions by the candidate and the granting of exceptions
by the court with ordination to follow. We are convinced that
the point of tension in the Presbyterian Church in America is
not to be found in the labels “Good Faith” versus “Strict” of
“Full” but with the ability to state exceptions that may not
strike at the vitals of the system of doctrine found in the Holy
Scriptures as interpreted by the Standards. While we are
aware of the opposing groups within the denomination who
would insist that ordination requires assent without any
exceptions or ordination must be granted regardless of any
exceptions that might be stated, we believe that the
overwhelming majority of Elders in the denomination desire
an objective method of hearing and acting upon stated
exceptions to our Standards by Ruling Elder and Deacon
nominees, candidates, licentiates, interns, ordinands and
Teaching Elders.

As to the removal of the 31% General Assembly’s “Good
Faith” amendment, we believe that the adoption, in some
form, of the previous two amendments obviates the necessity
of that new portion of the Book of Church Order while
achieving the very same goal.

That Overture 10 from Nashville Presbytery

“Amend BCO 15-4 TO Allow One TE and One RE from the Same
Presbytery to Serve on SJIC” be answered in the negative. Adopted
Grounds: There is no justification for the shortage of men to
serve; the proper remedy is to urge upon the consciences of officers
the Lord’s calling.

OVERTURE 10 from Nashville Presbytery

“Amend BCO 15-4 to Allow One TE and One RE from the Same

Presbytery to Serve on SJIC”

Whereas, BCO 15-4 states, “The General Assembly shall elect a
Standing Judicial Commission to which it shall commit all
judicial cases within its jurisdiction. This commission shall
consist of twenty-four (24) members divided into four classes
of three teaching elders in each class. Each class shall serve
on a four-year term and each subsequent Assembly shall
declare the Standing Judicial Commission as a whole to be its
subcommission. Nominations and vacancies shall be filled
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according to BCO 14-1 (11), with nominations allowed from
the floor. No person may be elected if there is already a
member of the commission from the same presbytery...” and

Whereas, six members of the SJC are to be elected by the General
Assembly each year, but frequently there are not six nominees
nominated by Presbyteries, and

Whereas, in 1999 nominations for the SJC totaled 4, consisting of 1
TE and 3 REs, and

Whereas, in 1999 the chairman of the GA Nomination Committee
encouraged, from the floor, all presbyteries to turn in
nominations because their pool was woefully short, and

Whereas, in 2000 nominations for the SJC totaled 3, consisting of 2
TEs and 1 RE, and

Whereas, in 2000 the chairman of the GA Nomination Committee
pleaded, from the floor, with all presbyteries to turn in
nominations because their pool was woefully short, and

Whereas, in 2001 nominations for the SJC totaled 5, consisting of 3
TEs and 2 REs; and

Whereas, in 2001 the chairman of the GA Nomination Committee
requested, from the floor, all presbyteries to turn in
nominations because their pool was woefully short, and

Whereas, in 2002 nominations for the SJC totaled 3, consisting of 1
TE and 2 REs, and

Whereas, in 2002 the chairman of the GA Nomination Committee
encouraged, from the floor, all presbyteries to turn in
nominations because the pool was woefully short, and

Whereas, in 2003 nominations for the SJC totaled 4, consisting of 2
TEs and 2 REs, and

Whereas, in 2003 the chairman of the GA Nomination Committee
pleaded, from the floor, with all presbyteries to turn in
nominations because their pool was woefully short, and
Whereas, some Presbyteries may have more than one man
qualified and willing to serve on the SJC, and

Whereas, allowing one Teaching Elder and one Ruling Elder from
the same Presbytery could help alleviate the shortage of men
qualified and willing to serve on the SJC,

Therefore be it resolved that the Book of Church Order be
amended by striking and adding the following (deletion
indicated with strikethreugh, addition indicated in bold):

15-4. The General Assembly shall elect a Standing
Judicial Commission to which it shall commit all judicial
cases within its jurisdiction. This commission shall
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consist of twenty-four (24) members divided into four
classes of three teaching elders and three ruling elders in
each class. Each class shall serve a four-year term and
each subsequent Assembly shall declare the Standing
Judicial Commission as a whole to be its commission.
Nominations and vacancies shall be filled according to
BCO 14-1(11), with nominations allowed from the floor.

Noperson-may-be-eleeted-i thereis-already-a-memberof
the—eommission—trom—the—same—Presbytery; Each
Presbytery may have one Teaching Elder and one
Ruling Elder serve on the Standing Judicial
Commission, but no more at any one time. Yet, but if
a person is elected and changes Presbytery, he may
continue to serve his full term. No person may serve
concurrently on the General Assembly’s Standing
Judicial Commission and any of the General Assembly’s
permanent committees.

The Assembly recessed with the singing of hymn 571, “Stand Up,
Stand Up for Jesus” and prayer by TE Derek W. H. Thomas to reconvene at

1:30 p.m.

Fifth Session - Thursday Afternoon
June 17, 2004

32-50 Assembly Reconvenes
The Assembly reconvened at 1:30 p.m. with the singing of hymn 648,
“My Jesus, I Love Thee” and prayer by TE Stephen T. Estock.

32-51 Report of the Nominating Committee

TE Harry D. Long, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and
presented the report (Appendix J, pp. 482 — 515). Recommendation 1,
electing all non-contested nominees, was adopted. All contested
nominations were acted upon, and the following nominees were elected:

Christian Education & Publications
Class of 2007
TE John Lauber
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Constitutional Business Committee
Alternate
TE John K. Reeves

Reformed University Ministries
Class of 2009
RE Greg Triplett

Standing Judicial Commission
Class of 2006
TE Howell A. Burkhalter
Class of 2008
TE William W. Harrell Jr.

Theological Examining Committee
Class of 2006
RE Fredrick T. Greco

The vows of office were administered by the Moderator to the newly
elected members of the Standing Judicial Commission ("RAQO" 15-1). On
motion, the Assembly declared the SJIC to be the Judicial Commission of this
Assembly in accord with BCO 15-4. The Chairman led the Assembly in prayer.

32-52 CoC on Bills and Overtures (continued, see 32-48)

TE Cal Boroughs, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and resumed
the report. Recommendation 9 was adopted. Recommendation 8, having
been postponed for the order of the day (32-51), was adopted as amended to
add, with necessary relettering, a new resolve “d,” which states:

d. And to call upon its members to be “the salt and light of the earth” in
this context by exercising their full responsibilities as citizens
including

(1) To communicate of the Biblical faith of the PCA on this
matter

(2) To protect and defend the Biblical teaching of marriage,
according to their own best judgment as citizens, in all
spheres of public and private discourse.

For text of Overture 16 as amended, see below, pp. 177 — 80.

On a point of order, the Moderator ruled that the Assembly would
vote on an amendment on the floor at the time the question was called, then
revote on the amendment to the main motion and the main motion. Said
amendment was defeated, then the amendment and amended Recommendation
8 were again adopted.
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That Overture 16 from Missouri Presbytery (‘“Marriage and
Sexuality”’) be answered in the affirmative as amended in the
“Therefore” paragraph by striking and adding as indicated below
(deletion indicated with strikethreugh, addition indicated in bold);
and that Overture 12 from Rocky Mountain Presbytery and James
River Presbytery (“Support Marriage Amendment to U.S.
Constitution”), Overture 13 from North Georgia Presbytery
(“Support Marriage Amendment to U.S. Constitution — Version 2”),
Overture 14 from Central Carolina Presbytery (“Support Marriage
Amendment to U.S. Constitution — Version 3”), Overture 15 from
Missouri Presbytery (“Support Marriage Amendment to U.S.
Constitution — Version 4”°), Personal Resolution #1 , and Personal
Resolution #2 be answered by reference to the amended answer
to Overture 16.

Adopted as Amended

Therefore, be it resolved that the 32™ PCA General Assembly:

a) Humbly call on the federal civil governments of beth
Canada and the United States and all nations of the earth to
act within their lawful powers and use whatever legislative
and judicial instruments they deem most useful —(even
constitutional amendment—f - deemed-neeessary)—to ensure
that marriage is legally defined and interpreted throughout
their jurisdictions as existing exclusively between one man
and woman. In support of this call, the Presbyterian Church
in America declares to the Church, the Nation, and the World
that:

God is truth.

His truth is firmly rooted and grounded in His immutable
Nature and Being; it is not a construction of men; it is not
variable, nor relative, nor dependent upon social or
cultural context.

He has made His truth known to human beings most
necessarily in the Holy Scriptures.

Among the truths that God has declared to human beings
is the truth that the institution of marriage has been
created by Him, from the time of the creation of human
beings, and that it is ordained and defined by Him to be
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the lifelong union of one man and one woman (Genesis
1-3; Matthew 19:5-6).

God’s ordinance concerning marriage is binding upon all
human beings in all places and at all times; it cannot be
altered by legislative, judicial or cultural action. It is
possible to deviate from God’s ordinance, but it is not
possible to change it.

God has ordained civil authorities “under Him, and over
the people, for His own glory and the public good” (WCF
XXIII.1), to the end that good (as defined by Him) may
be encouraged and defended and evil (as defined by Him)
may be suppressed and punished.

God is not mocked, for whatever one sows, that will he
also reap (Galatians 6:7); God will hold those whom He
has placed in authority accountable for their actions, and
He has declared:
Woe to those who call evil good
And good evil,
Who put darkness for light
And light for darkness,
Who put bitter for sweet
And sweet for bitter!
Woe to those who are wise in their own eyes,
And shrewd in their own sight!
Isaiah 5:20
by Humbly-cal i cial and .
powers-to-do-thesame;
¢} b) Reseolve-tofind-ways-To call upon the Presbyteries
and Sessions of the PCA to strengthen the marriages in
its own churches and exhort its elders to be bolder and
more caring shepherds of Christ’s flock that we might
help stem the scandalous rising tide of divorce in the
church;
é-¢) Reselve To call upon the Presbyteries and Sessions
of the PCA to encourage all men and women, boys and
girls within the PCA to live chastely for the sake of the
Savior who bought them, whether in marriage or in
singleness, whether they must do battle against
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heterosexual or homosexual temptation in seeking to be
faithful to their Lord who loves them.

d) And that these “calls” be communicated by the Stated
Clerk to all who have inquired and may inquire
concerning these matters.

Grounds: This overture as amended most adequately addresses the
concerns raised in Overtures 12-16 and Personal Resolutions #1 &
#2 while enabling the church to bear her testimony in the most
Biblical fashion.

OVERTURE 16 from Missouri Presbytery
“Marriage and Sexuality” (as amended and adopted by the 31
General Assembly)

Whereas the Church of Jesus Christ is sent into the world as salt,
light, and witness to the full counsel of God; and

Whereas the Church—specifically, any branch thereof, including
the Presbyterian Church in America (PCA)—is called upon at
particular, extraordinary times to speak prophetically and
serve compassionately with regard to particular public issues;
and

Whereas the PCA has set precedent for boldly stating the demands
of biblical justice for the civil commonwealth, while at the
same time refraining from endorsement of particular
legislative strategies, for example in its 1978 statement
against legalized abortion; and

Whereas we the PCA, at this particular time and in the particular
socio-political settings of North America into which God has
sent us, are encountering much confusion over sexual matters
in both private conversation and in the current public debate
about so-called “gay marriage”; and

Whereas we should seize the opportunity to speak into this void,
saddened that there has been so much erosion of the once-
strong moral consensus that marriage is the divinely
instituted, complementary human relationship of one man and
one woman legally joined in a life-long, potentially
procreative, monogamous commitment and that such family
units are foundational for a healthy society; and

Whereas while the fundamental civil rights for all citizens also are
foundational for a healthy society, the battle for “gay rights”
is more and more being wrongly championed as the logical
sequel to the fights of racial minorities and the fight for the
rights of women, in spite of the fact that a person’s
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homosexuality is a characteristic fundamentally different than
one’s ethnicity or gender; and

Whereas the real nature of homosexuality is obscured by the current
preoccupation with the question of legal rights such that:

a) the longstanding assessment, even among those who do
not accept biblical revelation, of homosexuality as
disordered, unnatural desire hardly comes into the
discussion at all; and

b) the stark biological reality that homosexual relationships
by nature are sterile and incapable of passing on the gift
of life from generation to generation is virtually
forgotten; and

c) the stunning scarcity of sexual monogamy within the
homosexual community (candidly acknowledged even by
proponents of homosexual love) has not been given due
consideration in the public debate about the meaning of
marriage; and

Whereas homosexuality, being unnatural desire, is not something
to be celebrated but something from which Christ wants to
redeem people by the great healing and restoring power of his
grace (Romans 1:24-27; I Corinthians 6:9); and

Whereas it is not the promotion of human freedom but a form of
cruelty, in the final analysis, for a society to encourage its
citizens in the pursuit of desire which is, in essence, an
affliction, and behavior which is offensive to God; and

Whereas certain civil magistrates have petitioned our church,
wanting to know its mind on how marriage should be legally
defined in the civil commonwealth of the United States; and

Whereas it is right and proper that the church should respond to
such queries by bearing witness to the biblical truth that civil

laws and courts should promote and protect marriage as a

unique, male-female, monogamous community of two

because of the way it propagates the human race and benefits
the public in so many other ways;

Therefore be it resolved that the 32" General Assembly:

a) Humbly call on the civil governments of Canada and the
United States and all nations of the earth to act within
their lawful powers and use whatever legislative and
judicial instruments they deem most useful to ensure that
marriage is legally defined and interpreted throughout
their jurisdictions as existing exclusively between one
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man and woman. In support of this call the Presbyterian
Church in America declares to the Church, the Nation,
and the World that :

God is truth.

His truth is firmly rooted and grounded in His immutable
Nature and Being; it is not a construction of men; it is not
variable, nor relative, nor dependent upon social or
cultural context.

He has made His truth known to human beings most
necessarily in the Holy Scriptures.

Among the truths that God has declared to human beings
is the truth that the institution of marriage has been
created by Him, from the time of the creation of
human beings, and that it is ordained and defined
by Him to be the lifelong union of one man and one
woman (Genesis 1-3; Matthew 19:5-6).

God’s ordinance concerning marriage is binding upon all
human beings in all places and at all times; it cannot be
altered by legislative, judicial or cultural action. It is
possible to deviate from God’s ordinance, but it is not
possible to change it.

God has ordained civil authorities “under Him, and over
the people, for His own glory and the public good” (WCF
XXIII.1), to the end that good (as defined by Him) may
be encouraged and defended and evil (as defined by Him)
may be suppressed and punished.

God is not mocked, for whatever one sows, that will he
also reap (Galatians 6:7); God will hold those
whom He has placed in authority accountable for
their actions, and He has declared:

Woe to those who call evil good
And good evil,
Who put darkness for light
And light for darkness,
Who put bitter for sweet
And sweet for bitter!
Woe to those who are wise in their own eyes,
And shrewd in their own sight!
Isaiah 5:20
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b) Call upon the Presbyteries and Sessions of the PCA to
strengthen the marriages in its own churches and exhort
its elders to be bolder and more caring shepherds of
Christ’s flock that we might help stem the scandalous
rising tide of divorce in the church.

c) Call upon the Presbyteries and Sessions of the PCA to
encourage all men and women, boys and girls within the
PCA to live chastely for the sake of the Savior who
bought them, whether in marriage or in singleness,
whether they must do battle against heterosexual or
homosexual temptation in seeking to be faithful to their
Lord who loves them.

d) Call upon its members to be "the salt and light of the
earth" in this context by exercising their full
responsibilities as citizens including:

(1) The communication of the biblical faith of the PCA
on this matter;

(2) To protect and defend the Biblical teaching of
marriage, according to their own best judgment as
citizens, in all spheres of public and private discourse.

e) And that these “calls” be communicated by the
Stated Clerk to all who have inquired and may
inquire concerning these matters.

OVERTURE 12 from Rocky Mountain Presbytery, James
River Presbytery, and Mississippi Valley Presbytery
“Support Marriage Amendment to U.S. Constitution”

Whereas the Biblical presentation of marriage declares that it is a
creation ordinance intended for all peoples of all times and of
all places (Genesis 1-3; Matthew 19:5-6), and

Whereas marriage biblically defined requires heterosexual
monogamy (Matt. 19; Eph. 5; Mal. 2; Gen. 1-3); and

Whereas the natural law of marriage has been deeply influential in
the cultural, legal and national development of western
civilization; and

Whereas the Christian tradition from ancient church to the modern
age has defined marriage in this biblical manner; and

Whereas the Westminster Confession of Faith held by the PCA

defines marriage in Chapter XXIV. 1-3:
1. Marriage is to be between one man and one woman:
neither is it lawful for any man to have more than one wife,
nor for any woman to have more than one husband, at the
same time (Gen. 2:24; Matt. 19:5-6; Prov. 2:17).
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2. Marriage was ordained for the mutual help of husband
and wife, for the increase of mankind with a legitimate issue,
and of the Church with an holy seed; and for preventing of
uncleanness (Gen. 2:18; Mal. 2:15; 1 Cor. 7:2,9).
3. It is lawful for all sorts of people to marry, who are able
with judgment to give their consent (Heb. 13:4; 1 Tim. 4:3; 1
Cor. 7:36-38; Gen. 24:58). and

Whereas the American civil law, positive law and constitutional
decisions of our courts have hitherto affirmed this biblical
and natural law expression of marriage; and

Whereas there is a definite movement in the U.S. and beyond to
overthrow and destroy this biblical definition of marriage as
is manifested by recent court decisions; and

Whereas an amendment to the U.S. Constitution that seeks to
preserve this definition of marriage, while leaving other
relevant aspects of marriage to the will of the people of each
state, has already been introduced into the U.S. Congress; and

Whereas the PCA, although reticent to address the civil magistrate
(WCF XXX1.4) is willing to do so in extraordinary cases such
as it has done in the matters of the sanctity of life and the
deleterious impact of homosexuality on families, churches,
and both state and culture; and

Whereas the PCA has been requested to address this matter by
letters from legislators addressed to the PCA through its
Stated Clerk of the General Assembly that were read on the
floor of the 31* Assembly to wit:

Marilyn N. Musgrave, member of the Congress of the United
States House of Representatives, wrote:

I am writing to you as the original sponsor of the Federal
Marriage Amendment (H.J.Res. 56) in the United States
House of Representatives.

I would like to request the opinion of the General
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America on the
subject of this important effort to protect he legal status of
marriage in America as the union of a man and a woman.

Most legal experts predict that this struggle will begin
this summer. And the outcome of this struggle will have a
profound legal, social and moral impact on our society
for generations to come.

Needless to say, since this struggle involves a debate over
the legal institution of marriage, it will be impossible for
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the Christian community to avoid being affected by this
debate.

For your background, I have enclosed a packet of
materials summarizing why the Federal Marriage
Amendment is needed to protect the legal status of
marriage in America from developments in our nation’s
courts. In addition, the enclosed materials outline the
legal impact that the amendment would have once passed
by Congress and ratified by the states.

Again, I would like to request the opinion of the General
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America on the
subject of this important effort to protect the legal status
of marriage in America as the union of male and female.

Thank you very much for taking the time to bring this
issue before the leadership of the Presbyterian Church in
America. 1 look forward to hearing form you and the
church on this important matter.

Sincerely, Marilyn N. Musgrave
James M. Talent, member of the United States Senate, wrote:

I am writing as a member of the PCA to request the
opinion of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian
Church in America on the subject of the Federal Marriage
Amendment (HJ. Res. 56).

I believe in the traditional definition of marriage as the
union of a man and a woman and believe our legal
institutions should reflect that understanding. The issue has
serious implications for our families and our society and I
believe the General Assembly should take a position on it.

Thank you for taking the time to bring this issue before
the leadership of the Presbyterian Church in America. |
look forward to hearing from you and the church on this
important matter.

Sincerely, James M. Talent

and

Whereas the redefinition of marriage from heterosexual
monogamy is a matter of enormous and extraordinary
importance for our PCA families, our churches, our
denomination and indeed for our entire nation; and
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Whereas the majority opinion of the Supreme Court of the State of
Massachusetts in an act of usurpation of the legislative
function has recently decided in favor of the constitutionality
of homosexual marriages, declaring in its opinion:

“The question before us is whether, consistent with the
Massachusetts Constitution, the Commonwealth may
deny the protections, benefits, and obligations conferred
by civil marriage to two individuals of the same sex who
wish to marry. We conclude that it may not. The
Massachusetts Constitution affirms the dignity and
equality of all individuals. It forbids the creation of
second-class citizens . . . We are mindful that our
decision marks a change in the history of our marriage
law... the marriage ban works a deep and scarring
hardship on a very real segment of the community for no
rational reason. . . .Private biases may be outside the
reach of the law, but the law cannot, directly or
indirectly, give them effect.” and
Whereas the dissenting views of the same Court declared:

“What is at stake in this case is not the unequal treatment
of individuals or whether individual rights have been
impermissibly burdened, but the power of the Legislature
to effectuate social change without interference from the
courts. . . .The power to regulate marriage lies with the
Legislature, not with the judiciary . . . .today the court has
transformed its role as protector of individual rights into
the role of creator of rights . . . .today the court does not
fashion a remedy that affords greater protection of a right.
Instead, using the rubric of due process it has redefined
marriage . . .

Courts have authority to recognize rights that ware
supported by the Constitution and history, but the power
to create novel rights is reserved for the people through
the democratic and legislative processes . . .

No State Legislature has enacted laws permitting same-sex
marriages; and a large majority of States, as well as the
United States Congress, have affirmatively prohibited the
recognition of such marriages for any purpose. The law
with respect to same-sex marriages must be left to develop
through legislative processes . . .” and
Whereas the U.S. Constitution’s doctrine of “full faith and credit”
brings the force of this state court’s decision upon every state
in the federal union, and thus directly or indirectly impacting
every PCA Church in the United States
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Be it now therefore resolved that the PCA’s 32™ General
Assembly is overtured to declare its support for the Marriage
Amendment, which states:

Marriage in the United States shall consist only of the
union of a man and woman. Neither this Constitution nor
the constitution of any State, nor state or federal law,
shall be construed to require that marital status or the
legal incidents thereof be conferred upon unmarried
couples or groups.

And moreover that the PCA’s 32™ General Assembly is
overtured to declare its support for this Amendment to
the President of the United States, both Houses of the
U.S. Congress, as well as to all U.S. State legislatures,
and to encourage its pastors, people, churches and
institutions to exercise their appropriate and respective
roles as citizens to further the process of the adoption of
the Marriage Amendment to the U.S. Constitution.

OVERTURE 13 from North Georgia Presbytery
“Support of Marriage Amendment to U.S. Constitution —Version 2~

Whereas the Biblical presentation of marriage declares that it is a
creation ordinance intended for all peoples of all times and of
all places (Genesis 1-3; Matthew 19:5-6); and

Whereas marriage biblically defined requires heterosexual
monogamy (Matt. 19; Eph. 5; Mal. 2; Gen. 1-3); and

Whereas the natural law of marriage has been deeply influential in
the cultural, legal and national development of western
civilization; and

Whereas the Christian tradition from ancient church to the modern
age has defined marriage in this biblical manner; and

Whereas the Westminster Confession of Faith held by the PCA
defines marriage in Chapter XXIV.1-3:

1. Marriage is to be between one man and one woman:
neither is it lawful for any man to have more than one
wife, nor for any woman to have more than one husband,
at the same time (Gen. 2:24; Matt. 19:5-6; Prov. 2:17).

2. Marriage was ordained for the mutual help of husband and
wife, for the increase of mankind with a legitimate issue,
and of the Church with an holy seed; and for preventing of
uncleanness (Gen. 2:18; Mal. 2:15; 1 Cor. 7:2,9).
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3. It is lawful for all sorts of people to marry, who are able
with judgment to give their consent (Heb. 13:4; 1 Tim.
4:3; 1 Cor. 7:36-38; Gen. 24:58); and

Whereas the American civil law, positive law and constitutional
decisions of our courts have hitherto affirmed this biblical
and natural law expression of marriage; and

Whereas there is a definite movement in the U.S. and beyond to
overthrow and destroy this biblical definition of marriage as
is manifested by recent court decisions; and

Whereas an amendment to the U.S. Constitution that seeks to
preserve this definition of marriage, while leaving other
relevant aspects of marriage to the will of the people of each
state, has already been introduced into the U.S. Congress; and

Whereas the PCA, although reticent to address the civil magistrate
(WCF XXXI:4) is willing to do so in extraordinary cases such
as it has done in the matters of the sanctity of life and the
deleterious impact of homosexuality on families, churches, and
both state and culture; and

Whereas the PCA has been requested to address this matter by
letters from legislators addressed to the PCA through its
Stated Clerk of the General Assembly that were read on the
floor of the 31* Assembly to wit:

Marilyn N. Musgrave, member of the Congress of the
United States House of Representatives wrote:

I am writing to you as the original sponsor of the Federal
Marriage Amendment (H.J.Res. 56) in the United States
House of Representatives.

I would like to request the opinion of the General
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America on the
subject of this important effort to protect the legal status of
marriage in America as the union of a man and a woman.

Most legal experts predict that this struggle will begin this
summer. And the outcome of this struggle will have a
profound legal, social and moral impact on our society
for generations to come.

Needless to say, since this struggle involves a debate over
the legal institution of marriage, it will be impossible for
the Christian community to avoid being affected by this
debate.
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For your background, I have enclosed a packet of
materials summarizing why the Federal Marriage
Amendment is needed to protect the legal status of
marriage in America from developments in our nation’s
courts. In addition, the enclosed materials outline the
legal impact that the amendment would have once passed
by Congress and ratified by the states.

Again, [ would like to request the opinion of the General
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America on the
subject of this important effort to protect the legal status
of marriage in America as the union of male and female.

Thank you very much for taking the time to bring this
issue before the leadership of the Presbyterian Church in
America. 1 look forward to hearing from you and the
church on this important matter.

Sincerely, Marilyn N. Musgrave
James M. Talent, member of the United States Senate, wrote:

I am writing as a member of the PCA to request the
opinion of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian
Church in America on the subject of the Federal Marriage
Amendment (H.J. Res. 56).

I believe in the traditional definition of marriage as the union
of a man and a woman and believe our legal institutions
should reflect that understanding. The issue has serious
implications for our families and our society and I believe
the General Assembly should take a position on it.

Thank you for taking the time to bring this issue before
the leadership of the Presbyterian Church in America. 1
look forward to hearing from you and the church on this
important matter.

Sincerely, James M. Talent

OVERTURE 14 from Central Carolina Presbytery
“Support Marriage Amendment to U. S. Constitution — Version 3”

Whereas the Biblical presentation of marriage declares that it is a
creation ordinance intended for all peoples of all times and of
all places (Genesis 1-3; Matthew 19:5-6); and
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Whereas marriage biblically defined requires heterosexual
monogamy (Matt. 19; Eph. 5; Mal. 2; Gen. 1-3); and

Whereas the natural law of marriage has been deeply influential in
the cultural, legal and national development of western
civilization; and

Whereas the Christian tradition from ancient church to the modern
age has defined marriage in this biblical manner; and

Whereas the Westminster Confession of Faith held by the PCA

defines marriage in Chapter XXIV.1-3:

1. Marriage is to be between one man and one woman:
neither is it lawful for any man to have more than one
wife, nor for any woman to have more than one husband,
at the same time (Gen. 2:24; Matt. 19:5-6; Prov. 2:17).

2. Marriage was ordained for the mutual help of husband and
wife, for the increase of mankind with a legitimate issue,
and of the Church with an holy seed; and for preventing of
uncleanness (Gen. 2:18; Mal. 2:15; 1 Cor. 7:2,9).

3. It is lawful for all sorts of people to marry, who are able
with judgment to give their consent (Heb. 13:4; 1 Tim.
4:3; 1 Cor. 7:36-38; Gen. 24:58); and

Whereas the American civil law, positive law and constitutional
decisions of our courts have hitherto affirmed this biblical
and natural law expression of marriage; and

Whereas there is a definite movement in the U.S. and beyond to
overthrow and destroy this biblical definition of marriage as
is manifested by recent court decisions; and

Whereas an amendment to the U.S. Constitution that seeks to
preserve this definition of marriage, while leaving other
relevant aspects of marriage to the will of the people of each
state, has already been introduced into the U.S. Congress; and

Whereas the PCA, although reticent to address the civil magistrate

(WCF XXXI:4) is willing to do so in extraordinary cases such

as it has done in the matters of the sanctity of life and the

deleterious impact of homosexuality on families, churches,
and both state and culture; and

Whereas the PCA has been requested to address this matter by
letters from legislators addressed to the PCA through its

Stated Clerk of the General Assembly that were read on the

floor of the 31* Assembly to wit:

Marilyn N. Musgrave, member of the Congress of the United
States House of Representatives wrote:
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I am writing to you as the original sponsor of the Federal
Marriage Amendment (H.J.Res. 56) in the United States
House of Representatives.

I would like to request the opinion of the General Assembly
of the Presbyterian Church in America on the subject of this
important effort to protect the legal status of marriage in
America as the union of a man and a woman.

Most legal experts predict that this struggle will begin this
summer. And the outcome of this struggle will have a
profound legal, social and moral impact on our society for
generations to come.

Needless to say, since this struggle involves a debate over the
legal institution of marriage, it will be impossible for the
Christian community to avoid being affected by this debate.

For your background, I have enclosed a packet of materials
summarizing why the Federal Marriage Amendment is
needed to protect the legal status of marriage in America
from developments in our nation’s courts. In addition, the
enclosed materials outline the legal impact that the
amendment would have once passed by Congress and ratified
by the states.

Again, 1 would like to request the opinion of the General
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America on the
subject of this important effort to protect the legal status of
marriage in America as the union of male and female.

Thank you very much for taking the time to bring this issue
before the leadership of the Presbyterian Church in America.
I look forward to hearing from you and the church on this
important matter.

Sincerely, Marilyn N. Musgrave
James M. Talent, member of the United States Senate, wrote:

I am writing as a member of the PCA to request the opinion
of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in
America on the subject of the Federal Marriage Amendment
(H.J. Res. 56).

I believe in the traditional definition of marriage as the union
of a man and a woman and believe our legal institutions
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should reflect that understanding. The issue has serious
implications for our families and our society and I believe the
General Assembly should take a position on it.

Thank you for taking the time to bring this issue before the
leadership of the Presbyterian Church in America. [ look
forward to hearing from you and the church on this important
matter.

Sincerely, James M. Talent

the redefinition of marriage from heterosexual

Whereas the majority opinion of the Supreme Court of the State of

and

Massachusetts in an act of usurpation of the legislative
function has recently decided in favor of the constitutionality
of homosexual marriages, declaring in its opinion:

The question before us is whether, consistent with the
Massachusetts Constitution, the Commonwealth may
deny the protections, benefits, and obligations conferred
by civil marriage to two individuals of the same sex who
wish to marry. We conclude that it may not. The
Massachusetts Constitution affirms the dignity and
equality of all individuals. It forbids the creation of
second class citizens . . . We are mindful that our decision
marks a change in the history of our marriage law . . . the
marriage ban works a deep and scarring hardship on a
very real segment of the community for no rational
reason. ... Private biases may be outside the reach of the
law, but the law cannot, directly or indirectly, give them
effect.

Whereas the dissenting views of the same Court declared:

What is at stake in this case is not the unequal treatment
of individuals or whether individual rights have been
impermissibly burdened, but the power of the Legislature
to effectuate social change without interference from the
courts. . . . The power to regulate marriage lies with the
Legislature, not with the judiciary. ...Today the court has
transformed its role as protector of individual rights into
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the role of creator of rights. Today the court does not
fashion a remedy that affords greater protection of a right.
Instead, using the rubric of due process it has redefined
marriage . . .

Courts have authority to recognize rights that are
supported by the Constitution and history, but the power
to create novel rights is reserved for the people through
the democratic and legislative process . . .

No State Legislature has enacted laws permitting same-
sex marriages; and a large majority of States, as well as
the United States Congress, have affirmatively prohibited
the recognition of such marriages for any purpose. The
law with respect to same-sex marriages must be left to
develop through legislative processes . . .
and
Whereas the U.S. Constitution’s doctrine of “full faith and credit”
(Article IV Section 1) brings the force of this state court’s
decision upon every state in the federal union, and thus
directly or indirectly impacting every PCA Church in the
United States; and
Whereas the Federal Marriage Amendment protects the word
"marriage" from being used for same-sex unions, the
Institution of Marriage Amendment protects the very
institution of marriage;
Be it now therefore resolved that the PCA's 32nd General
Assembly be overtured to declare its support for the
Institution of Marriage Amendment, which states:

“Marriage in the United States shall consist only of the
union of a man and a woman. Neither the United States
nor any State shall recognize or grant to any unmarried
person the legal rights or status of a spouse.”

And Moreover that the PCA's 32nd General Assembly be
overtured to declare its support for this Amendment to the
President of the United States, both Houses of the U.S.
Congress, as well as to all U.S. State legislatures, and to
encourage its pastors, people, churches and institutions to
exercise their appropriate and respective roles as citizens to
further the process of the adoption of the Institution of
Marriage Amendment to the U.S. Constitution.
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OVERTURE 15 from Missouri Presbytery
“Support Marriage Amendment to U. S. Constitution — Version 4”

Whereas the Bible presents marriage as a creation ordinance and
defines it to be the union of one man and one woman
(Genesis 1-3; Matthew 19:5-6); and

Whereas the Westminster Confession of Faith teaches that
“Marriage is to be between one man and one woman” (WCF
24.1); and

Whereas over the last few years there has been a growing
movement in many countries to undermine the biblical
definition of marriage and promote the idea of homosexual
“marriage” and civil unions; and

Whereas the differing views on the definition of marriage have
triggered much political debate, particularly in the United
States; and

Whereas the United States Congress has considered an amendment
to the United States Constitution (H.J. Res. 56, S.J. Res. 26)
stating that marriage in the United States shall consist only of
the union of a man and woman. Neither this Constitution or
the constitution of any State, nor state or federal law, shall be
construed to require that marital status or the legal incidents
thereof be conferred upon unmarried couples or groups; and

Whereas in June 2003 James M. Talent, a member of Twin Oaks
Presbyterian Church (PCA) within the bounds of Missouri
Presbytery and a member of the United States Senate, wrote
the following letter addressed to the General Assembly of the
PCA:

I am writing as a member of the PCA to request the
opinion of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian
Church in America on the subject of the Federal Marriage
Amendment (H.J. Res. 56).

I believe in the traditional definition of marriage as the
union of a man and a woman and believe our legal
institutions should reflect that understanding. The issue
has serious implications for our families and our society
and I believe the General Assembly should take a position
on it.

Thank you for taking the time to bring this issue before
the leadership of the Presbyterian Church in America. 1|
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look forward to hearing from you and the church on this
important matter.
Sincerely, James M. Talent

and

Whereas the Westminster Confession of Faith (WCF 31.4) teaches
Synods and councils are to handle, or conclude nothing, but
that which is ecclesiastical: and are not to intermeddle with
civil affairs which concern the commonwealth, unless by way
of humble petition in cases extraordinary; or, by way of
advice, for satisfaction of conscience, if they be thereunto
required by the civil magistrate;

Be it now therefore resolved that Missouri Presbytery overtures
the 32" General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in
America to declare that the definition of marriage presented
in H.J. Res. 56 (S.J. Res. 26) to be in accord with God’s
revealed will concerning marriage, to wit:

“Marriage ... shall consist only of the union of a man and
a woman.”

And Moreover the Stated Clerk of the General Assembly should
communicate the content of this overture to Senator James M.
Talent in response to his request, as well as to the President of
the United States, the President of the United States Senate,
and the Speaker of the United States” House of
Representatives to inform them of the unambiguous teaching
of the Word of God on this important moral issue.

PERSONAL RESOLUTION #1 (see 32-7, p. 42)
A personal resolution from RE Patrick Shields, Potomac Presbytery, entitled,

“A Declaration of Conscience Addressed to the President of the United States
of America, and to the members of the United States Senate and House of
Representatives”

Whereas, there is an urgent need for a clear and unambiguous public
affirmation of God’s Word concerning homosexuality and marriage
and addressing the fundamental moral principles relevant to the
national moral debate concerning these interrelated matters; and

Whereas, such an affirmation is properly a part of the calling of this
Assembly (WCF, XXXIL.IV.); and

Whereas, the Potomac Presbytery, meeting on June 8, 2004,
commended the presentation of this personal resolution for the
consideration of the 32" General Assembly of the Presbyterian
Church in America;
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Therefore, I, Patrick Shields, RE Potomac Presbytery, move that the
32™ General Assembly adopt and forward to the President of the
United States of America and to each of the members of the United
States Senate and House of Representatives (with copies to the
governors of the several states and to any other interested parties)
the attached letter, for the purpose of humbly offering the Pastoral
Counsel of this body of the Church of Jesus Christ to the designated
recipients regarding the clear teaching of scriptures on the subject
of homosexuality and marriage. The attached proposed letter has
been constructed to meld two prior teachings of the PCA:

1) The pastoral counsel previously provided by the 21* General
Assembly of the PCA in a letter to the President of the United
States, updated to current cultural context in which
homosexual “marriage” is a topic of discussion and
prospective civil government action; and

2) The statement made by the 31% General Assembly of the PCA
regarding the biblical definition of marriage.

Mr. Moderator, 1 respectfully request this personal resolution be
referred to the Committee of Commissioners on Bills and Overtures, or
such other committee as may be appropriate, for their consideration
along with other matters already before them.

TO: The President of the United States of America and to the
members of the United States Senate and House of

Representatives
FROM: The General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America
RE: A Declaration of Conscience and Pastoral Counsel

Mr. President, Senators, and Congressmembers, in this
Declaration the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church
in America humbly declares its conscience concerning the
moral legitimacy of homosexuality and concerning the
appropriate definition of the institution of marriage. God has
spoken without equivocation through His Word declaring
homosexuality to be a perversion of His created order, His
moral law, and the foundations of society. He has spoken just
as clearly in defining the Holy institute of marriage to consist
of one man and one woman and established this union to be
one of those foundations of society.

This General Assembly is the highest governmental unit
of the Presbyterian Church in America, a denomination
representing 311,817 members and 3,181 ministers. Though
founded by 250 congregations in 1973, the PCA traces its
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ancestry to the first American Presbyterians who organized
themselves on these shores in 1789, and it now has some
1,516 congregations throughout the United States and
Canada. It is not the regular practice of the General
Assembly to address matters before the civil government.
Our silence is not for lack of concern; on the contrary, we
instruct and support our members in the God-given duties of
civic responsibility. Nevertheless, we do not believe that the
Church, as the Church, ought to engage in essentially political
activity. Our Church constitution states, in accordance with
Holy Scripture, that “Synods and councils are to handle, or
conclude nothing, but that which is ecclesiastical; and are not
to intermeddle with civil affairs which concern the
commonwealth, unless by way of humble petition in cases
extraordinary....” (Confession of Faith, PCA, 31.4). And yet
we now find before us what we take to be a case
extraordinary.

In particular, we feel compelled of conscience to speak
because of the slanderous way in which truth has been
portrayed, as if opposition to homosexual practice, and to the
“marriage” of those individuals engaging in a homosexual
relationship to one another, is merely a matter of prejudice
against a minority. Please be informed that to act on this
basis is to misjudge the issue entirely. This is a question of
moral principle, striking at the very root of God’s authority,
man’s created nature, and the structure preservation of human
society. We do not act out of a hateful prejudice which
rejects the rights of minority peoples and seeks to exclude
them from our communities. On the contrary, we affirm and
rejoice in the God-created differences among the peoples of
the world and we condemn prejudice as contrary to the heart
of the gospel by which we live: that Jesus Christ is by His
grace making of various peoples one community of love and
fellowship. As His disciples we are called to judge, not by
appearances, but to judge righteous judgment (John 7:24).
The God we serve has made it plain that with Him there is no
partiality, and that in this we must be like Him (Romans 2:11,
James 2:1-9). As citizens we support the recognition and
protection of the civil rights of all peoples.

And yet in perfect consistency with this commitment we
stand resolutely opposed to homosexual practice as
incompatible with the temporal good of our nation and the

194



JOURNAL

eternal good of its people. As a part of the Church of Jesus
Christ, the Presbyterian Church in America has a primary
concern for the spiritual well-being of women and men
created in the image of God. Responsibility to such a calling
will thrust us into irreconcilable conflict with any government
policy ostensibly approving a way of life under its sphere of
responsibility which is contrary to the eternal good of its
citizens.  Further, such approval would be a grievous
violation of the government’s own God-ordained calling
(Romans 13:1-4).

Mr. President, frequent references in your speeches give
evidence that you hold the Bible in high esteem as an
authority to be cited in favor of your views, and as a source of
wisdom in guiding our country. Senators and
Congressmembers, many of you have made speeches and
public statements in which similar affirmations can also be
found. The Bible teaches that sexual distinction and union
are created by God and are to be expressed in marriage
according to His purpose and ordinance.

And God created man in His own image, in
the image of God He created him; male and
female He created them. And God blessed
them; and God said to them. “Be fruitful and
multiply, and fill the earth.”... For this cause
a man shall leave his father and mother, and
shall cleave to his wife; and they shall
become one flesh.
Genesis 1:27-28; 2:24.

Together a man and a woman, united outwardly in the
institution of marriage, united inwardly in love and affection,
and united physically in sexual relations, are the means of
transmitting and nurturing life, and that life, growing and
flourishing in families, is the necessary foundation of all
society. Homosexuality is a violation of these creation
ordinances: it is a perversion of human nature, the gift of
sexuality and the social order.

The Bible makes this plain when in the Old Testament
God’s law for the people of Israel clearly forbids this
violation of His created purposes.

You shall not lie with a male as one lies with a
female; it is an abomination.... Do not defile
yourselves by any of these things.... Thus you are
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to keep My charge, that you do not practice any
of the abominable customs which have been
practiced before you...I am the Lord your God.
Lev. 18:22,24,28,39; cf Lev. 20:13.

Here nature itself, the land personified, is portrayed as
revolted by homosexuality as a perversion of God’s purposes.
Lest this be thought of as an outmoded and unenlightened
perspective, the New Testament affirms this same truth with
even greater clarity when it excludes, not merely from the
land of Israel, but from the eternal Kingdom of God, those
who pursue homosexual practice.

Or do you not know that the unrighteous
shall not inherit the kingdom of God? Do not

be deceived; neither fornicators . . . nor
homosexuals . . .shall inherit the kingdom of
God. 1 Corinthians 6:9-10.

Please note: in condemning homosexual practice we claim
no self-righteousness. The Bible we cite also teaches that all
particular sins flow from one rebellious disposition of heart, a
disposition of heart that belongs to all (Ephesians 2:1-3). If we
have been preserved from this perversion, it is only by God’s
mercy. And that mercy in Jesus Christ is so broad and free that
may extend even to those caught up in homosexual practice,
freeing them from its bondage. In the same passage we cited
above the Apostle reminds the Corinthian believers, “And such
were some of you; but you were washed, but you were
sanctified, but you were justified in the name of the Lord Jesus
Christ, and in the Spirit of our God.”

In fact, in many of our own churches we have people who
have left that lifestyle behind out of loyalty to Jesus Christ.
In addition, one of our presbyteries supports a very active
ministry of truth and compassion to the homosexual
community in Philadelphia. Our categorical rejection of
homosexual behavior as wrong and destructive cannot fairly
be taken to mean that we have not extended ourselves or are
unable to extend ourselves in compassion and courage to men
and women in our society who are homosexual.

Nevertheless, the New Testament is quite graphic in its
warning that the prevalence and approval of homosexual
practice in a culture is a sign of the judgment of God upon
those who reject his rule.
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For This reason God gave them over to
degrading passions;, for their women
exchanged the natural function for that
which is unnatural, and in the same way also
the men abandoned the natural function of
the woman and burning in their desire
toward one another, men with men
committing indecent acts and receiving in
their own persons the due penalty of their
error. Romans 1:26-27.

In the understanding of the New Testament, moral
darkness has descended over a people who, though perhaps
not given to such perversions themselves, nevertheless, “give
approval to those who practice them” (Rom. 1:32).

In addition, we would bring to your attention the
disregard for the family implicit in any public sanction of
homosexual practice or extension of the definition of
marriage beyond the union of one man and one woman. Such
policy will generate confusion and contradiction as parents
seek to foster and nurture the God-given sexual identity of
their children. The delicacy of the formative experiences of
children in relation to what is publicly approved by our
national leadership is incompatible with a “value-neutral”
approach which necessarily distorts the value-laden realities
of sexuality as created by God. Our American civil
government has historically respected the family’s primacy in
such matters, and has sought to nurture it. Any policy that
legitimizes homosexual practice abandons this time-honored
tradition.

Last June, the 31st General Assembly of this
denomination, duly noting the disturbing trend and pressures
on our government with regard to policies addressing
homosexual practice, and especially with regard to the
institution of marriage, pronounced the following statement
and admonishment:

The Church now declares to the world the
teaching of God’s Word concerning the family as
summarized in the Westminster Confession of Faith
XXIV.1-2.

e Marriage is to be between one man and one

woman: neither is it lawful for any man to
have more than one wife, nor for any woman

197



MINUTES OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

to have more than one husband at a time
(Genesis 2:24; Matthew 19:5-6; Proverbs
2:17).

e Marriage is ordained for the mutual help of
husband and wife, for the increase of
mankind with legitimate issue, and of the
Church with an holy seed; and for the
preventing of uncleanness (Genesis 2:18,
Malachi 2:15, I Corinthians 7:2, 9).

Furthermore, the Scriptures warn of the danger of

any nation that defies God’s law regarding the family
(Proverbs 14:34).

In the ensuing year, the previously disturbing trend has
become alarming. The pressures on you, the leaders of this
nation’s civil governmental institutions, have increased
proportionally to the extent that we feel this humble
declaration of conscience and pastoral counsel to be
warranted.

To conclude, while condemning homosexual practice, we
affirm our duty to love and do good to all, even those who are
pursuing this perversion. But for us such love includes the
responsibility to speak the truth in love. The truth is that our
nation will suffer grievously if accommodated to this
perversion. More profoundly, however, the truth is that those
given over to homosexual practice will face the judgment of
God. We understand the gospel to teach that there is no hope
for such persons until they see this truth, embrace it, and turn
away from their perversion through the power of Jesus Christ.
Thus love requires that we bear witness to their hopeless
condition in order that they might find hope. Love forbids
our silence in the face of the eternal consequences of
believing a lie.

As citizens of the United States we share with others in
our community the blessings or curses that follow from the
acts of our civil government. God Himself is the Author of
sexual distinctions and the complementarity that finds its
fulfillment in the loving union of a man and a woman in
marriage, and which is designed to produce that new life
which is the natural and blessed fruit of that union. You
should understand that the God Who created the world and
Who rules it even now is neither ignorant of nor indifferent to
what the government of the United States of America will do
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with regard to His institutions. The people of our country and
their elected leaders must give account of themselves to God.
Our prayer is that you will stand against any and every
pressure that would be brought to bear on you in the conduct
of your governmental duties by those who would further
legitimize homosexual practices and pervert God’s holy
institution of marriage. Further, it is our prayer that, instead
of being tempted by such pressures, you will stand firmly in
the exercise of your duties for the sake of this nation’s well
being.

PERSONAL RESOLUTION #2 (see 32-17, p. 53)
TO THE GLORY OF GOD. AMEN.

Whereas, we live in a time when men and women increasingly understand
Truth to be variable, relative, and dependent upon social and cultural
context; and

Whereas, one manifestation of this understanding of Truth is a burgeoning
cultural and political movement that seeks to redefine marriage, so as
to include within its meaning homosexual unions; and

Whereas, attempts to redefine marriage so as to include homosexual unions
have triggered much social and political debate, leading to
misunderstanding, confusion, and doubt even within the Body of
Christ; and

Whereas, the Honorable James M. Talent, a member of Twin Oaks
Presbyterian Church (PCA) within the bounds of Missouri Presbytery
and a member of the United States Senate, in June, 2003, wrote to the
General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America:

I am writing as a member of the PCA to request the opinion of the
General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in America on the
subject of the Federal Marriage Amendment (H.J. Res. 56)."
And

Whereas, the Church, as a Spiritual Commonwealth, is “to handle, or conclude
nothing, but that which is ecclesiastical; and [is] not to intermeddle
with civil affairs which concern the commonwealth” (WCF XXX1.4)",

1" “Marriage in the United States shall consist only of the union of a man and woman.
Neither this Constitution or the constitution of any State, nor state or federal law, shall
be construed to require that marital status or the legal incidents thereof be conferred
upon unmarried couples or groups.” (H.J. Res. 56, S.J. Res. 26)

" «“Our Reformers appear to have clearly perceived the proper limits of the civil and
ecclesiastical jurisdiction, and to have been very careful that they should be strictly
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but is commanded by our King to “stand in the gate of the Lord’s
house and to proclaim there this word” (Jeremiah 7:2), “warning
everyone and teaching everyone with all wisdom” (Colossians 1:28),
and to “preach the word,” always being ready to “reprove, rebuke,
and exhort, with complete patience and teaching” (II Timothy 4:2);

Therefore, the Presbyterian Church in America declares to the Church,
the Nation, and the World that :

God is truth

His truth is firmly rooted and grounded in His immutable Nature and
Being; it is not a construction of men; it is not variable, nor relative,
nor dependent upon social or cultural context.

He has made His truth known to human beings in the Holy Scriptures.

Among the truths that God has declared to human beings is the truth
that marriage is ordained by Him, from the time of the creation of
human beings, and that it is defined by Him to be the lifelong union
of one man and one woman (Genesis 1-3; Matthew 19:5-6).

God’s ordinance concerning marriage is binding upon all human
beings in all places and at all times; it cannot be altered by legislative,
judicial or cultural action. It is possible to deviate from God’s
ordinance, but it is not possible to change it.

observed. ‘The power and policy ecclesiastical,” they say, ‘is different and distinct in
its own nature from that power and policy which is called civil power, and
appertainseth to the civil government of the commonwealth’...’Diligence should be
taken ... that only ecclesiastical things be handled in the Assemblies, and that there be
no meddling with anything pertaining to the civil jurisdiction.”” (Robert Shaw, The
Reformed Faith: An Exposition of the Westminster Confession of Faith)

“The question here, How far should the church seek to bring her moral force in a
corporate way to bear upon any legislation which may be proposed in regard to any of
these topics [education, marriage, the Sabbath, and temperance], is a very serious
practical question. It is evident that the church court should be exceedingly slow to
meddle with those things on the civil side. The best thing is for the same members
and officers of the church to act as citizens, and to seek thereby to bring their moral
influence to bear upon legislation in such a way as to secure passage by the civil
authorities of such laws as are for the welfare of the commonwealth. ... Christian
citizens should not hand the affairs of the country over to those who are not
Christians, but church courts should not deal with purely civil matters. The Christian,
as a member of the church, acts in one sphere, and as a citizen he acts in another. In
both he has duties, rights, privileges, and responsibilities, and he should be true and
faithful in both relations.” (Francis R. Beattie, The Presbyterian Standards)
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God has ordained civil authorities “under Him, and over the people,
for His own glory and the public good” (WCF XXIII.1), to the end
that good (as defined by Him) may be encouraged and defended and
evil (as defined by Him) may be suppressed and punished.

God is not mocked, for whatever one sows, that will he also reap
(Galatians 6:7); God will hold those whom He has placed in authority
accountable for their actions, and He has declared:

Woe to those who call evil good
And good evil,
Who put darkness for light
And light for darkness,
Who put bitter for sweet
And sweet for bitter!
Woe to those who are wise in their own eyes,
And shrewd in their own sight!
--- Isaiah 5:20

Be it now therefore resolved that the Stated Clerk of the General Assembly

will communicate the content of this resolution to Senator James M.
Talent in response to his request, as well as to the President of the
United States, the Vice President of the United States, every other
Senator and every other Congressman in order to inform them of the
unambiguous teaching of the Word of God on these matters.

IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER, AND OF THE SON, AND OF THE
HOLY SPIRIT. AMEN.

9.

The Committee on the Review of Presbytery Records proposed an
amendment to the “RAQO,” which was referred to the Committee
on Constitutional Business (see 32-14, p. 52). The CCB referred it
to the Committee on Bills and Overtures (see 32-36, p. 133)

The Committee on Bills and Overtures proposes the following:

That the proposed amendment to the RAO be referred back to the
Committee on Review of Presbytery Records to be perfected in
light of the advice of the CCB and presented to the 33™ General
Assembly. Adopted
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Commissioners Present:

Presbytery

Ascension
Calvary

Central Carolina
Central Florida
Central Georgia
Chesapeake
Covenant

Eastern Carolina
Evangel
Fellowship

Grace

Great Lakes

Gulf Coast
Heartland
Heritage

Houston Metro
Illiana

Iowa

James River
Korean Eastern
Louisiana
Mississippi Valley
Missouri
Nashville

New River

North Texas
Pacific Northwest
Palmetto
Philadelphia
Piedmont Triad
Pittsburgh
Potomac

Rocky Mountain
South Coast
Southeast Alabama
Southern New England
Southwest Florida
Susquehanna Valley
Tennessee Valley
Western Carolina
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Commissioner

RE James Bruder

TE Decherd Stevens

RE Mike Dixon

TE Carl Smith

TE Keith Coward

RE Edward Wright

RE Clyde Herron Jr.

TE Benjamin T. Inman
TE Gregory J. Poole
RE Shaun Ballard

RE Charles H. Probst
TE Arthur G. Ames

TE E. Bruce O’Neil

RE Charles Meador

RE Mike J. Zimansky Jr.
TE Robert M. Ferguson
TE Jonathan Weyer

TE Wayne Larson

RE Sam Couch

TE Yong T. Jin

TE J. Steven Wilkins
TE Michael Ross

TE Owen Lee Tarantino
TE Charles McGowan
RE Virgil Roberts

RE Wayne Wylie

RE Richard Mercer

TE Robert L. Slimp

TE Aaron Messner

TE Howie Burkhalter
TE Phillip Hardin

TE David F. Coffin Jr.
TE David S. Kniseley
TE Peter Jones

TE T. Brannon Bowman
TE Mark A. Scholten
RE Henry Whitmore

RE Charles Coleman Miller
TE T. Calhoun Boroughs III

RE Terrell I. Elniff
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A motion to reconsider Recommendation 6 was defeated.
TE W. Duncan Rankin led the Assembly in prayer.

The Assembly paused to sing hymn 719, “A Christian Home.”

32-53 Assembly Recesses
The Assembly recessed for ten minutes at 3:30 p.m.

32-54 Second Supplemental Report of CCB

RE Dan Carrell, Chairman, led in prayer and presented the report,
which was received as information. (See also 32-36, pp. 132 — 33; 32-40,
pp- 138 —41.)

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON
CONSTITUTIONAL BUSINESS

I. Introduction

The Committee on Constitutional Business (CCB) met June 17, 2004, to
complete one item referred to it too late for action at its June 16, 2004,
meeting. Attendance was as follows:

TE Bryan Chapell — present RE Dan Carrell, Chairman — present

TE Larry Hoop — present RE Frederick (Jay) Neikirk,
Secretary — present

TE Karl McCallister — present RE E. J. Nusbaum — excused

TE Mark Rowden — present RE John Weiss (alt.) - excused

TE Morton Smith (alt.) — present RE David Yates — present

I1. Constitutional Inquiries
Constitutional Inquiry 3 from TE Paul Hurst (see 32-44, p. 147):

Question:
Inasmuch as the officers or trustees of a corporation shall be members of the
congregation per BCO 25-7; and,
Since teaching elders are members of the presbytery and not the congregation
per BCO 13-2;
Is it unconstitutional for teaching elders to serve as officers or trustees of the
corporation?
If so, what is the remedy?
a. Enforce the present BCO prohibiting teaching elders from serving as
officers or trustees of the corporation, or
b. Amend the BCO to permit teaching elders to serve as officers or
trustees of the corporation, or
c. Propose another remedy.
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Response:

Question 1: Is it unconstitutional for teaching elders to serve as officers or
trustees of the corporation?

Answer 1: Yes, assuming the corporation in question is that of a particular
church as defined by BCO chapter 4.

Rationale

BCO 25, sections 9, 10, and 11 are designed to protect the property and
relationships of the local congregation from the higher courts. BCO 25-7
must be understood in this context. A provision that allows one who is a
member of Presbytery, rather than the local congregation, to be an officer or
trustee of the entity that “...shall have sole title to [the local church’s]
property, real personal, or mixed, tangible or intangible, and shall be sole
owner of any equity in any real estate, or any fund or property of any kind
held by or belonging to any particular church...” would be inconsistent with
that design.

The following provisions of the BCO, taken together, underscore this

interpretation.

1. BCO 25-7, sentence 1 states “If a particular church is incorporated,
the provisions of its charter and bylaws must always be in accord with
the Constitution of the Presbyterian Church in America.”

2. BCO 13 sections 1 and 2 make clear that teaching elders are members
of Presbytery, not the particular church.

3. BCO 25-7, sentence 2 states “All the communing members on the roll
of that church shall be members of the corporation.” In the absence
of any other provision in the BCO relating to corporate membership,
this indicates a limit on membership in the corporation.

4. Nothing in the BCO indicates any pool other than communing
members from which members, officers, or trustees of the corporation
may be drawn.

5. BCO 25-7, sentence 3 states “The officers of the corporation, whether
they be given the title f7ustee or some other title, shall be elected from
among the members of the corporation in a regularly constituted
congregational meeting.”

Therefore, it is unconstitutional for teaching elders to serve as officers or

trustees of the corporation of a particular church.

The CCB notes that BCO 25-11 provides for appropriate accommodation
of the BCO and civil law in order to comply with mandates of civil law that
do not pertain to “matters ecclesiastical.” This Inquiry does not raise an issue
that requires such an accommodation.
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Question 2: What is the remedy?
Answer 2:

The CCB’s charge is to provide Constitutional advice and
interpretation. It is, therefore, beyond the Committee’s purview to propose a
remedy. This is particularly true in the case of an abstract remedy such as a
potential BCO change because there may be civil and ecclesiastical
consequences the Committee cannot anticipate.

Adopted by CCB

Respectfully submitted,
/s/ RE Dan Carrell, Chairman /s/RE Frederick Neikirk, Secretary

32-55 Report of the Committee on Review of Presbytery Records

RE Tom Bingham, Chairman, led the Assembly in prayer and
presented the report. Recommendations 1-64 were adopted. General
Recommendations 1-8 were adopted. Recommendation 9 was declared
moot, as it was dealt with as Recommendation 9 of CoC on Bills and
Overtures (see 32-52, p. 201).

I. A list of Presbytery Minutes received by the Committee (See III below):

II. A list of the Presbyteries that have not submitted Minutes:
Korean Capital
Korean Eastern
Korean Northwest
Korean Southeastern
Korean Southwest

II1. A Report concerning the Minutes of each Presbytery:

1. That the Minutes of Ascension Presbytery:
a. Be approved without exception: January 25, 2003, July 26, 2003,
October 17-18, 2003
b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: April
26, 2003
c. Be approved with exceptions of substance: None
d. No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.
Adopted
2. That the Minutes of Blue Ridge Presbytery:
a. Be approved without exception: October 10-11, 2003
b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: April 4-
5,2003
c. Be approved with exceptions of substance:
Exception: January 11, 2003: No record of motions to approve
language requirements, theology paper, or exegetical paper. BCO 21-
4,RAO 14-3.e.5
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Exception: April 4-5, 2003: No record of sessional endorsement or 6

month membership for candidate. BCO 18-2, RAO 14-3.e.5

Exception: July 12, 2003: No record of approval of call. BCO 21-1

Exception: General: No reports on candidates or interns. BCO 18-6,

19-2

No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.
Adopted

3. That the Minutes of Calvary Presbytery:

a.
b.

c.
d.

Be approved without exception: January 25, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: April
24,2003, June 12, 2003, July 26, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance: None

That the following responses to the 31* GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:

Exception: January 26, 2002, April 25, 2002, July 27, 2002,
October 24, 2002: Recurring minutes of presbytery meetings have
not been approved. RAO 14-3.¢c.8

Response January 26, 2002: We agree with the exception, the
Administration Committee met and reviewed the minutes, and
approved the minutes. The Stated Clerk was putting this motion in his
report, and this was overlooked. We regret oversight.

Response April 25, 2002: We respectfully disagree with the
exception, although the minutes were not approved under the
Administration Committee, they were approved under the Stated
Clerk’s report of Communications on page four (4) #8 of the July 27,
2002 meeting.

Response July 27, 2002: We respectfully disagree with the exception,
although the minutes were not approved under the Administration
Committee, they were approved under the Stated Clerk’s report of
Communications on page four (4) #9 of the October 24, 2003
meeting.

Response October 24, 2002: We respectfully disagree with the
exception, although the minutes were not approved under the
Administration Committee, they were approved under the Stated
Clerk’s report of Communications on page four (4) #10 in the January
25, 2003 minutes. (which you have not reviewed yet)

Note: The reason the Stated Clerk has put this motion in his
report is because there are some meetings that The
Administration Committee does not have a report. Adopted

4. That the minutes of Central Carolina Presbytery:
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Be approved without exception: January 31-February 1, 2003,

October 25, 2003, April 26, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: July 19,

2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below: None

No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.
Adopted

5. That the Minutes of Central Florida Presbytery:

a.
b.

Be approved without exception: None
Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January
28, 2003, March 25, 2003, August 19, 2003, October 14, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:
Exception: January 28, 2003: Pages missing (pg 3+ paras 2-5).
BCO 13-11, RAO 14-3.b
Exception: March 25, 2003: No report of sessional minutes being
reviewed. (This is a repeat finding) BCO 13-9.b, 40-1
That the following responses to the 31 GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:
Exception: August 20, 2002: No record of licensure candidate’s
written or oral exam. BCO 19-2, RAO 14-3.3.e.5
Response: The minutes of the 101* Stated Meeting of August 20, 2002
be amended to reflect the fact that Licensure Candidate TE [name
omitted] satisfied the BCO Requirements for written or oral exam.
Exception: October 28, 2002: No record of signing ministerial
obligation. BCO 13-7.
Response: The minutes of the 102" Stated Meeting of October 28,
2002 be amended to reflect the fact that both TE [name omitted] and
TE [name omitted] signed the ministerial obligation form as required
in the BCO 13-7.
The Presbytery of Central Florida communicate to the 33™ General
Assembly its thanks for the Assembly’s attention to the keeping of
presbytery records, along with CFP’s sincere intention to fulfill its
constitutional responsibilities where the keeping of its records is
concerned.
That as no response to the 31" GA was received, these should be
submitted to the 33" GA:
Exception: General: No record of review of sessional records. BCO
13-9.

Adopted

6. That the Minutes of Central Georgia Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: January 17-18, 2003, April 12,
2003, June 11, 2003, July 18, 2003, September 23, 2003, October
25,2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: None
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Be approved with exceptions of substance: None
No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.
Well done!

Adopted

7. That the Minutes of Chesapeake Presbytery:

a.
b.

d.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery:

February 22, 2003, June 2, 2003, June 11, 2003, June 24, 2003,

September 20, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance:

Exception: May 20, 2003: No record of session endorsement of

candidate. BCO 18-2

No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.
Adopted

8. That the Minutes of Covenant Presbytery:

a.

oo o

Be approved without exception: February 4, 2003, May 27, 2003,
October 7, 2003, December 18, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: None
Be approved with exceptions of substance: None
No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.
Well done!

Adopted

9. That the Minutes of Eastern Canada Presbytery:

a.
b.

c.
d.

Be approved without exception: None
Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery:
February 28, 2003, October 3, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below: None
That the following response to the 31 GA exception be found
satisfactory:
Exception: October 25-26, 2002: No record of opening meeting in
prayer (second year cited). RAO 14-3.c.4
Response: Presbytery respectfully responds that the Committee on
Review was in error. The minutes p. 492 read: ‘The Stated Meeting of
the Presbytery of Eastern Canada was held on October 25, 2002, in
Bedford Presbyterian Church, Bedford, NS. Presbytery was called to
order on Friday at 6:32 p.m. by the Moderator, TE lan Crooks.
WORSHIP: TE IAN CROOKS: The moderator read from
Deuteronomy 31:1-8, led in prayer, and preached on this text.’
(emphasis added).

Adopted

10. That the Minutes of Eastern Carolina Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: August 27, 2003
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b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January

25, 2003, April 12, 2003, July 19, 2003, August 27, 2003, October
18,2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:

Exception: January 25, 2003: No record of congregational meeting
to concur with request to dissolve pastoral relation. BCO 23-1
Exception: January 25, 2003: No record of candidates’ 6 month
membership or sessional endorsement. BCO 18-2

Exception: April 12, 2003: No record of candidates’ 6 month
membership or sessional endorsement. BCO 18-2

Exception: July 19, 2003: No record of candidate for ordination
completing internship. BCO 21-2

Exception: October 18, 2003: No record of candidates’ 6 month
membership or sessional endorsement. BCO 18-2

Exception: October 18, 2003: No record of commission being
empowered to install minister or elders. BCO 5-9.1, 15-1,15-2
Exception: October 18, 2003: Particularization commission did not
have a quorum. BCO 15-2

d. No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.

Adopted

11. That the Minutes of Evangel Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: None

b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January

C.

28, 2003, May 13, 2003, August 9, 2003, October 28, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below.
Exception: May 13, 2003: Exam items not listed. BCO 21-4, RAO
14-3.e.5
Exception: General: No directory or roll of presbytery included.
RAO 14-4.c.1
d. That the following responses to the 31° GA exceptions be
found satisfactory:
Exception: January 22, 2002: No record of ordination commission
appointed. BCO 21-5
Response: The Minister’s Committee has this documentation but
failed to include it with their report. Henceforth, it will be included.
Exception: January 22, 2002: No record of ordination exam
elements. RAO 14-3.e.5 BCO 21-4
Response: This was an oversight and will in the future be included in
the minutes.
Exception: January 22, 2002: No record of meeting closed in
prayer. BCO 10-5, RAO 14-3.c.5

209



MINUTES OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Response: The absence of the recording of this event was also an

oversight. It will be included in the future.

Exception: September 24, 2002: No record of ordination exam

elements. RAO 14-3.e.5 BCO 21-4

Response: As above, this was an oversight that has been corrected.
Adopted

12. That the Minutes of Fellowship Presbytery

a.

Be approved without exception: January 25, 2003

b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: None

C.

Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:
Exception: April 26, 2003: No record that examination for
ordination included question if views had changed since licensure.
BCO 21-4,RAO 14-3.e.5
Exception: April 26, 2003: No record that Licensure exam included
questions on views of the constitution. BCO 19-2.c, RAO 14-3.e.5
Exception: June 30, 2003: Did not record if transferring minister
agreed with constitution. BCO 13-6, RAO 14-3.e.5
Exception: September 25, 2003: Three fourths vote not recorded for
waiving internship requirements. BCO 19-16
That the following responses to the 31 GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:
Exception: January 26, 2002, April 5, 2002, September 19, 2002:
No record of signing Ministerial Obligation. BCO 13-7.
Response: The record was signed at the time, but it was not entered
into the record. We will endeavor to be more diligent to make note in
the record in the future.

Adopted

13. That the Minutes of Grace Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: March 25, 2003

b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January

C.

14,2003, May 13, 2003, September 9, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance:

Exception: May 13, 2003: Exam items not listed. BCO 13-6, 21-4,
19-4, RAO 14-3.e.5

Exception: September 9, 2003: Commission to ordain and install
failed to provide complete record of proceedings. BCO 15-1

d. No response to the 31" GA or previous assemblies is required.

Adopted

14. That the Minutes of Great Lakes Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: January 10-11, 2003, March 8,
2003, July 26, 2003, October 10, 2003

b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: May 2-

3,2003
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Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below: None
That the following response to the 31 GA exception be found
satisfactory:
Exception: January 11-12, 2002: Presbytery changed licensure
question #4 (by adding “in so far that it does not conflict with or
inhibit your submission to your brothers in the OPC”) for OPC TE
seeking licensure. BCO 19-3
Response: Great Lakes Presbytery regrets that it did not record the
details of the agreement between [Name Deleted] and the Michiana
Covenant Church. Great Lakes Presbytery will be more careful in
documenting those arrangements in the future. Great Lakes
Presbytery apologizes for the error and promises that in the future we
will be more careful in this regard.

Adopted

15. That the Minutes of Gulf Coast Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: May 13, 2003

b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January

C.

21, 2003, February 11, 2003, September 9, 2003, October 14, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance:

Exception: February 11, 2003: Examination for internship not
recorded. BCO 19-9,10

Exception: October 14, 2003: Presbytery granted permission to TEs
and Candidates to teach and practice their exceptions to WCF 24-3
regarding marrying Roman Catholics.

Exception: General: No reports on candidates or interns. BCO 18-6,
19-12

That the following responses to the 31 GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:

Exception: March 19, 2002: No record of licensure exam. RAO 14-
3.e.5.

Response: Presbytery agrees with the exception. The examination of
the TE in question was completed at the 93" Stated Meeting of GCP.
Exception: May 14, 2002: Stated Supply not already licensed to
preach in presbytery. BCO 19-1

Response: Presbytery agrees with the exception. The examination of
the teaching elder had been delayed due to schedule conflicts. It was
completed at a called meeting of GCP, September 9, 2003.
Exception: May 14, 2002: No record of commission report to
particularize a church. BCO 13-8, RAO 14-3.e.4

Response: Presbytery agrees with the exception. The minutes in
question were approved at the 93" meeting of GCP.

Exception: October 8, 2002: No record of examining candidate on
Bible content or PCA history during ordination exam. BCO 21-4,
RAO 14-3.e.5
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Response: Presbytery agrees with this exception. The examination of
the candidate in Bible content and History of the PCA was included
in his trials for ordination. Presbytery acknowledges its omission
from the minutes.

Exception: October 8, 2002: No record of examining candidate on
sacraments during ordination exam. BCO 21-4, RAO 14-3.e.5
Response: Presbytery agrees with this exception. The examination of
the candidate was conducted during his trials for ordination.
Presbytery acknowledges the omission from its minutes.

That the following responses to the 31 GA exceptions be found
technically satisfactory:

Exception: March 27, 2001: Presbytery approved an exception to
WCF 24-3 in which the candidate stated, “the WCF has gone too far
in the section on marriage where in Chapter 24-3, it lumps Roman
Catholics, infidels, and other idolaters together,” allowing him to
“express his views” without clarifying what “express his views”
means and whether he may practice his views. BCO26-1; 24-5
Response: (refer to response to May §, 2001)

Exception: May 8, 2001: Presbytery approved two candidates with
exceptions to WCF 24-3 in which they stated, “the WCF has gone too
far in the section on marriage where in Chapter 24-3, it lumps Roman
Catholics, infidels, and other idolaters together.” BCO26-1; 24-5
Response: In receiving the minutes for 3/27/01 and 5/8/01 presbytery
believes that the exception was clearly stated, the candidate stated that
his view concerning WCF 24-3 was an exception to the standards and
further presbytery acknowledged that the view was an exception.
Therefore, we request that the committee clarify what specific
response is required of Gulf Coast Presbytery.

Rationale: Presbytery did not deal with the issue of clarifying
“express his views,” which evidently means to teach his views, or
with the issue of whether he may practice his views. A common way
to stipulate is to say that the one taking an exception may “state his
view while also stating that it is an exception to the standards”, and to
further say that he may or may not “practice his views.” BCO 40-2.3
Response: Presbytery acknowledges the omission from its action. At
the 93 SM of GCP the candidates and the Teaching Elders in
question were granted permission to teach and practice their view on
WCF 24-3. Adopted

16. That the Minutes of Heartland Presbytery:

a.
b.

C.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery:
November 21-22, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance:
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Exception: April 25, 2003: No indication of % vote to approve
previous experience fulfilling the internship requirement. BCO 19-16
That the following responses to the 31* GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:
Exception: January 31, 2002: There is no record of three TEs and
three REs from at least three different churches requesting a called
meeting. BCO 13-12
Response: Presbytery agrees with the exception. The meeting was
duly called. Presbytery will attempt to be more careful in the future to
note that meetings have been duly called.
Exception: July 1, 2002: No record of ministerial obligation being
signed. BCO 13-7.
Response: Presbytery agrees with the exception. The clerk will
ensure that the obligation is signed and presbytery will attempt to be
more careful to record this matter in the future.
Exception: August 23, 2002: Licentiate not asked about change in
views during ordination exam. BCO 21-4
Response: Presbytery agrees that, while the minutes reflect that the
licentiate was examined as to his change in views regarding the
Sabbath (and his declared reservation), they do not explicitly state
that he was asked whether his views had changed in any other way.
We will attempt to be more careful in this matter in the future.
Exception: April 27-28, 2001: 2001-24 — No record of requirements
for laboring Out of Bounds. BCO 8-7
Response: Presbytery respectfully disagrees with this exception.
Presbytery would not have approved the call if it were not convinced
that the TE in question would be engaged in preaching and teaching
the Word and have the freedom to maintain and teach the doctrine of
our church. We understand the purpose of our minutes to be the
preservation of our actions for historical purposes (RAO 14-3,f,1), not
a recitation of the language of the BCO on each particular action. We
do not believe our minutes reflect any such violation of our
constitution. A reference to BCO 8-7 would have been appropriate in
the minutes.
Rationale: BCO 8-7 references BCO 20-1 requiring that “Presbytery
shall always make a record of the reasons why it considers the work
to be a valid Christian ministry” and that the call shall have
“assurance that the definite work will afford the liberty to proclaim
and practice fully and freely the whole counsel of God.”
Response continued: Presbytery agrees with this exception and will
attempt to be more thorough in this area in the future.

Adopted
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17. That the Minutes of Heritage Presbytery:

a.
b.

C.

Be approved without exception: January 25, 2003, September 13, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery:
November 8, 2003, December 6, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance:

Exception: May 13, 2003: No record of charge given to candidate
when taken under care. No record of proceeding closed in prayer.
BCO 18-3

Exception: November 8, 2003: No record of candidate proceeding
closed in prayer. BCO 18-3

d. No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.

Adopted

18. That the Minutes of Illiana Presbytery:

a.
b.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January
10-11, 2003, April 12, 2003, October 18, 2003, October 29, 2003,
December 18, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance: None

That the following response to the 31* GA be found satisfactory:
Exception: June 27, 2002: Dissolved church with no record of
provision for transferring members. BCO 13-10

Response: Transfer provisions under BCO 13-10 were made and
transmitted to the Springfield church by a letter dated June 30, 2002
(see Attachment). However, the letter did not make it into the official
presbytery minutes. This letter will be added to the minutes.
Exception: April 21, 2001, October 20, 2001: Incomplete record of
exam elements. BCO 19-2; RAO 14-3e.5

Response: There is a lack of specific notation of the oral sermon for
the licensure exam. It is to be noted that the candidates in both exams
did indeed present a sermon for examination at the beginning of the
meeting. However, a specific note will be added to the April 21, 2001
and October 20, minutes. Care will be taken in the future to make sure
such notations are obvious. Adopted

19. That the Minutes of lowa Presbytery:

a.

b.

C.

Be approved without exception: January 11, 2003, April 12, 2003,

July 12, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery:

November 15, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:

Exception: July 12, 2003: Presbytery determined TE’s view on

marrying “papists” was not an exception to WCF 24-3.

No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.
Adopted
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20. That the Minutes of James River Presbytery:

a.
b.

C.

Be approved without exception: January 17-18, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: April
12,2003, July 19, 2003, October 18, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:
Exception: October 18, 2003: Non-PCA man named as member of
commission. BCO 13-1; 15-1
That the following responses to the 31* GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:
Exception: January 19, 2002: No record of requirements being met
for man coming under care. BCO 18-2
Response: The Presbytery agrees with the exception and promises to
be more careful in the future.
Note: The requirements of this candidate were met. We failed to
record the fact.
Exception: January 19, 2002: No record of presbytery action on
dissolution of a church. BCO 13-9
Response: The Presbytery agrees with the exception and promises to
be more careful in the future.
Note: The dissolution of the church came to the attention of
Presbytery after the fact. As soon as Presbytery was aware of the
action the members were assigned to PCA churches in the area.
Exception: January 19, 2002: Presbytery approved minister to labor
out of bounds without record of approving the call and without the
assurances of BCO 8-7 and 20-1,2.
Response: The Presbytery agrees with the exception and promises to
be more careful in the future.
Exception: October 19, 2002: No evidence that BCO 23-1 was
followed in dissolution of pastoral calls.
Response: The Presbytery agrees with the exception and promises to
be more careful in the future.

Adopted

21. That the Minutes of Korean Capital Presbytery:

a.
b.
C.

d.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: None
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:

Exception: No minutes submitted. BCO 40-1, RAO 14-4.a

That as no response to the 29™ GA exceptions were received,
these should be submitted to the 33" GA:

Exception: General: No record Presbytery met required two
meetings a year. BCO 13-12

215



MINUTES OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

Exception: October 2, 2000: No conformity to RAO 14-3.e.5
regarding Presbytery exams.
Exception: April 2, 2000: No minutes submitted. RAO 14-4
That as no response to the 27" GA was received, these should be
submitted to the 33" GA:
Exception: No minutes submitted: (RAO 14-4.a&b)

Adopted

22. That the Minutes of Korean Central Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: None

b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: April

C.

14-15, 2003, October 13-14, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:
Exception: April 14-15, 2003: No record of trial being conducted in
accord with BCO chapters 32-37.
Exception: June 19, 2003: No record of trial being conducted in
accord with BCO chapters 32-37.
That as no response to the 30™ GA exceptions were received,
these should be submitted to the 33" GA:
Exception: General: Minutes submitted in Korean for May 10, 2002,
July 23, 2002
That as no response to the 29™ GA exceptions was received, these
should be submitted to the 33" GA:
Exception: General: No minutes submitted. BCO40-1.
That as no response to the 28" GA exceptions were received,
these should be submitted to the 33" GA:
Exception: October 11, 1999: There is no review of session records.
(BCO40-1, 40-2, 40-3.)
Exception: No Standing Rules submitted.

Adopted

23. That the Minutes of Korean Eastern Presbytery:

a.
b.

C.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: None
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:

Exception: No minutes submitted. BCO 40-1, RAO 14-4.a (Note:
minutes have been submitted for April, 2004 which will be reviewed
next year.)

That as no response to the 30™ GA was received, this should be
submitted to the 32" GA:

Exception: General: No minutes submitted. BCO 40-1

That as no response to the 28™ GA were received, these should be
submitted to the 33" GA:

Exception: No minutes submitted. (RAO 14-4.a&b)
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Exception: No indication that the exam for ordination included each
of the parts required by BCO 21-4 (repeated from previous year).
Exception: April 11, 1995: Steps of ordination exam need to be
stated BCO 19, 21.
Exception: November 24, 1992: No record of annual review of
session records. BCO 40-1, 40-2, 40-3.

Adopted

24. That the Minutes of Korean Northwest Presbytery:

25.

a.
b.
c.

d.

Be approved without exception: None
Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: None
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:
Exception: No minutes submitted. BCO 40-1, RAO 14-4.a
That as no response to the 30" GA were received, these should be
submitted to the 32" GA:
Exception: General: No minutes submitted. BCO40-1.
That as no responses to the 27" GA were received, these should
be submitted to the 33" GA:
Exception: No minutes submitted. (RAO 14-4.a&b)
Exception: April 16, 1996: Presbytery required to meet twice a year.
Minutes submitted for only one stated meeting.
Exception: Failure to examine a TE for reception into presbytery.
BCO 21-4.
Exception: No record of signing of the Statement of Ministerial
Obligation. BCO 13-7.
Exception: April 11, 1995; October 10, 1995: No details of all parts
of ordination examinations were given. BCO 21-4.

Adopted

That the Minutes of Korean Southeastern Presbytery:

a.
b.
c.

d.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: None
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:

Exception: No minutes submitted. BCO 40-1, RAO 14-4.a

That as no responses to the 31* GA were received, these should be
submitted to the 33" GA:

Exception: General: No minutes submitted. BCO 40-1

That as no responses to the 30™ GA were received, these should
be submitted to the 33" GA:

Exception: General: No minutes submitted. BCO 40-1

Exceptions: General: Examination for ordination are not detailed per
RAO 14-3.e.5.

That as no responses to the 28" GA were received, these should
be submitted to the 33" GA:
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Exception: May 7, 1999 (p. 1, Item 1l.1): No ruling elders present.
Therefore no quorum. BCO 13-4.
Exception: August 12, 1999 (p. 1, Item 1L.1): No ruling elders
present. Therefore no quorum. BCO 13-4.
Exception: October 4, 1999 (p. 1, Item 2): Only 1 RE present.
Therefore no quorum. BCO 13-4.
Exception: No Standing Rules submitted. RAO 14-4.c.2

Adopted

26. That the Minutes of Korean Southern Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: None

b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: October

C.

13, 2003, November 10, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:
Exception: October 13, 2003: No record of examination of REs
from received church. BCO 13-8
Exception: October 13, 2003: No record of having two stated
meetings within one year. BCO 13-12
Exception: October 13, 2003: Resignation of TE without record of
Church request or dissolution of relationship by presbytery. BCO 23-1
Exception: November 10, 2003: No quorum established for called
meeting. Only two REs attended. BCO 13-12
Exception: November 10, 2003: No record of session’s invitation for
interim pastor. BCO 22-5,6, BCO 16-2
Exception: November 10, 2003: Original jurisdiction assumed by
presbytery for case against someone not a member of presbytery.
BCO 31-3, 33-1, 39-1
Exception: November 10, 2003: No record of process in cases
resulting in excommunication. BCO 31-2, 32
That as no responses to the 31* GA were received, these should be
submitted to the 33" GA:
Exception: March 20, 2002: Lack of quorum—three REs required.
BCO 13-4
Exception: April 15, 2002, October 14, 2002: No record of all parts
of ordination exam included, no record of approval of call, no record
of signing ministerial obligation form. BCO 21-4, RAO 14-3.e.5
That as no responses to the 30" GA were received, these should
be submitted to the 32" GA:
Exception: April 14, 1997, April 12, 1999: No record of ordination and
installation. BCO 17-1 through 17-3; 21-5 through 21-8; 15-1 and 2.
Exception: October 13, 1997: Removal of three TE’s without
process or approval. BCO 34-10 and BCO 46-8.

218



JOURNAL

Exception: April 12, 1999: No record of Presbytery’s approval of TE
resignation. BCO 23-1. Improper procedure in dissolution of Dallas
Presbyterian Church. BCO 13-10; 25-12.

Exception: October 9, 2000: A proxy for a TE was presented. Robert’s
Rules 45, SIC 90-5 (1973-1993 PCA Digest Item 78, pg 443.).
Exception: April 14, 1997, April 12, 1999, October 2, 2000: No
quorum, only two ruling elders present. BCO 13-4.

Exception: April 10, 2000, October 9, 2000: No record of
Presbytery review of sessional records. BCO 13-9b and BCO 40-1.
Exception: April 10, 2000, October 9, 2000: No reports from
ministers laboring out of bounds. BCO 8-7.

That as no responses to the 27" GA were received, these should
be submitted to the 32"! GA:

Exception: General: No English translation submitted;

Exception: General: No directory of candidates and licentiates
included. RAO 14-4.c2.

Exception: June 27, 1996: The entirety of minutes is taken up with a
trial and discussion of whether to dismiss a church. However, on page
5, we learn that the hearing is postponed because the accused is not
present. (BCO procedures for discipline need to be followed.)
Exception: General: No record of annual review of sessional
records. BCO 13-9b.

Exception: October 9, 1995: No record that a commission was
established to install a TE BCO 21-4.

Exception: April 9, 2001: No quorum present therefore no business
should have been transacted. BCO 13-4

Exception: April 9, 2001: Ordination of women as deaconesses not
provided for in PCA Constitution. BCO9-3; 7-2

Exception: April 9, 2001: Incomplete record of ordination
examination elements and no record of signing Ministerial Obligation
Form. BCO 21-4; 13-7; RAO 14-3.e.5

Exception: October 15, 2001: No quorum present. BCO 13-4
Exception: October 15, 2001: No explanation of what type of exams
are taking place. Incomplete record of examination. BCO 21-4; RAO
14-3.e.5

Exception: Minutes for the 34™ Stated Meeting not submitted. BCO
13-11; RAO 14-1 Adopted

27. That the Minutes of Korean Southwest Presbytery:

a.
b.
c.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: None
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:
Exception: No minutes submitted. BCO 40-1, RAO 14-4.a
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d. That as no responses to the 31* GA were received, these should be
submitted to the 33" GA:
Exception: General: Only one meeting of Presbytery in 2002. BCO
13-12
Exception: April 16, 2002: No record of congregational vote to
withdraw from the PCA. BCO 25-11
Exception: April 16, 2002: No record of licensure examination. BCO
19-2
Exception: April 16, 2002: No record of transfer examination. BCO
13-6
That as no responses to the 30™ GA were received, these should
be submitted to the 32" GA:
Exception: April 17, 2001, October 16, 2001: Incomplete record of
exam elements. RAO 14-3.e.5
Exception: General: No record of reviewing session minutes. BCO
12-7
Exception: General: No directory, lists, roll of churches, standing
rules submitted. RAO 14-4.c.1 and 2
Exception: April 13, 1998; October 12, 1999: There is no record of
ordinands being asked the constitutional questions in accordance with
BCO 21-5 and 21-9
Exception: General: Presbytery did not meet at least twice per year.
BCO 13-12.
Exception: April 16, 1996; October 15, 1996; November 19, 1996:
Parts of examination should be listed (RAO 14-3.¢.5).
Exception: October 10, 1995, April 16, 1996; October 15, 1996;
November 19, 1996: No record of presbytery approval of session
records (BCO 13-9b) (repeated from previous year).
Exception: General: Teaching elders transferred in and out of
churches and presbytery without explanation or required
examinations. BCO 13, 8.
Exception: October 15, 1996: Electing Ruling Elders requires training
and congregational election and possible ordination. BCO 5-9.
Exception: October 12, 1994: See below;
Exception: April 25, 1995: See below;
Exception: October 10, 1995 (Item 1 and 2): No record of
congregational meetings to dissolve pastoral relationship (per BCO
23-1). A TE was removed from Presbytery rolls without explanation.
BCO 13-10.
Exception: General: Record of examinations for ordination and
licensure is missing and parts of the exam are not recorded. BCO 13-
5,6, 19-2,3, 21-4.
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Response: No response submitted.

Exception: General: Ruling elders should be examined by sessions
and not by the Presbytery. BCO 24:1; 11:4. [NOTE: It is recognized
that Korean Presbyteries are doing this in accord with their Korean
customs and culture. ]

Exception: General: There is no record of presbytery’s approval of
session records. BCO 13-9b; 40-1,2.

No record of commission to examine ruling elders before receiving
mission church. BCO 13-8. Adopted

28. That the Minutes of Louisiana Presbytery:

a.

b.
c.

Be approved without exception: January 18, 2003, July 19, 2003,
October 18, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: None

Be approved with exceptions of substance:

Exception: General: No directory or roll of presbytery included.
RAO 14-4.c.1

Exception: General: No up-to-date copy of standing rules. RAO 14-
4.c.2

Exception: General: No list of licentiates. RAO 14-4.c.1

Exception: General: No annual reports of members laboring out-of-
bounds. BCO 8-7

Exception: General: Minutes not submitted by 4/15/04 to the GA.
RAO 14-4.d

d. No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.

Adopted

29. That the Minutes of Metropolitan New York Presbytery:

a.
b.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January
11, 2003, March 8, 2003, April 9, 2003, May 23, 2003, June 30,
2003, September 12, 2003, October 16, 2003, November 7, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:

Exception: March 8, 2003: No record of % vote for waiving
internship requirement. BCO 19-16

Exception: March 8, 2003: Executive session minutes not included.
RAO 14-4.e.6

Exception: April 9, 2003: Executive session minutes not included.
RAO 14-4.e.6

Exception: September 12, 2003: No record of % vote for waiving
internship requirement. BCO 19-16

Exception: October 16, 2003: Executive session minutes not
included. RAO 14-4.e.6
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Exception: November 7, 2003: Executive session minutes not
included. RAO 14-4.¢.6
That the following responses to the 31 GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:
Exception: General: Record of Licensure from BCO 19-4 not
included in minutes.
Response: Presbytery understands that RAO 14-3.e.5 may possibly
be interpreted to require its minutes to reflect that current practice of
the Stated Clerk in giving each new licentiate a signed form worded
according to BCO 19-4. We will so report our action.
Exception: General: No record of interns, candidates, and men
serving out of bounds reporting to presbytery. BCO 19-12, 18-6, 8-7
Response: Presbytery agrees with the exception. Its committees, the
Leadership Development Team and the Shepherding Team, are
currently attempting to develop reporting procedures that will enable
Presbytery to meet these BCO requirements in the future.
That the following response to the 31" GA exceptions be found
unsatisfactory for the following reason: BCO 13-11 requires a full
and accurate record of presbytery proceedings to be sent to the GA
annually for review.
Exception: General: No record of Ministerial Obligation signed for
TEs. BCO 13-7
Response: Presbytery respectfully disagrees with the exception. We
have always followed the pattern prescribed in BCO 13-7. The Stated
Clerks have maintained and do maintain a file of signed Ministerial
Obligation forms for the TEs on the rolls of Presbytery. Nowhere in
either BCO 13-7 or RAO 14-3 is Presbytery required to record its
fulfillment of this requirement in its minutes. If the General Assembly
wishes to require Presbytery to note in its minutes its implementation of
this requirement, let the RAO be amended to so require.

Adopted

30. That the Minutes of Mississippi Valley Presbytery:

oaocc

Be approved without exception: February 11, 2003, May 6, 2003,
August 5, 2003, November 4, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: None
Be approved with exceptions of substance: None

No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.
Well done! Adopted

31. That the Minutes of Missouri Presbytery:

a. Be approved without exception: January 21, 2003, April 15,
2003, July 15, 2003
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Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: None
Be approved with exceptions of substance:
Exception: October 21, 2003: Exceptions to the constitution are
mentioned but not recorded. RAO 14-3.e.5
Exception: General: No record of annual reports by TEs laboring
out-of-bounds. BCO 8-4, 8-7
That the following responses to the 31st GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:
Exception: January 15, 2002, April 16, 2002: No record of
commission to install. BCO 21-1, 21-5
Response: This information was not known at the time and the
moderator gave the chairmen of the commissions the authority to
appoint members to installation commissions. The clerk failed to
incorporate the names in the minutes when notified. The minutes for
January 15, 2002, and April 16, 2002, will be changed to reflect the
names of the members of the commissions and subsequent minutes
will be changed to reflect that reports from these commissions had
been received and approved by Presbytery and that the commissions
had been dismissed with thanks.

Adopted

32. That the Minutes of Nashville Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: None

b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery:

C.

November 8, 2003, December 12, 2003

Be approved with exception of substance stated below:

Exception: February 11, 2003: No record of transferee examined in
Christian experience. RAO 14-3.e.5

Exception: May 10, 2003: TE divested without evidence of letters
required. TE was not present at meeting. Reason for divestiture not
given. BCO 34-10

Exception: September 9, 2003: No record of either congregational
or session action with regard to dissolution of pastoral relationship.
BCO 23-1

Exception: November 8, 2003: Exceptions to Westminster
Confession of Faith not recorded. BCO 21-4, RAO 14-3.e.5

That the following responses to the 31 GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:

Exception: September 10, 2002: Ordained a man without a call.
BCO 13-7

Response: The call of [name deleted] was inadvertently left out of the
minutes. The call has been inserted which shows that he was called as
an evangelist with intention of planting a church in the presbytery.
The ministerial obligation has also been included.
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Exception: November 9, 2002: No record of signing ministerial

obligation. BCO 13-7

Response: The call of TE [name deleted] was inadvertently omitted

from the minutes. The call has been inserted into the minutes along

with the Ministerial Obligation.

Exception: General: No record of session minutes being examined.

BCO 13-9

Response: The Nashville Presbytery assigned the task of review of

Session Minutes to the Shepherding Committee in 2002. The task was

not completed until the February meeting of 2003. Please see the

minutes of the 34™ Stated Meeting on February 11, 2003.

General Response: Nashville Presbytery apologizes for these

omissions and errors. Please lay this at the feet of a new clerk who is

still learning. We will endeavor to improve our recording techniques.
Adopted

33. That the Minutes of New Jersey Presbytery:

a.

e

Be approved without exception: February 15, 2003, May 17, 2003,
September 20, 2003, November 15, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: None

Be approved with exceptions of substance: None

That the following responses be found satisfactory:

Exception: February 16, 2002: Ordination exam items not listed.
RAO 14-3.e.5

Response: In the future we will strive to record the examinations
processes as the Committee requests. It is to be noted that in the
minutes of the meetings held after the 2002 GA this policy was
followed.

That the following response to the 30™ GA be found satisfactory:
Exception: February 17, 2001, May 19, 2001: Incomplete exams.
RAO 14-3e.5; BCO 21-4

Response submitted to the 31 GA: Presbytery respectfully
disagrees with the interpretation of the standards, RAO 14-3e.5; BCO
21-4 (The candidates in question each came fully meeting the
standards of BCO 21-4.) Presbytery recognizes the words of RAO 14-
3e.5. It believes that the form recorded in its minutes, “...in all
respects in accord with BCO 13-6...” is tantamount to listing each
item individually. As support for this interpretation, Presbytery cites a
previous incident. The exception to Presbytery’s minutes for 1996
cites a failure to list required details. Presbytery’s response was, “the
minutes indicate that the candidate was received in accordance with
BCO 18-2 and 18-3.” The minutes of Presbytery’s September 1998
meeting, under the listing of correspondence received, indicate that
the Clerk of the General Assembly reported that New Jersey’s
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minutes were approved. Thus a previous vote of the General
Assembly has approved Presbytery’s interpretation.

Response submitted to the 32" GA: We will challenge no further
the difference of opinion between NJ Presbytery and the Review
Committee and record our examinations processes in the future as the
committee requests.

32" GA Note: General Assembly reminds the presbytery that the
difference was between GA and the presbytery, not the Review
Committee. Adopted

34. That the Minutes of New River Presbytery:

a.

b.

Be approved without exception: January 11, 2003, May 3, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: April 5,
2003, September 20, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance:
Exception: May 24, 2003: Meeting not duly called. (Only have two
REs and two TEs.) BCO 13-12
That the following responses to the 30" GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:
Exception: September 22, 2001: Incomplete record of TE transfer
exam elements. BCO 13-6; RAO 14-3.e.5
Response: (refer to response to March 12,13, 1999)
Exception: November 26, 2001: Minutes submitted incomplete.
BCO 13-11; RAO 14-1
Response: (refer to response to March 12,13, 1999).
Exception: March 12-13, 1999 (p. 3): Items 75-17.f., 75-17.g., and
75-17.g., and 75-17.i refer to appendices which are not attached.
Response: 1 have attached revised minutes of September 22, 2001
which include a record of the elements that the candidates were
examined on per BCO 13-6 and RAO 14-4e.5. In addition, I have
attached copies of the minutes of November 26, 2001 including the
appendix of 83A-3 and 83A-6. You will also find copies of the items
referred to in the minutes of March 12-13, 1999: copies of Items 75-
171, 75-17g and 75-171 included.

Adopted

35. That the Minutes of New York State Presbytery:

a.
b.

c.
d.

Be approved without exception: May 17, 2003, September 19-20, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January

18,2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance: None

No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.
Adopted

36. That the Minutes of North Florida Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: May 3, 2002, June 21, 2003, July
26,2003
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b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery:

February 14, 2003, September 12, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance: None
That the following response to the 30™ GA exception be found
satisfactory:
Exception: General: No intern reports at any meeting and they do
have interns. BCO 19-12.
Response: North Florida Presbytery sincerely regrets this oversight
and acknowledges our error. We promise by God’s grace and help to
attempt to correct this in the future.

Adopted

37. That the Minutes of North Georgia Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: None

b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January

C.

18, 2003, April 15, 2003, July 19, 2003, October 21, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:
Exception: April 15, 2003: TEs without call over three years not
dealt with. BCO 13-2, 34-10
Exception: July 19, 2003: No record of commission established or
report of commission. BCO 15-2
Exception: July 19, 2003: No record of TE being examined in all
areas. No record of % vote to omit areas. No record of ordination
questions being asked for transferring TE from other denomination.
BCO 21-4, 13-6, 21-5
That the following response to the 31 GA exception be found
satisfactory:
Exception: July 20, 2002: No record of congregational concurrence
with dissolution of pastoral relationships. BCO 23-1
Response: Presbytery regrets the omission; we erred in not citing
congregational concurrence, which did occur, and will so note in the
future.

Adopted

38. That the Minutes of North Texas Presbytery:

a.
b.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery:
February 7-8, 2003, May 2-3, 2003, August 22-23, 2003,
November 7-8, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:

Exception: February 7-8, 2003: No record of % vote on approval of
internship prior to candidacy. BCO 19-16

Exception: August 22-23, 2003: No record of asking questions of
evangelist. BCO 21-11
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Exception: August 22-23, 2003: No record of receiving a call from a
session and approval of a call from presbytery. BCO 22-3

Exception: November 7-8, 2003: No record of examination of Bible
knowledge and theology for transferring licentiates. BCO 19-5

d. No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.

Adopted

39. That the Minutes of Northern California Presbytery:

a.
b.

Be approved without exception: None
Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: March
7-8, 2003, June 21, 2003, October 3, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance:
Exception: June 21, 2003: No record that called meeting was duly
called. BCO 13-12
That the following responses to the 31* GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:
Exception: October 4-5, 2002: Members of dissolved mission
church not assigned to other churches. BCO 13-10
Response: Presbytery agrees with the exception of substance
regarding its October 4-5, 2002 Minutes. Presbytery corrects its
record to indicate that the dissolved mission church did not have any
members to be assigned to other churches. The Northern California
Presbytery promises to be more careful in the future.

Adopted

40. That the Minutes of Northern Illinois Presbytery:

a.

b.

C.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January
28, 2003, April 14-15, 2003, May 23, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance:

Exception: General: July and October minutes not submitted. BCO
13-11,40-1, RAO 14-4.a

Exception: General: No standing rules submitted. RAO 14-4.c.2
That as no response to the 31 GA exceptions was received, this
should be submitted to the 33" GA.

Exception: January 22, 2002: No record of complete licensure
exam. BCO 19-5,6 Adopted

41. That the Minutes of Northern New England Presbytery:

a.
b.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: April
20, 2002, October 19, 2002, January 18, 2003, April 19, 2003, July
19, 2003, September 17, 2003, October 18, 2003

Be approved with exception of substance stated below:

Exception: October 19, 2002: A motion attempting to assign a
deposed TE to a particular congregation is ruled out of order by the
moderator “in consideration of BCO 38-3.” Nothing in BCO 38-3
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bears on this motion. Moreover, the deposed TE’s statement that he
was appealing censure indicates that he was not seeking to leave the
PCA. (Note also that the subsequent action was to assign him to a
non-PCA church and the implications of that [see January 18, 2003
item 20, #10]). Note also that this action is not part of the judgment of
the case so it appears to fall outside of the restriction of BCO 40-3.
Also, the case was ruled out of order (see January 18, 2003, item 20;
M31GA p. 93). This appears to be a serious violation.
Exception: January 18, 2003: No copy of appeal attached to
minutes. BCO 40-2
Exception: July 19, 2003: Mission church established without
specification of temporary form of government. BCO 5-3
Exception: July 19, 2003: No record of congregational concurrence
in commission appointed as temporary session. BCO 16-2
Exception: September 17, 2003: Called meeting without record of
10 day notice. BCO 13-12
Exception: October 18, 2003: No record of properly organizing
mission church. BCO 5-8.2, 5-8.3, 5-8.4, 5-9.3,5-9.4, 5-11, 24-5
That the following response to the 31 GA exception be found
satisfactory:
Exception: April 20, 2002: Incomplete minutes submitted. Pages
2,4,6,8 missing. RAO 14-3.b
Response: Our response is that we have included the complete
minutes in this correspondence package. | had printed the minutes on
both sides of the page when photocopying, I apparently failed to catch
the back sides of the pages for the original submission.
Exception: July 20, 2002: No record of % vote of presbytery for use
of extraordinary clause; no record of omitted portions of trial. BCO
21-4
Response: Our response is that the vote was unanimous for use of the
extraordinary clause in [name deleted] ordination trials. Because we
value ordination in the Orthodox Presbyterian Church so highly, we
voted to omit the following parts of the ordination trials:

¢ Knowledge of the Greek and Hebrew languages.

e Bible content

e A thesis on some theological topic assigned by Presbytery.

e An exegesis on an assigned portion of scripture,
requiring the use of the original language or
languages.

e Preaching a sermon before the Presbytery or
committee thereof.

I hope this response is acceptable to the Review of Presbytery
Records Committee.
Adopted
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42. That the Minutes of Ohio Valley Presbytery:

a.
b.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January
6, 2003, May 2, 2003, July 25, 2003, September 15, 2003, October
10,2003

Be approved with exception of substance:

Exception: July 25, 2003: No record of approved exceptions for
licensure. RAO 14-3.e.5

Exception: September 15, 2003: No record of asking candidate if he
had stated differences with the standards. BCO 21-4, RAO 14-3.e.5
Exception: October 10, 2003: No record of approved internship.
BCO21-2

Exception: October 10, 2003: No record of approved exceptions for
ordination. RAO 14-3.e.5

d. No response to the 30™ GA or previous assemblies is required.

Adopted

43. That the Minutes of Pacific Presbytery:

a.
b.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January
28, 2003, February 25, 2003, May 3, 2003, September 27, 2003

Be approved with exception of substance:

Exception: January 28, 2003: No record of required 4/5 vote of
congregation and % vote of presbytery. BCO 23-1

Exception: February 23, 2003: Record indicates that TE was
reordained. BCO 17-2, 21-9

That the following responses to the 31 GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:

Exception: January 22, 2002: Incomplete record of exam elements.
BCO 21-4.

Response: This examination was conducted completely in
accordance with the Book of Church Order, and all elements of BCO
21 were included in the examination. We apologize for the lack of
inclusion of this information.

Exception: January 22, 2002: No record of actions in executive
session. RAO 14-4.¢.6.

Response: No actions in the executive session were taken, and no
records of the executive session were kept. We will remember to take
notes during future executive sessions.

Exception: May 30, 2002: No record of ministerial obligation
signed. BCO 13-7.

Response: We regret that we have not recorded this signing, but we will
get it done at the next meeting of Pacific Presbytery on May 1, 2004.
Exception: May 30, 2002: No indication of BCO 13-4 requirements
for a called meeting. BCO 13-4
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Response: A quorum for this called meeting appears to be indicated
by the attendees. Three TEs and three REs were present for the called
meeting. However, in the future we will be more careful about
indicating the quorum in the minutes.
Exception: May 30, 2002: Incomplete record of ordination exam
elements with regard to previous licensure exam. BCO 21-4
Response: [Name Deleted] was previously examined for licensure
and passed all parts of the exam, and therefore was examined only in
the sacraments and church history, as required by BCO 21-4.
Exception: September 28, 2002: No minutes for a called meeting.
BCO 13-11; RAO 14-4
Response: We are unable to find any reference to a called meeting in
the minutes for September 28, 2002, and therefore we are unable to
respond appropriately to this exception. We kindly request more
information.
Exception: September 28, 2002: Incomplete record of exam
elements. BCO 21-4.
Response: This examination was conducted completely in
accordance with the Book of Church Order, and all elements of BCO
19-2 were included in the examination. We apologize for the lack of
inclusion of more precise information.
Exception: September 28, 2002: No report from a commission. BCO
15-1.
Response: We are unable to find any reference to a commission in
the minutes for September 28, 2002, and therefore we are unable to
respond appropriately to this exception. We kindly request more
information.
That as no response to the following 31" GA exception was
submitted this should be submitted to the 33" GA:
Exception: General: No review of sessional records. BCO 13-9.b
Response: No response submitted.

Adopted

44, That the Minutes of Pacific Northwest Presbytery:

a.

o

Be approved without exception: January 10-11, 2003, April 25-26,
2003, October 3-4, 2003, November 11, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: None

Be approved with exception of substance stated below: None

That the following response to the 31st GA exceptions be found
unsatisfactory for the following reason: It is permissible to give the
moderator this authority, but BCO 13-11 requires a full and accurate
record of all proceedings, including the appointment of commissions,
even by the moderator. See also BCO 15-2.

Exception: January 11, 2002: No record of a commission to ordain
candidate. BCO 21-5
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Response: Presbytery’s minutes (Jan. 2002 pg. 9-10) were faulted for
providing no record of a commission to ordain [Name Deleted] at the
time his examination was sustained and approved. Several years ago
Presbytery added to its Standing Rules a provision in the paragraph
enumerating the duties of the Moderator (SR 3./) that reads as
follows: “Unless Presbytery shall appoint Presbyters to commissions
by its own action, the Moderator shall appoint commissions to
execute the decisions of Presbytery except in judicial cases.” For
several years Presbytery has lived with this provision and,
accordingly, has made no record in its minutes of the appointment of
ordination and installation commissions. That the Moderator did in
fact appoint a commission to ordain and install [Name Deleted] is
demonstrated by the fact that the report of said commission is given
in the April 2002 minutes of Presbytery. Presbytery is now curious to
know if it is permissible to give this authority to the Moderator.
Adopted

45. That the Minutes of Palmetto Presbytery:

a.
b.

Be approved without exception: April 24, 2003, July 24, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January
23,2003, October 23,2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance: None

That the following responses to the 31 GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:

Exception: January 24, 2002: BCO requires a 3/4 majority to use
the extraordinary clause to omit a portion of the exam. BCO 21-4
Response: This was a typographical error. Actually it was a 100%
vote. Minutes have now been corrected to reflect the 3/4 required vote.
That the following responses to the 29" GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:

Exception: October 25, 2001: The action indicates that Palmetto
Presbytery approved by 2/3 majority the extraordinary clause
examination without specifying the reasons or the parts omitted. RE
[name deleted] is not listed as a candidate for ministry, a licentiate, or
an intern in the Presbytery’s records. BCO 21-4.

Response sent to the 31% GA: October #72-20 This was orally
explained at this meeting and written in the January 2003 minutes
when [name deleted] was examined and a copy of these minutes is
attached.

Rationale: BCO 21-4 requires 3/4 vote as opposed to 2/3 vote to
invoke the extraordinary clause.

Response sent to the 32" GA: This was a typographical error.
Actually it was a 100% vote. Minutes have now been corrected to
reflect the 3/4 required vote. (We are attaching the support
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documentation (p. 16 #72-20 and support documentation p. 20 under
“MEN COMING FOR ORDINATION” THE STATEMENT.”)
Adopted

46. That the Minutes of Philadelphia Presbytery:

a.
b.

c.
d.

Be approved without exception: January 18, 2003, March 8, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: May 10,
2003, September 13, 2003, November 8, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance: None
That the following responses to the 31 GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:
Exception: July 19, 2002: Call not signed by moderator of
congregational meeting. BCO 21-1; 21-6.
Response: This call was in fact signed by the moderator, but the copy
provided to the clerk for inclusion in the Minutes did not bear the
signature. Presbytery will try to avoid this in the future.
That the following response to the 30™ GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:
Exception: January 20, 2001, March 10, 2001, September 8, 2001,
November 10, 2001: No record of commission minutes. BCO 15-1;
RAO 14-3.e.4
Response: No response submitted.
Response: Presbytery admits its errors in not requiring the Minutes to
include these commission minutes and has taken steps (as evidenced
by the 2002 Minutes beginning with the September stated meeting—
the first meeting following the 30™ General Assembly) to correct this
omission henceforth.
Exception: January 20, 2001, May 12, 2001, September 8, 2001,
November 10, 2001: No record that candidates accepted calls. BCO
13-11; 20-1; 21-1
Response: No response submitted.
Response: Presbytery affirms that the candidates noted in the
respective Minutes did in fact accept the calls approved by Presbytery
for their services and will in the future note such acceptances in the
Minutes.

Adopted

47. That the Minutes of Piedmont Triad Presbytery:

a.
b.

C.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: April
19,2003, July 19, 2003, October 18, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance:

Exception: January 18, 2003: No record of installation for move
from assistant to associate. BCO 15-1, 15-2, 21-9, 21-10

That the following responses to the 31* General Assembly be
found satisfactory:
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Exception: January 19, 2002: Charge not given to candidate. BCO 18-3
Response: We agree with the 31" GA that we neglected to note the
charges given to the candidate on 19 January 2003 and 20 July 2002. Our
minutes incorrectly reflect what actually occurred. These two candidates
did receive their respective charges. We will endeavor to be more careful
in the future to record the charges given to the candidates.

Exception: April 13, 2002: Reason for pastoral dissolution not
provided. BCO 23-1

Response: We agree with the 31% GA that we neglected to provide the
reason for pastoral dissolution according to BCO 18-3. He resigned
(BCO 23-1) and the shepherding committee recommended that the
presbytery receive his resignation. We will endeavor to be more careful
in the future to record the reason for pastoral dissolutions.

Exception: July 20, 2002: Charge not given to candidate. BCO 18-3
Response: We agree with the 31% GA that we neglected to note
the charges given to the candidate on 19 January 2003 and 20
July 2002. Our minutes incorrectly reflect what actually
occurred. These two candidates did receive their respective
charges. We will endeavor to be more careful in the future to
record the charges given to the candidates. Adopted

48. That the Minutes of Pittsburgh Presbytery:

a.

b.

c.
d.

Be approved without exception: January 11, 2003, April 26, 2003,

July 12, 2003,

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: October

18 (25), 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance: None

No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required:
Adopted

49. That the Minutes of Potomac Presbytery:

a.

b.

c.
d.

Be approved without exception: January 21, 2003, March 15, 2003,

June 30, 2003, September 16, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery:

November 15, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance: None

No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.
Adopted

50. That the Minutes of Rocky Mountain Presbytery:

a.

b.

C.

Be approved without exception: September 25-26, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January
23-24,2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance:

Exception: January 23-24, 2003: No record of congregational
meeting. BCO 23-1
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Exception: April 24-25, 2003: Internship waived without record of
% vote. BCO 19-16

d. No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.

Adopted

51. That the Minutes of Siouxlands Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: None

b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January

C.

24-25, 2003, April 24-25, 2003, September 25-26, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance:

Exception: January 24-25, 2003: No record of approval of
knowledge of Hebrew in ordination exam. BCO 21-4

Exception: April 24-25, 2003: No record of 2/3 vote in divestiture of
TE without censure. BCO 34-10

Exception: April 24-25, 2003: No record of divested TE being
assigned to some particular church. BCO 46-8

Exception: September 25-26, 2003: No record of candidate’s 6
month membership or sessional endorsement. BCO 18-2

That as no responses to the 30" GA were received, these should
be submitted to the 33" GA:

Exception: January 25-26, 2002: Incomplete record of exam
elements. BCO 21-4; RAO 14-3.e.5.

Response: Siouxlands Presbytery acknowledges and regrets the
exceptions of substance to the minutes of the January 25-26, 2002
Stated Meeting.

Regarding failure to properly report exam elements, BCO 21-4; RAO
14-3.e.5, our records have been amended and adjusted by adding
Called Meeting Minutes, reports of commissions of presbytery, and
calls as indicated by the 31* General Assembly.

We acknowledge our aforementioned error, Siouxlands Presbytery
assures General Assembly of our intention to follow BCO 18-1; BCO
21-4; RAO 14-3.e4 and RAO 14-3.e.5 with great diligence and
record precisely the results of all Siouxlands Presbytery activities.
Exception: April 25-26, 2002: No report of commission. BCO 18-1;
RAO 14-3.e.4.

Response: Siouxlands Presbytery acknowledges and regrets the
exceptions of substance to the minutes of the April 25-26, 2002
Stated Meeting.

Regarding failure to include the report of commissions, BCO 18-1;
RAO 14.e.4, the commissions did not function and will be dismissed
at the 71 meeting of Siouxlands Presbytery.
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We acknowledge our aforementioned error, Siouxlands Presbytery
assures General Assembly of our intention to follow BCO 18-1; BCO
21-4; RAO 14-3.e4 and RAO 14-3.e.5 with great diligence and
record precisely the results of all Siouxlands Presbytery activities.

Adopted

52. That the Minutes of South Coast Presbytery:

a.
b.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January
25, 2003, April 26, 2003, September 20, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:

Exception: January 25, 2003: Record indicates TE ordained again at
installation. BCO 21-4

Exception: April 26, 2003: No record of full procedure regarding
dissolution of pastoral relation. BCO 23-1

Exception: September 20, 2003: No record of proper procedures
followed in dissolution of church regarding members etc. BCO 13-10
Exception: September 20, 2003: No record of complete ordination
exam. BCO 21-4

Exception: September 20, 2003: No record of complete transfer
exam. BCO 21-4, RAO 14-3.¢.5

Exception: September 20, 2003: No record of reason for
extraordinary clause and no record of % vote. BCO 21-4

That the following response to the 31* General Assembly be
found satisfactory:

Exception: January 26, 2002: Presbytery deposed and
excommunicated a TE without record of specifying charges. BCO 15-
3; BCO 32-6.a. & b.; and BCO 36-6 & 7.

Response: The Presbytery concurs with the finding of the Review
Committee that the Presbytery deposed and excommunicated a
teaching elder without recording the specifying charges in the January
25, 2002 minutes. We erred in not making reference to previous
minutes that dealt with this issue going back to January 22, 2000 (see
minutes from the meetings of 1/22/00, 4/22/00, 9/16/00, 12/19/00,
1/27/01, 2/29/01, 4/28/01, 9/15/01), Ultimately, TE [Name omitted]
was disciplined for the sin of contumacy because he refused to
respond to the Presbytery’s overtures (BCO 32-6).

Exception: January 26, 2002: Presbytery approved a report of a
commission dealing with a complaint that did not contain the names
of the commissioners, affirmation that a quorum was present during
the hearings, the complaint, and the reasoning. BCO 15-1, 2, & 3;
BCO 32-18; and BCO 43-6.

Response: The Presbytery concurs with the finding of the Review
Committee that the Presbytery approved a report of a commission
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dealing with a complaint that did not contain the names of the
commissioners, affirmation that a quorum was present during the
hearings, the complaint, and the reasoning. In actuality, the
commission was set up to adjudicate a judicial appeal, not a
complaint. So the Presbytery erred by calling the appeal a complaint.
However, we are confused because BCO 15-3 says, “If Presbytery
approves (the action of the commission) the JUDGMENT of the
commission shall be final and shall entered on the minutes of
Presbytery as the action.” BCO 15-1 states that “A commission shall
keep a full record of its proceedings, which shall be submitted to the
court appointing it. Upon such submission this record shall be entered
on the minutes of the court appointing it EXCEPT in the case of a
presbytery commission serving as a session or a judicial commission
as set forth in BCO 15-3.” It is our understanding, then, that the whole
record of the commission did not need to be entered in the
Presbytery’s minutes, but simply that the Presbytery concurred with
the judgment of the commission. In any case, we are attaching the
commission report with the names of the commissioners, affirmation
that a quorum was present and the reasoning behind the commission’s
decision.

Exception: January 26, 2002: Presbytery imposed the censure of
definite suspension upon a teaching elder without record of specifying
charges. BCO 15-3; BCO 34-7; BCO 36-6; and BCO 38-1.

Response: The Presbytery concurs with the finding of the Review
Committee that the Presbytery imposed the censure of definite
suspension upon TE [name omitted] without record of specifying
charges. TE [name omitted]| came forth as his own accuser (in accord
with BCO 38-1) and with deep, heartfelt repentance confessed the sin
of alcohol abuse. In light of that confession, the Presbytery imposed
the censure of definite suspension for eight months under the
supervision of New Hope Presbyterian session. TE [name omitted]
approved of both the statement of the facts and the censure imposed.
Exception: General: No record that Presbytery reviewed and
approved Session minutes. BCO 13-9.b. and Standing Rule of
Presbytery 4.1.2.8.

Response: The Presbytery concurs with the finding of the Review
Committee that there is no record of review and approval of session
minutes. The Committee on Administration of the Presbytery is
endeavoring to bring the review of all session minutes up to date
during the year 2004.

That the following responses to the 31* General Assembly be
found unsatisfactory:

Exception: January 26, 2002: No list of exam elements. BCO 13-6;
21-4; RAO 14-3.e.5.
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Response: The Presbytery concurs with the finding of the Review
Committee that the Presbytery did not list all of the exam elements in
21-4, however we did record that [name omitted] “was examined
regarding his knowledge and views as required by BCO 21-4 and
answered in the affirmative the questions put to candidates at their
ordination.”
Rationale: RAO 14-3.e.5 leaves no option to the presbytery
regarding the recording of exam elements
Exception: September 21, 2002: Presbytery lifted the censure and
restored the teaching elder to his office (censure of definite
suspension on January 26, 2002) without including in the minutes the
prescribed wording in BCO 37-1. BCO 37-1 and BCO 37-5.
Response: The Presbytery concurs with the finding of the Review
Committee that when the Presbytery restored TE [name omitted] in
September of 2002, the Presbytery failed to include the prescribed
wording of BCO 37-1 and 37-5. The Presbytery did express the
sentiments of those declarations in TE [name omitted] in lifting the
censure, however those words were not recorded in the minutes.
Rationale: BCO 37-1 and 37-5 leave no option to the presbytery
regarding the wording to be used in the removal of censure.

Adopted

53. That the Minutes of South Texas Presbytery:

a.
b.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January
24-25, 2003, April 25-26, 2003, June 2, 2003, July 25-26, 2003,
October 24-25, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:

Exception: January 24-25, 2003: Presbytery appointed a
commission without stating a quorum. BCO 15-2

Exception: April 25-26, 2003: No record that Presbytery used the
prescribed form when they examined and licensed men. BCO 19-4
Exception: October 24-25, 2003: Presbytery approved a motion to
admonish a TE “for knowingly circularizing certain TEs and REs in
the presbytery after the moderator’s request to cease (BCO 30-2).”
There is no record of the institution of judicial process against the
man. The censure of admonition “shall be administered to an accused
who, upon conviction, satisfies the court as to his repentance and
makes such restitution as is appropriate.” (BCO 30-1, 30-2, 36-3)
That the following responses to the 31 GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:

Exception: April 19, 2002: Report from judicial commission does
not include a copy of the complaint, names of the panel, and whether
or not a quorum was present. No signed report. BCO 15-1, 2, 3; BCO
32-18; BCO 43-6.
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Response: The Presbytery concurs with this exception. The report is
an appendix to the meeting minutes, but the Clerk did not append
them to the submission to the Committee on the Review of Presbytery
records. The Appendix contains a copy of the complaint, names of the
panel, notice of a quorum, and is signed by the Convener of the
Commission.

That the following responses to the 30" GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:

Exception: January 26-27, 2001: BCO amendment votes do not
reflect the number of votes for, against or abstained. RAO 14-3.e.2
Response: The South Texas Presbytery acknowledges and apologizes
for its failure to record the actual number of votes when in our meeting
of January 26-27, 2001, we recorded the following: “ditto”. As there is
no record of the actual vote totals there is no way to correct this error.
However, the South Texas Presbytery will undertake to record the
actual number of votes, as required, in the future.

Exception: January 26-27, 2001: No record of commission report.
BCO 13-11; 15-1

Response: The Presbytery concurs with this exception. The minutes
of the commission cannot be located. The Stated Clerk will endeavor
to be more diligent in his record keeping in the future.

Exception: January 26-27, 2001: No record of congregational meeting
to request or concur in dissolution of pastoral relation. BCO 23-1
Response: The Presbytery concurs with this exception. The
dissolution of pastoral relations was handled by the Ministerial
Relations Committee acting as a commission of the Presbytery
between Presbytery meetings. This procedure is in accordance with
the Standing Rules of the South Texas Presbytery. The Committee did
not submit a report to the Presbytery. The Stated Clerk will attempt to
be more diligent to ensure committee and commission reports are
received and entered into the minutes in the future.

Exception: January 26-27, 2001: Incomplete record of exam
elements. RAO 14-3.e.5; BCO 21-4

Response: The Presbytery concurs with this exception. Although all
elements of the exam were included in the examination before the
committee and on the floor of Presbytery, incomplete records of the
examination elements was kept and recorded in the minutes. The
Stated Clerk will attempt to be more diligent in his record keeping in
the future to reflect accurately the exam elements administered to
each candidate.

Exception: January 26-27, 2001: No record of substance given on
the nature of the individual’s exception regarding the Sabbath. BCO
21-4; WCF 21
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Response: The Presbytery concurs with this exception. The exception
was concerning recreation on the Sabbath, believing the Sabbath was
created for man and not man for the Sabbath. The Stated Clerk regrets
that these exceptions were not recorded in the minutes of the Presbytery
and will strive to be more complete in the future.

Exception: January 26-27, 2001: No record that two ministers from
other denominations were examined by Presbytery or any committee
of Presbytery. BCO 13-6; 21-4

Response: The Presbytery concurs with this exception. Although not
reflected in the minutes, both ministers were examined extensively in
committee and again on the floor of Presbytery. The Stated Clerk
regrets that these examinations were not recorded in the minutes of
the Presbytery and will strive to be more complete in the future.
Exception: April 27, 2001: No record of transferring TE being
examined. BCO 13-6; RAO 14-3.e.5

Response: The Presbytery concurs with this exception. The TE being
examined had been ordained in the South Texas Presbytery and
served with Reformed University Ministries in the Presbytery. He
stated that his views had not changed since his previous examination
before the South Texas Presbytery. The Stated Clerk regrets that these
elements were not recorded in the minutes of the Presbytery and will
strive to be more complete in the future.

Exception: July 27-28, 2001: No copy of complaint referred to in the
minutes. BCO 43-1; 43-2; 13-11

Response: The Presbytery concurs with this exception. The entire file
of the complaint is contained in a 100+ page binder and segregated
from other minutes. In the future, the Stated Clerk will endeavor to
include all annexes and attachments to the minutes in future
submissions to the Committee on Review of Presbytery Records.
Exception: July 27-28, 2001: No record of minutes of commission.
BCO 13-11; 15-1

Response: The Presbytery concurs with this exception. See above
response for the minutes of the commission.

Exception: July 27-28, 2001: No record that the Presbytery
examined transferring TEs. BCO 13-6

Response: The Presbytery concurs with this exception. Each
transferee was examined on his views and call and on Christian
experience, theology, sacraments, BCO and exceptions to the
Confession before the examining committee. Their examinations on
the floor of Presbytery was arrested after answering questions by the
committee and no further questions were forthcoming. The Stated
Clerk regrets that these elements were not recorded in the minutes of
the Presbytery and will strive to be more complete in the future.
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Exception: October 26-27, 2001: Incomplete record of exam
elements. BCO 21-4; RAO 14-3.e.5

Response: The Presbytery concurs with this exception. The
examination was conducted in accordance and included all elements
required by the BCO, but the Stated Clerk neglected to record these
elements in detail in the minutes. The Stated Clerk regrets that these
elements were not recorded in the minutes of the Presbytery and will
strive to be more complete in the future.

Exception: October 26-27, 2001: No copy of call. BCO 20-1; 20-6
Response: The Presbytery respectfully disagrees with this exception.
Copies of call are not required to be submitted to General Assembly,
merely to be maintained in the Presbytery records. Adopted

54. That the Minutes of Southeast Alabama Presbytery:

a.

b.

C.

Be approved without exception: January 28, 2003, April 22, 2003,
December 10, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: October
28,2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below: None

That the following response to the 31 GA exception be found
satisfactory:

Exception: January 29, 2002: Licensure exam incomplete; did not
preach before Presbytery. BCO 19:1, 21:4

Response: Concerning the failure of the Presbytery to require the
licentiate to preach before Presbytery, we failed to record specifically
what parts of the examination required for a minister coming from
another denomination were omitted. Though presbytery understood
(“Motion was made and passed that in view of his 23 years of pastoral
experience in the ARP, the licensure exam required in BCO 19-1 be
replaced with an examination as to his views [19-2]”), this should
have been stated, along with reasons. Adopted

55. That the Minutes of Southeast Louisiana Presbytery:

a.
b.

c.
d.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January

25, 2003, April 26, 2003, July 26, 2003, October 24, 2003

Be approved with excelﬁtion of substance stated below: None

No response to the 30" GA or previous assemblies is required.
Adopted

56. That the Minutes of Southern Florida Presbytery:

a.
b.
C.

Be approved without exception: April 15, 2003, July 15, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: None
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:

Exception: January 21, 2003: No record of congregational meeting
to request dissolution of pastoral relation. BCO 23-1
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Exception: April 8, 2003: No record of session action to request
dissolution of pastoral relation. BCO 23-1

Exception: October 21, 2003: No record of session action to request
dissolution of pastoral relation. BCO 23-1

That the following response to the 30™ GA exception be found
satisfactory with great joy:

Exception taken by the 30" General Assembly: April 17, 2001: In
view of the candidate’s exception to WCF 11:3, as stated below, which
strikes at the fundamentals of our system of doctrine, the Presbytery
of Southern Florida erred in sustaining his examination for transfer.

With regard to WCF 1I:3, “I do not believe that the Holy Spirit
eternally proceeds from the Father and the Son, but, in the integrity of
the Holy Trinity, from the Father alone. I believe that the references
such as John 14:16-17, 26, 15:26, 16:7-15, refer to the out-pouring of
the Spirit at Pentecost and not to His eternal procession. While it is
true, of course, that the Holy Spirit is the Spirit of Christ, He is also
referred to as the Spirit of God, and, as far as that goes, in the mystery
of the Holy Trinity, Jesus is referred to as the Everlasting Father.
Historically, the addition of the filiogue was made unilaterally by the
Roman Catholic Church centuries after the Council of Nicea and
subsequently inherited by Protestantism.”

Response: Dear Fathers and Brothers, we thank the Lord for Him and
the work of His Kingdom. We are thankful to the Lord for your zeal
to promote the whole truth of the Gospel, and your care to be faithful
in this matter. The Presbytery of Southern Florida acknowledges that
it did indeed err by accepting the written statement by the candidate
with regard to his “exception to WCF 11:3, stating that he does ‘not
believe that the Holy Spirit eternally proceeds from the Father and the
Son, but in the integrity of the Holy Trinity, from the Father alone.””

We agree with you that this statement by the candidate was not only
poorly written but in theological error. Though we were far more
careful in our oral exams of this candidate, we failed to point out the
error of his written statement and his need to correct what he had
written in view of what he actually believed. We are delighted to
report to you that each and every concern that was verbalized at the
31" GA regarding what commissioners believed this candidate
believed and their concerns for the implications of his belief were all
contrary to his actual beliefs. As a result of the directive from the 31*
GA, we asked the candidate to restudy this issue and come before the
Credentials Committee and the Presbytery to be re-examined in his
views on the Holy Trinity. As a result of his further study the
candidate has retracted his exception, and corrected his previous
statement and now in good conscience fully affirms WCF 11:3.
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We rejoice in the partnership of the Gospel that the Lord Jesus has
given us as we labor together in His vineyard and your desire for the
glory of our covenant God and the purity of His Church.

Adopted

57. That the Minutes of Southern New England Presbytery:

a.
b.

C.

d.

Be approved without exception: January 18, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: March

21, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance:

Exception: May 17, 2003: No record of assurance of liberty while

laboring out of bounds in non-PCA setting. BCO 20-1, BCO 8-7

Exception: May 17, 2003: No record of quorum designated for

commission organizing churches. BCO 15-2

Exception: September 19, 2003: No record of quorum designated

for commission installing elders. BCO 15-2

Exception: September 19, 2003: No record of declaration of

internship. BCO 19-10

Exception: September 19, 2003: No record of questions regarding

ordination addressed to session. No record of questions 3 and 4 being

asked. BCO 21-6 (footnote 2)

Exception: September 19, 2003: Record indicates commission did

not have a quorum. BCO 15-2

No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.
Adopted

58. That the Minutes of Southwest Presbytery:

a.
b.

d.

Be approved without exception: None

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January

16-17, 2003, April 24, 2003, September 25, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance:

Exception: February 21, 2003: No record of proper call. BCO 13-11

Exception: April 24, 2003: Page 5 of Presbytery minutes is missing.

BCO 13-11

No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.
Adopted

59. That the Minutes of Southwest Florida Presbytery:

a.
b.

C.

Be approved without exception: January 25, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January
11, 2003, April 8, 2003, July 12, 2003, October 14, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:

Exception: January 11, 2003: No record of ordination examination
on history of PCA. BCO 21-4.a.7

Exception: April 8, 2003: No record of congregational meeting to
concur with the dissolution of pastoral relation. BCO 23-1
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Exception: July 12, 2003: No record of congregational meeting to
concur with the dissolution of pastoral relation. BCO 23-1
Exception: October 14, 2003: Though mentioned, no record of list
of exceptions is included in minutes. BCO 21-4
Exception: October 14, 2003: No record of congregational meeting
to concur with the dissolution of pastoral relation. BCO 23-1
That the following responses to the 30" GA exceptions be found
satisfactory:
Exception: April 10, 2001: Incomplete record of exam elements.
RAO 14-3.e.5; BCO 19-2
Response: We regret this error in record keeping and will seek to do
better in the future.
Exception: July 14, 2001: No record of 4/5 congregational vote for
change in call from associate to senior pastor. BCO 23-1
Response: We appreciate this exception being brought to our
attention and will be more careful in the future.
Exception: October 9, 2001: No record of congregational meeting to
dissolve pastoral relation. BCO 23-1
Response: We have been assured that such a vote was taken and we
will seek to keep better records in the future.

Adopted

60. That the Minutes of Susquehanna Valley Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: May 17, 2003

b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery:

C.

February 15, 2003, September 20, 2003, November 15, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance:

Exception: August 16, 2003: No record of proper call for presbytery
meeting. BCO 13-12

Exception: September 20, 2003: TE dismissed to independency
rather than to individual church. BCO 38-3

d. No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.

Adopted

61. That the Minutes of Tennessee Valley Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: None

b. Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January

C.

11, 2003, April 12, 2003, July 8, 2003, October 14, 2003

Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below:

Exception: January 11, 2003: No record of views examined. BCO
19-2.c

Exception: July 8, 2003: Incomplete examination of TEs being
received into presbytery. BCO 13-6

Exception: July 8, 2003: No record of questioning regarding stated
differences to the constitution. BCO 21-4
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Exception: August 28, 2003: Called meeting minutes not submitted
to GA. BCO 40-1, RAO 14-4.a

Exception: October 14, 2003: Incomplete examination of TEs being
received into presbytery. BCO 13-6

Exception: October 14, 2003: Record indicates no commission properly
empowered by presbytery to install. BCO 15-1,2, see also 13-6
Exception: October 14, 2003: No record of questioning regarding
stated differences to the constitution. BCO 21-4

d. No response to the 31* GA or previous assemblies is required.

Adopted

62. That the Minutes of Warrior Presbytery:

a.
b.

c.
d.

Be approved without exception: None
Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January
21, 2003, April 15, 2003, October 21, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance: None
That as no responses to the 31* GA were received, these should be
submitted to the 33" GA:
Exception: May 30, 2002: Called meeting requested by only two
TEs and two REs instead of three TEs and REs. BCO 13-12
Exception: August 27, 2002: Candidate for ordination not examined
in original languages. BCO 21-4.a.2 and RAO 14-3.e.7. Also, no record
of ordinand’s signing Ministerial \Obligation book. BCO 13-7.
Exception: October 15, 2002: No record of completion of academic
requirements. BCO 21-4 and RAO 14-3.e.5
Exception: October 15, 2002: No record of % vote to approve
preaching before committee. BCO 21-4.d
Exception: October 15, 2002: No record of PCA history exam. BCO
21-4.a.7
That as no responses to the 30" GA were received, these should
be submitted to the 33" GA:
Exception: April 17, 2001: Incomplete record of exam elements.
BCO214.a2
Response: No response submitted.
Exception: April 17, 2001: Incomplete record of exam elements.
BCO 21-4.b,c; RAO 14-3.e.5
Response: No response submitted.
Exception: General: No intern reports at any stated meeting. BCO
19-12
Response: No response submitted.

Adopted

63. That the Minutes of Western Carolina Presbytery:

a.

Be approved without exception: January 11, 2003
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Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery:
February 22, 2003, May 6, 2003, June 11, 2003, August 2, 2003,
October 21, 2003, November 14, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below: None
That the following response to the 31% GA be found satisfactory:
Exception: General: Presbytery continues to review only a small
number of Sessional minutes, in spite of favorably responding to the
same exception last year. BCO 13-9b
Response: Western Carolina Presbytery thanks the Committee for its
gracious oversight. Western Carolina Presbytery acknowledges its
failure to review many of the sessional records of its member
churches. We continue to refine our procedures in this matter and
shall strive to fulfill our duty to review the sessional records of our
churches.

Adopted

64. That the Minutes of Westminster Presbytery:

a.

b.

Be approved without exception: February 18, 2003, April 22, 2003,
July 1, 2003, July 12, 2003, October 11, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of form reported to presbytery: January
11, 2003, April 12, 2003
Be approved with exceptions of substance stated below: None
That the following responses to the 31* GA be found satisfactory:
Exception: General: No report of signing ministerial obligation BCO
13-7
Response: Westminster Presbytery regrets its deficiency in failing to
report on the signing of the Ministerial Obligation and those TE’s that
serve out of bounds (BCO 13-7;8-7).
Exception: General: No reports from TEs out of bounds. BCO 8-7
Response: Westminster Presbytery regrets its deficiency in failing to
report on the signing of the Ministerial Obligation and those TE’s that
serve out of bounds (BCO 13-7;8-7).
Exception: October 12, 2002: Presbytery restored a deposed
minister, who was not under its jurisdiction, to the table from
indefinite suspension from the sacraments. BCO 13-1, 37-8, 9.a
Response: That Westminster Presbytery, out of deference to the
wisdom of the 31% General Assembly and the expressed wishes of
North Florida Presbytery, hereby rescinds its action of assuming
original jurisdiction over [Name Deleted], and returns the matter to
the North Florida Presbytery and the Coeburn Session for appropriate
action.

Adopted
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IV. General Recommendations:

1.

That the 32™ General Assembly rejoice and give praise to God for the
wonderfully encouraging response of the Southern Florida Presbytery to the
particular concern that the 31% General Assembly had with their proceedings,
and thank the Lord for their modeling for us all the godly wisdom of
welcoming correction instead of being offended by it (Proverbs 15:5). RE
Mike Simpson led in a prayer of thanksgiving. Adopted

. That the 32" General Assembly ask the Stated Clerk to include the

following advice of the Committee on Constitutional Business regarding
constitutional inquiry #2, as part of his next Stated Clerk’s letter: “In
regard to BCO 21-4, the action of a presbytery is reviewable by the
Committee on Review of Presbytery Records (CRPR) to the extent of its
authority in that the CRPR is charged to examine presbytery records for
conformity with Scripture and the Constitution (BCO 40-2). If the
Committee finds an entry that it believes does not conform, it is to report
that apparent violation in accordance with RAO 14-6.¢.” Adopted
That the 32" General Assembly commend every Presbytery and Clerk for
their hard and good and important work in the recording of Presbytery
minutes. Adopted
That the 32™ General Assembly commend Roy Taylor, Rebekah Bostrom, and
the entire Stated Clerk’s office, for their outstanding help and support of the
Committee on Review of Presbytery Records. Adopted
That the 32™ General Assembly commend Roy Taylor and the Stated Clerk’s
office for overseeing the updating of the translation of the BCO and RAO into
Korean and bringing it up to date with current revisions. Adopted
That the 32™ General Assembly remind each Presbytery of the excellent
“door for ministry” that stands open for a representative from each
Presbytery to serve on the Committee on Review of Presbytery Records.
Though the work is long and hard and eye-straining, God regularly
blesses the Committee with tremendous fellowship, camaraderie, and
laughter (and free coffee, soda, and reimbursed expenses). Many hands
make light work! Adopted
That the 32™ General Assembly remind each Presbytery and Clerk that
“an ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure,” and encourages Clerks
to make use of the following “ounces of prevention”:

a) Regular review of the General Assembly guidelines for the
recording of Presbytery minutes.

b) Attendance at the annual Presbytery Stated Clerks Meeting.

c) One’s fellow Clerks, the Stated Clerk and his excellent staff,

and each member of your Committee on Review of
Presbytery Records, who stand ready to assist in any way,
year-round. Adopted
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8. That the 32" General Assembly call all Presbyteries’ attention to two
particular procedural items:

a) Please remember to bring any minutes of Executive Sessions
to General Assembly for review by the Committee on Review
of Presbytery Records.

b) When responding to the General Assembly regarding
exceptions of substance, please remember to use the form and
guidelines contained in RAO 14-10. Adopted

9. That, in light of the newly incorporated language to BCO 21-4, the 32™
General Assembly task the Committee on the Review of Presbytery
Records, in consultation with the Stated Clerk’s Office, to recommend an
amendment to RAO 14-3.e.5, in order to standardize Presbytery recording
of ministers’ and ministerial candidates’ stated differences with our
Standards. Declared moot

(in light of action of B&O CoC, see 32-52, p. 201)

V. Officers Elected To Serve At The 33" General Assembly

Chairman: RE Mike Simpson (South Texas)
Vice Chairman: TE Brad Bresson (Central Florida)
Secretary: RE Paul English (Central Carolina Presbytery)

Assistant Secretary:
Assistant Secretary:

RE John Whitner (Westminster)
TE Scott Phillips (Nashville)

VL. Roll Of Committee On Review On Presbytery Records

Presbytery Committee Member
Ascension RE Ray Gilliland
Blue Ridge TE Kenneth Pierce
Calvary TE George Busch
Central Carolina RE Paul English
Central Florida TE Brad Bresson
Central Georgia TE Andrew Adams
Covenant RE Jim Alinder
Eastern Carolina TE Norm Evans
Evangel TE Daniel Seale
Great Lakes TE David Dupee
[lliana TE John Birkett
Iowa RE Tom Bingham
James River RE Thomas Taylor
Louisiana TE James Jones
Metropolitan New York TE Craig Higgins
Mississippi Valley TE Timothy Muse
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Nashville TE Scott Phillips
New Jersey TE Ted Trefsgar
North Georgia RE Timothy Verner
Palmetto RE John Garrison
Philadelphia TE John Appleton
Piedmont Triad TE Randy Edwards
Pittsburgh TE W. David Milligan
Rocky Mountain RE Lyle Lagasse
Savannah River TE Daren L. Russell
South Florida TE Bill Thompson
South Texas RE Mike Simpson
Southeast Alabama TE Lamar Davis
Western Carolina TE Jeffrey Hutchinson
Westminster RE John R. Whitner
/s/ RE Tom Bingham, Chairman /s/ RE Paul English, Secretary

32-56

Memorial to RE Walter Lastovica
The Stated Clerk read a memorial presented by the Administrative

Committee for RE Walter Lastovica. Without objection, the Assembly
appended this to the AC Report (32-47, p. 148).

32-57

Walter was committed to his church. He was a founding member of
the Presbyterian Church in America. He served as timekeeper for
General Assembly for most of the 32 years the PCA has existed, and
developed our system of warning lights that we continue to use to this
day. He was an elder and Sunday school teacher and superintendent
at West End Presbyterian Church and most recently a member and
elder at Sycamore Presbyterian in Midlothian. He served on various
committees at the General Assembly and Presbytery levels in addition
to his involvement in the local church. Our Lord’s Church, and
countless lives individually, have been enriched and blessed by his
life and consistent witness for his Lord. Walter Lastovica was called
home by his Lord on December 3, 2003. He will be sorely missed.

Report of Committee on Thanks
RE Melton Duncan led the Assembly in prayer and presented the

report, which was adopted with editorial amendment. TE Howard Griffith
led the Assembly in prayer for TE T. David Gordon, who is struggling with

cancer.

248



JOURNAL

RESOLUTION OF THANKS

I. Introduction

The Committee of Thanks met on June 17" 2004 with TE Henry Lewis Smith
of Southeast Alabama Presbytery (Chairman) and RE Melton L Duncan of the
Presbytery of Calvary (Secretary) present.

I1. Resolution

Unto these hills so fair and pleasant in the western district of Penn’s woods
we have gathered with vibrant joy and praise to the Triune and covenant
keeping God for the thirty-second General Assembly of our beloved
Presbyterian Church in America. We have been challenged this week to
rejoice in the sovereignty of God and we pray that He would bless the labor of
this denomination through its faithfulness to God’s Word and that despite our
weakness He would continue to make His Church strong.

We rejoice to see the vigor of the Presbyteries of Ascension and Pittsburgh in
this early pioneer homeland of 18" Century American Presbyterianism. As the
Assembly was reminded Tuesday evening, it was in Pittsburgh that we first
saw the fruits of church extension in the early days of the PCA. This
Assembly appreciates the hospitality and meticulous planning of its hosts,
carried out efficiently and proffered with kindness, courtesy, and cheer.
Thanks to the tireless and patient volunteers for every service and act and the
happy host of helpers, drivers, ushers, and even informants of secret Steel-
City culinary delights.

Indeed the very character of this city is marked by the Scots-Irish Presbyterian
and Covenanter virtues of thrift and industry. In this land of Maitland
Alexander, James Montgomery Boice, Clarence Edward Macartney, John
Gerstner, George Junkin (Stonewall Jackson’s father-in-law), John Reed
Miller, and R.C. Sproul, this thirty-second PCA General Assembly feels very
much at home.

We appreciate the work of our Moderator, Dr J. Ligon Duncan I1I, for his love
of the ordinary means of grace and his Christ focused leadership in this thirty-
second Assembly. We remember his late father’s service to this Assembly
fondly. Our heartfelt thanks go out to the Stated Clerk and his office for so
diligently serving the needs of this Church court; as well as the faithful work
of a veritable army of Assembly staff at every level.

The Assembly has been aided by its organist Larry Roff, who has labored
mightily toward providing a magnificent pipe organ in the historic Reformed
Church in Odessa, Ukraine. We have also been much blessed by the worship
services of the week and are grateful for the preaching of God’s Word by
Robert Drake, Art Broadwick, and O. Palmer Robertson; and for the skillful
aid of each individual liturgist and musician.
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As we leave, we are resolved that this Assembly be dismissed with gratitude for
the advancing work of the Gospel within the visible Church and resolved to pray
for the continued peace, purity, and unity of the Presbyterian Church in America.

Adopted
Respectfully submitted,
/s/ RE Melton L Duncan, /s/ TE Henry Lewis Smith
Calvary Presbytery Southeast Alabama Presbytery

32-58 Minutes of the Assembly
The Assembly authorized the Stated Clerk to appoint a commission to
approve the Minutes of the Assembly.

32-59 Recess

The Assembly recessed at 5:00 p.m. with the singing of hymn 168,“1
Greet Thee, Who My Sure Redeemer Art” and prayer by TE A. Earl Adams,
to reconvene following worship for conclusion of business.

32-60 Excused from Part or All of the Assembly

Presbytery Commissioner
Central Carolina TE J. Andrew White
Chesapeake RE Oog Kang

TE Charles Morrison
Missouri RE John Myers
Nashville TE Charles E. McGowan
New Jersey TE Ted Trefsgar
Pacific RE Woodie Woods
Rocky Mountain RE E. J. Nusbaum

Southeast Alabama TE Lamar Davis
Susquehanna Valley = RE John Beall

TE Carl H. Derk
Tennessee Valley RE Fred Schumpert

32-61 Adjournment

The Assembly reconvened at 8:40 p.m. At 8:45 p.m. the Moderator
declared the 32" General Assembly adjourned with the singing of Psalm 133
and the pronouncement of the Apostolic Blessing (II Corinthians 13:14), to
reconvene June 14-17, 2005, in Chattanooga, Tennessee.
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PART III
APPENDICES

The Appendices include the Reports of the Permanent Committees as
originally submitted to the General Assembly. The recommendations in this
section are those originally submitted by the Permanent Committees and may
not have been adopted by the Assembly. See the report of the Committee of
Commissioners for each of the respective Committees and Agencies in Part I,
Journal, to find the recommendations as they were adopted by the Assembly.

The budgets, as approved by the Assembly are found in Appendix C,
Attachment B, beginning on p. 297.
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STATED CLERK’S REPORT TO THE
THIRTY-SECOND GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE
PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN AMERICA

Interchurch Relations
I serve on the Interchurch Relations Committee as part of my responsibilities

(“RAO” 3-2))
= | serve on the Executive Committee of the National Association of
Evangelicals.

= [ serve on the Governing Board of the World Reformed Fellowship.

Lawsuits

At the date of this writing, the PCA is party to one lawsuit, Suzanne
MacDonald v. Grace Church, Seattle, Pacific Northwest Presbytery, and the
Presbyterian Church in America (A Corporation), Case CV03-2955, United
States District Court for the Western District of Washington at Seattle.
Counsel representing the General Assembly has filed on May 20, 2004, a
motion for the PCA (A Corporation) to be dismissed from the case.

Vacancies and Resignations from General Assembly Committees, Boards,
and Agencies
Resignations from General Assembly Committees, Boards, and Agencies are to
be submitted to the Stated Clerk ("Rules of Assembly Operation,”" 7-4, k). As
of the date of the writing of this report:
1. RE Ralph S. Paden submitted his resignation from RBI (Class of
20006) in a letter dated August 22, 2003.
2. RE Earl E. Morris Jr. submitted his resignation from RBI (Class of
2005) in a letter dated December 22, 2003.
3. TE Terry Gyger submitted his resignation from the SJC (Class of
2006) in a letter dated September 13, 2003.
4. TE Terry Johnson submitted his resignation from CE&P (Class of
2007) in a letter dated February 5, 2004.
In accordance with RAO 7-4, k, I conferred with chairmen of the respective
Committee, Commission, or Board and accepted the resignations on behalf of the
General Assembly. I reported the resignations to the Nominating Committee as
well for their information and action.

Withdrawal of Nomination

I received a communication from TE Richard J. Lindsay Jr. of Fellowship
Presbytery, whom the Nominating Committee had nominated to the SJC in
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the Class of 2006, that he has declined the nomination. A floor nomination
will be required to fill that slot.

Official Correspondence

= | have communicated to Sen. James M. Talent of Missouri and
Congresswoman Marilyn N. Musgrave of Colorado the actions of the
31" General Assembly regarding Overture 19 to the 31" General
Assembly on the matter of the PCA’s views on biblical marriage.

= | have communicated to the Stated Clerks of the NAPARC
denominations the action of the 31% General Assembly regarding
Overtures 24 and 25 on the matter of Church Union. Thus far I have
not received an official response from those respective judicatories.
(See IRC Report, p. 901.)

Jacksonville Assembly Invitation Withdrawn

September 17, 2003, I received a communication from North Florida
Presbytery that the Presbytery had voted on September 12 to withdraw its
invitation to host the 2006 General Assembly. The Presbytery did not think
they had the leadership resources at this point to host the Assembly. Notice of
withdrawal was received before any contracts were signed. The Presbytery
indicated that they might reconsider in the future. (See AC Report, p. 305.)

Endorsements Declined

From time to time I receive requests to endorse initiatives, causes, proposed
legislation, and projects “on behalf of the PCA.” “RAO” 3-2.t states
regarding the Stated Clerk, “He shall be authorized to make public statements
for and on behalf of the denomination only insofar as such statements are
warranted on the basis of specific actions of the General Assembly.” On that
basis I have declined to endorse on behalf of the PCA such items as:

= Jraq War II (requests to support or denounce).

= “The Passion of the Christ” movie (requests to support or denounce).

*» The proposed Amendment to the U.S. Constitution regarding
marriage. On this matter I have referred inquirers to the action of the
Thirty-first General Assembly, in which the PCA reiterated its
position on a biblical view of marriage, but did not endorse or
denounce any specific proposed legislation.

= The “Forty Days of Purpose” program promoting the use of Rick
Warren’s book, The Purpose-Driven Life.

I explain to inquirers what the PCA constitution may say or what specific
actions the General Assembly has taken regarding an issue. I explain to them
that I am not authorized to endorse or denounce matters on behalf of the
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Assembly on issues to which the constitution does not speak or on which the
General Assembly has not taken action.

Amicus Curiae Brief

From time to time I am asked to be a signatory to Friend of the Court briefs
on behalf of the PCA. I explain to inquirers what the PCA constitution may
say or what specific actions the General Assembly has taken regarding an
issue that may be the subject of the amicus brief. The most recent request was
to participate in an amicus brief in the state of Nebraska in a case regarding
partial birth abortion. Though the PCA takes a stand against abortion based
on our ecclesiastical constitution and in thesi statements of the General
Assembly, 1 am not authorized unilaterally to commit the PCA to a case
without the specific authorization of the General Assembly. Moreover, there
is no funding budgeted or available for such legal costs.

Advice to the Stated Clerk from the Committee on Constitutional
Business

Since the last General Assembly I have sought the advice of the CCB on
several matters in accordance with “RAO” 7-2 (1).

Revision of Korean Translation of the BCO
The Revision of the Korean translation of the BCO has been made available
through the CE&P Bookstore.

Statistics

Statistical data give us some idea of the condition of the Church. Our data is
incomplete in that not all churches submit annual reports and some submit only
partial reports. If all churches reported and submitted complete reports, the picture
would be more accurate. Our latest figures are for the calendar year ending
December 31, 2003. For a complete listing of reported statistics, see the 2004 PCA
Yearbook. Some comparative statistics from 2002 compared with 2003 are:

» Total Churches (incl. mission chs.) 1,565 Net Gain of 49

= Total Membership (of all types) 320,400 Net Gain of 8,583

= S.S. Attendance 115,108 Net Loss of 1,501

= Prof. Of Faith by Cov. Children 4,729 Net Decrease of 30

= Prof. Of Faith by Adults 5,770 Net Decrease of 177

= Total Prof. of Faith 10,499 Net Decrease of 257

= Total Members Added 26,721 Net Increase of 133

= Total Membership Losses 17,970 Net of 551 More Losses

= Per Capita Benevolence Giving  $392 Net Per Capita Increase
of $16

= Per Capita Total Giving $2,119 Net Per Capita Increase
of $110

= Total Local Church Disbursements $530,501,802 Net Increase of $415,175
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Our annual growth rate was 2.68% for 2003, which is relatively good. The
following is a comparison of the PCA Annual Growth Rate with other
American Denominations (Source: Yearbook of American and Canadian
Churches 2004).!

*  American Baptist Churches in the USA +2.87%
= Presbyterian Church in America +2.68%
= Assemblies of God +2.30%
= Southern Baptist Convention +1.21%
= Episcopal Church +0.01%
*  United Methodist Church -0.57%
= Lutheran Church Missouri Synod -1.08%
= Evangelical Lutheran Church in America -1.21%
= Presbyterian Church (USA) -1.41%

Churches Added to the PCA in 2003

As of the date of the writing of this report we have records of seventeen
churches that were added to the PCA in Statistical Year 2003. Most of the
additions were mission churches organized into particular churches. Most of
the losses were no-longer-viable churches that were dissolved. North Georgia
Presbytery and Metropolitan New York Presbytery together accounted for 35%
of the newly organized churches.

CHURCHES ADDED TO THE DENOMINATION IN 2003

Presbytery Church Location Date Rec. Source
Calvary Grace Easley, SC 06/01/03  Organized
Redeemer Trav. Rest, SC 09/21/03  Organized
C. Carolina Ch. of the Redeemer Monroe, NC  12/07/03  Organized
Covenant Covenant Hot Spr., AR 07/13/03  Organized
Trinity Grace Rogers, AR 07/27/03  Organized
E. Carolina Wilson Wilson, NC 07/27/03  Organized
Metro NY Christian Comm. Danbury, CT 05/11/03  Organized
Emmanuel New York, NY 02/23/03  Organized
Living Faith Flushing, NY 02/09/03  Organized
N. Georgia East Lanier Flowry Br., GA 09/21/03  Organized

! The fastest growing American religious group was the cult, The Jehovah’s
Witnesses, which grew by 3.3%. The Roman Catholic Church grew by 1.74% due, to
a large degree, to immigration.
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Grace Community McDonough, GA

Grace Covenant  Dallas, GA 03/30/03

N. Texas Trinity Harbor Rowlett, TX  04/06/03
Pacific NW  Agape Fed. Way, WA 11/23/03

Westminster Lethbridge, AB 11/09/03
Palmetto Chapin Chapin, SC 10/26/03
S. Florida Iglesia Evang. Miami, FL

Presbytery Votes on the Book of Church Order Amendment.

Emmanuel
& Messiah
merged
Organized

Organized

Indep.
RCA

Organized

Organized

BCO 26-2 requires an affirmative vote of two-thirds of the Presbyteries as
part of the amendment process. We now have sixty-six Presbyteries. Proposed
BCO amendments now require the affirmative vote of forty-four Presbyteries.
Only one BCO proposed amendment was sent down to Presbyteries for their vote;
this item received the required majority to put the matter before the Assembly

according to BCO 26-2.

Item 1: Amend BCO 58-5 by adding the parenthetical phrase proposed in
Overture 21, M31GA, 31-57, 111, 14. (See 32-11, pp. 43 — 45, for text,

explanatory notes, and vote tally.)

The vote of Presbyteries was 50 for, and 0 against. Item 1 is before

the Assembly for a vote on its ratification.
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Presbyterian Church in America
Minutes, June 10, 2003

The Board of Directors of the Presbyterian Church in America (A Corporation)
held a regular meeting on June 10, 2003, at the Charlotte Convention Center in
Charlotte, NC. The meeting was called to order by President RE Edwin
Hackenburg at 12:10 p.m. with prayer by RE John (Jack) Sullivan.

MSP to approve the minutes of the March 14, 2003, meeting of the Board of
Directors as printed and distributed.

The following men were in attendance:

RE Edwin Hackenberg, SE LA TE Timothy Diehl, lowa

TE William Fox Jr., Fellowship TE Wm. C. Hughes, MS Valley, Alt.

RE R. B. Gustafson, Jr., Grace RE Pat Hodge, Calvary, Alternate

RE William Joseph Jr., SE AL TE W. J. (Jerry) Schriver, N.GA, PCAF
TE Michael Milton, TN Valley RE Dwight Allen, North Georgia, CC
RE Joe A. Baker, Rocky Mtn. RE Michael Wilson, South Texas, MNA
RE Kenneth Rush, Philadelphia RE Tom Harris, Evangel, RBI

TE William Joseph III, MS Valley RE John (Jack) Sullivan, W. Car., CE&P

The following were excused: TE Wayne C. Herring, Covenant; TE Curtis
McDaniel, Southern Florida; TE Andy Silman, Grace, CTS; TE Wilson
Benton, Missouri, RUM; TE Roy P. Carter, Nashville, MTW

Staff present included:
TE L. Roy Taylor, Stated Clerk and Secretary/Treasurer
TE John W. Robertson, Business Admin. and Asst. Secretary/Asst. Treasurer
TE J. Robert Fiol, Asst. to the Stated Clerk
Mrs. Diane Hitzfeld, Office Manager and Asst. Secretary/Asst. Treasurer

A quorum was declared to be present. The agenda was adopted.

The Secretary/Treasurer reported to the Board that the PCA is not party to any
lawsuits at this time.

The next meeting of the Board of Directors will be October 3-4, 2003, in
Atlanta, Georgia.

There being no other business, the meeting was closed in prayer at 12:20 by
RE Edwin Hackenberg.

Respectfully submitted,
s/s RE Edwin Hackenberg, President  s/s TE L. Roy Taylor, Secretary/Treasurer
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Presbyterian Church in America
Minutes, October 3, 2003

The Board of Directors of the Presbyterian Church in America (A Corporation)
held a regular meeting on October 3, 2003, at the PCA Office Building in
Lawrenceville, GA. President RE Edwin M. Hackenberg called the meeting to
order at 4:20 p.m. TE Timothy Diehl led in the opening prayer.

A quorum was declared present with the following in attendance:
TE Michael A. Milton, TN Valley RE Edwin M. Hackenberg, SE Louisiana

TE Timothy Diehl, lowa RE Wm. H. (Bingy) Moore IV, Chesapeake
TE George C. Fuller, New Jersey  RE William Joseph Jr., SE Alabama

RE Joe A. Baker, Rocky Mtn. RE Michael Wilson, South Texas, MNA
RE Pat Hodge, Calvary TE Richard J. (Rick) Lindsay, RH

RE J. Allen Wright, N. Georgia TE W. Jerry Schriver, N. Georgia, PCAF
TE H. Curtis McDaniel, S. Florida RE Dwight Allen, North Georgia, CC

The following were excused: TE William C. (Bill) Hughes, Mississippi
Valley; TE Wayne Herring, Covenant; TE William (Billy) Joseph III,
Warrior; RE John W. DuBose, North Florida (Alternate); TE Roy P.
Carter, Nashville, MTW; TE W. Wilson Benton, Missouri, RUM, TE
David G. Sinclair, Palmetto, CTS; RE Stephen M. Fox, CE&P

Also present (representing those who were absent) were TE Dave Matthews,
CE&P and TE Robert Flayhart, CTS.

The following staff members were also present:
TE L. Roy Taylor, Stated Clerk

TE J. Robert Fiol, Assistant to the Stated Clerk
TE John W. Robertson, Business Administrator
Mrs. Diane Hitzfeld, Office Manager

Approval Of Minutes:

The minutes of the June 10, 2003, Board of Directors meeting were approved
with corrections. The agenda was approved and a quorum was deemed to be
present.

BD-10/03-1 MSP that Mrs. Diane Hitzfeld be replaced by Rev. J. Robert
(Bob) Fiol as Assistant Secretary/Assistant Treasurer, thus the people listed
below would be elected to their designated positions until 12/31/2004 or
until such time as they are re-elected by the Administrative Committee or
the General Assembly as the constitution requires.
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Officers Of The Corporation
President — current chairman of the AC [set by RAO 4-3; Corporate Bylaws,
IV-2]: Mr. Edwin M. Hackenberg
Secretary — current Stated Clerk of the General Assembly [BD-10/98-1; set
by Corporate Bylaws, IV-3]: Dr. L. Roy Taylor
Assistant Secretary:
Rev. John W. Robertson, Business Administrator [BD-10/98-2]
Rev. J. Robert (Bob) Fiol, Assistant to the Stated Clerk [BD-3/89-4]
Treasurer — current Stated Clerk of the General Assembly [BD-10/98-1; set
by Corporate Bylaws IV-4]: Dr. L. Roy Taylor
Assistant Treasurer:
Rev. John W. Robertson, Business Administrator [BD-10/98-2]
Rev. J. Robert (Bob) Fiol, Assistant to the Stated Clerk [BD-3/89-4]

TE L. Roy Taylor reported that the Presbyterian Church in America (A
Corporation) is not party to any lawsuits at this time.

BD-10/03-2 MSP that the following registered agents be approved for each
of the registered corporations of the PCA:
Rev. John Robertson, Presbyterian Church in America (A Corporation) in
Georgia
Rev. Bruce B. Howes, Presbyterian Church in America (A Corporation) in
Delaware
Christian Training, Inc., in Delaware
National Presbyterian Missions, Inc., in Delaware
World Presbyterian Missions, Inc., in Delaware
Rev. Walter Lorenz, Board of Home Ministries, Inc., in Michigan
Mr. Mark Belz, Presbyterian Church in America (A Corporation) in Missouri

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 4:30 p.m.
RE William H. (Bingy) Moore IV closed the meeting with prayer.

The next meeting will be April 2-3, 2004, at the PCA office building.
Respectfully submitted,
s/s Edwin M. Hackenberg, President s/s L. Roy Taylor, Secretary
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Presbyterian Church in America
Minutes, April 2, 2004

The Board of Directors of the Presbyterian Church in America (A
Corporation) held a regular meeting on April 2, 2004, at the PCA Office
Building in Lawrenceville, GA. President Edwin Hackenberg convened the
meeting at 4:46 p.m. and opened with prayer.

The following men were in attendance:

RE Dwight Allen, CC TE William C. Hughes, MS Valley

RE Joe A. Baker, Rocky Mountain ~ RE William Joseph, Jr., SE Alabama

RE Brad Bradley, N. Texas, RUM  TE Wm. (Billy) Joseph III, Warrior

TE Don K. Clements, B. Ridge, CEP  TE Richard (Rick) Lindsay Jr., Fellshp, RH

TE Timothy Diehl, lowa TE Curtis (Curt) McDaniel, Ascension
RE John W. DuBose, North Florida TE Michael A. Milton, Tennessee Valley
TE George Fuller, New Jersey RE Wm. H. (Bingy) Moore IV, Chesapeake

RE Edwin M. Hackenberg, SE LA TE Jerry Schriver, PCAF
TE Wayne C. Herring, Covenant RE Michael Wilson, South Texas, MNA
RE Pat Hodge, Calvary RE J. Allen Wright, North Georgia, RBI

The following Board member was excused: TE David G. Sinclair, Palmetto, CTS.
Staff present included:

TE L. Roy Taylor, Stated Clerk and Secretary/Treasurer

TE John W. Robertson, Business Admin. and Asst. Secretary/Asst. Treasurer
TE J. Robert Fiol, Asst. to the Stated Clerk and Asst. Secretary/Asst. Treasurer
Ms. Kristin Zeller, Operations Manager

A quorum was declared to be present.

MSP to approve the minutes of the October 3, 2003, meeting of the Board of
Directors as printed and distributed.

BD-04/04-2 — MSP that the corporate minutes reflect that the annual
corporate filings for the Presbyterian Church in America (A Corporation)
have been accomplished where required in a timely manner in all states where
the corporation is registered to conduct business.

BD-04/04-3 — MSP that the AC Minutes reflect, as a Board of Directors, that
the annual RPCES corporate filings have been accomplished in a timely
manner where required.
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BD-04/04-4 — As an item of information, the Stated Clerk/Secretary-Treasurer
of the Corporation informed the Board of Directors that Grace Presbyterian
Church of Seattle, WA, Pacific Northwest Presbytery, and the Presbyterian
Church in America (A Corporation) have all been named as defendants in a
lawsuit, case number CV03-2955 filed October 1, 2003, in U.S. District Court
of Washington State. We believe we have sufficient grounds to be dismissed
from the suit.

BD-04/04-5 — MSP that Ms. Kristin E. Zeller, Operations Manager, be
elected Assistant Secretary and Assistant Treasurer of the Presbyterian
Church in America (A Corporation).

The next meeting of the Board of Directors will be held on Tuesday, June 14,

2004, at the David L. Lawrence Convention Center, in conjunction with the
32™ General Assembly.

The meeting was adjourned at 5:05 with prayer by TE Mike Milton.
Respectfully Submitted,

s/s RE Edwin Hackenberg, President  s/s TE L. Roy Taylor, Secretary/Treasurer
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REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE
TO THE THIRTY-SECOND GENERAL ASSEMBLY
OF THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN AMERICA

I. Meetings

October 3, 2003
April 2, 2004
The AC also meets during the week of the General Assembly.

II. Summary of the Actions of the Board of Directors

The members of the AC also serve as the Board of Directors of the PCA, a
Corporation, a civil entity (PCA “Corporate Bylaws,” Article II Section 2).
The Board of Directors meets immediately following the AC meetings to
conduct civil business.

1. All required corporate filings of the Presbyterian Church in America (A
Corporation) have been filed in the relevant states. The Presbyterian
Church in America (A Corporation) is a registered Delaware corporation.
The Presbyterian Church in America (A Corporation) is currently
registered as a foreign corporation in Georgia, Missouri and Mississippi.

2. All required corporate filings of the corporations of the Reformed
Presbyterian Church, Evangelical Synod (acquired in the “Joining and
Receiving of 1982) have been filed in the relevant states. Delaware
Corporations: World Presbyterian Missions, Inc.; National Presbyterian
Missions, Inc.; Christian Training, Inc. Michigan Corporation: Board of
Home Ministries. Pennsylvania Corporation: Reformed Presbyterian
Church, Evangelical Synod.

3. The current Officers of the Corporation are; President, Mr. Edwin M.
Hackenberg, Secretary and Treasurer, Dr. L. Roy Taylor, (Stated Clerk),
Assistant Secretaries, TE John W. Robertson (Business Administrator),
Miss Kristin Zeller, (Operations Manager).  Assistant Treasurers, TE
John W. Robertson (Business Administrator), TE J. Robert Fiol, Assistant
to the Stated Clerk, Miss Kristin Zeller (Operations Manager) [“RAO” 3-2,
0., PCA “Corporate Bylaws,” Article IV].

4. As of the time of this writing there is one legal suit currently pending in a
civil court against the Presbyterian Church in America (A Corporation).
Grace Presbyterian Church of Seattle, WA, Pacific Northwest Presbytery,
and the Presbyterian Church in America, a Corporation have all been
named as defendants in a lawsuit, Suzanne McDonald vs. Grace Church
Seattle, Pacific Northwest Presbytery, and the Presbyterian Church in
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America, (A Corporation), Case number CV03-2955, filed October 1,
2003 in the U.S. District Court of Washington State. We believe we have
ground to be dismissed from the suit.

III. Election of AC Officers for 2004-2005 Assembly Year

The Administrative Committee elected the following officers:

Chairman TE Wayne C. Herring
Vice Chairman RE William “Bingy” Moore
Secretary TE William C. Hughes

IV. Strategic Planning

The Committee has made progress over the past year. Based in the previously
approved Mission, Values, Identity, Vision, and Strategic Priorities of the Plan,
the Strategic Planning Committee has developed Initiatives to move the plan
forward. A sub-committee composed of Frank Brock, Will Barker, Ligon
Duncan, Harry Pinner, Jim Wert, John White, Jack Williamson, and Roy Taylor
met frequently by conference call from June through December. A preliminary
draft report was sent to the ten Coordinators. Changes in the first draft were
made as a result of discussions in the January 20, 2004, Coordinators’ meeting.
The full Strategic Planning Committee met February 27, 2004, and made
further changes in the second draft of the report. The AC met April 2, 2004,
and made additional changes. This third draft of the report is presented to the
Assembly as a result of input from several sources over a period of months.

Consonant with the 2003 recommendations of the SPC as approved by the
assembly, the AC has discussed Strategic Planning at both of its meetings
since the Assembly. The AC is moving forward with byFaith magazine as a
means of building greater denominational understanding and cooperation. The
AC is proposing an Assembly docket that should encourage greater
participation of Ruling Elders.

V. News Office, PCA News.com, PCA byFuaith News Magazine

The General Assembly approved the following recommendation, recorded in

the Minutes of the 30™ General Assembly, 30-62, 111, 8, p. 296:
That the AC be authorized to proceed to develop “PCANews” [a print
magazine] in cooperation with the other PCA Committees and Agencies
while maintaining the existing web magazine and developing a hard copy
for the PCA at large in the year 2003. The AC would be the publisher
and would obtain a highly qualified editor. [Note: No expansion funds
will be expended until funds are pledged through a development effort
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conducted by the AC Staff in cooperation with others who will help.]
Adopted

In accordance with that authorization, the AC has moved ahead on plans for
the magazine.

=  Subcommittee to Oversee a PCA News Magazine, by Faith

The Administrative Committee, in 2003, appointed a Subcommittee on
PCANews, operating under and reporting to the Administrative
Committee of the PCA. The Subcommittee on PCANews produced the
Mission Statement for the PCANews magazine, established editorial
policy, is securing the necessary financial funding, has employed an
editor, and will direct the ongoing publication of the newsmagazine.
The Subcommittee reports regularly to the AC through the Stated Clerk
on the status of the magazine. Major actions of the Subcommittee are
subject to the approval of the AC, but this Subcommittee on PCA News
has been given appropriate independence so that truth is protected and
editorial opinion buffered from the waves of self-interest and politics
which flow in every group of people.

= Terms and Numbers of Subcommittee Members

The AC approved that the number of members of the Subcommittee on
PCA News be nine (9), including two ex officio members, the Stated
Clerk of the PCA and the Business Administrator of the AC; and that
members serve four-year terms by appointment of the Administrative
Committee from nominations arising from the Subcommittee.
Individuals will not serve more than two consecutive terms, but can be
reappointed after a year’s rotation off of the Subcommittee. The ex
officio members will be exempt from these rotation requirements. The
Business Administrator will vote only in the absence of the Stated Clerk
and will function as the Chief Financial Officer for the newsmagazine.

= Members of the Subcommittee on PCA News Magazine,
byFaith

The AC approved that Dr. Bryan Chapell (TE), St. Louis, MO; Mr.
Frank Brock (RE), Lookout Mountain TN; Mr. Joel Belz (RE),
Asheville NC; Mr. Victor H. Hanson II (RE), Birmingham AL; Mr. Ed
Harris (RE), St. Louis MO; Dr. Paul Kooistra (TE), Atlanta GA; Mr.
John Prentis (RE), St. Louis, MO; Dr. L. Roy Taylor (TE), Atlanta GA;
and Mr. John Robertson (TE), Atlanta GA, be appointed to the
Subcommittee on PCANews. (Note: RE Ed Harris found it necessary
to resign from the subcommittee).

= The Publisher

The Administrative Committee of the PCA is the Publisher of the
newsmagazine being established and the magazine operates under the
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Presbyterian Church in America (A Corporation) for all needs of legal
entity and business operations.

= The Editor

A position of editor has been established and is overseen in the
following manner. The editor serves at the pleasure of the
Subcommittee on PCA News. The editor, operating under Sub-
committee-approved policy, is solely responsible for the content and
daily operations of the magazine. The editor will submit policy
proposals to the Sub-committee for approval. The editor has the
ordinary personnel and financial responsibility to manage the
newsmagazine, and the authority to oversee and manage both is
delegated to him. RE Dick Doster has been retained as editor and RE
Nat Belz as associate editor.

= Relationship of byFaith Magazine to PCANews.com
PCANews.com and all related aspects of its operations function under
the editor of the byFaith newsmagazine when established. These two
instruments of communication are envisioned to complement each other
and function together to inform the PCA and other interested
constituencies of news and developments regarding the PCA and other
relevant matters. The PCANews.com web magazine is being revamped
to give it the look, philosophy, and substance of byFaith.

AC Financial Matters

The AC audit was performed by Robins, Eskew, Farmer, and Jordan. It
was approved by the AC and forwarded to the AC Committee of
Commissioners for their review and report to the Assembly.

The AC reviewed all General Assembly Committee and Agency
proposed budgets as required (“RAO” 4-11).

The AC evaluated the CAO compensation guidelines as required (BCO
14-1.13).

The AC reviewed the General Assembly Commissioner’s Registration
fee as required (“RAQO” 9-4).

The AC received and approved a recommendation from the Building
Management Committee regarding the space cost fees for Committees
and Agencies occupying the PCA Office Building.

The AC approved auditors for the various Committees and Agencies as
requested.
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VII. Development

The Committee continues to discuss the issue of developing more effective
methods of funding General Assembly Ministries (Partnership Shares) and
funding the work of the AC/SC.

= The Stated Clerk had been requested by the Coordinators and
directed by the AC to prepare a proposal for an alternative to
Partnership Shares. The Clerk suggested a proportional giving plan
similar to that which was suggested to the Strategic Planning
Committee coming up through presbyteries last year. The Committee
discussed the possibility of moving from a per capita request of funding
(Partnership Shares) for undesignated gifts to proportional giving
(requesting churches to give 5% of their offerings to the General
Assembly Ministries). That idea was considered, but abandoned as an
idea that would not necessarily be an improvement. The AC is not
recommending any change to the Partnership Shares plan at this time.

= In some denominations and in most para-church ministries,
administrative costs are deducted from ministry contributions. In the
PCA, however, the work of the Administrative Committee and Office
of the Stated Clerk (AC/SC) is funded primarily through separate
requests for contributions. Though the AC/SC provides necessary
services and structures for the PCA to exist and minister as a
denomination, the AC/SC ministry is not as captivating and soul-
stirring as others. Therefore, we face a unique challenge in funding. In
our communications with churches (via letters, phone calls,
conversations, and visits), for the most part the consensus response has
been an expression of appreciation for the ministry of the AC/SC. A
number of churches report the necessity of cutbacks in staff and
ministry contributions due to decreased giving in the churches. The
economic outlook is better now, but improvements usually take a year
to make it through the pipeline of church budgets. Fewer churches gave
in 2003 than in 2002 (638 churches, 42% of the churches in 2003 as
compared with 678 churches, or 45% of the churches in 2002). On the
other hand, churches that gave 100% of Partnership Shares or more
increased (267 churches, 18% of the churches in 2003, as compared
with 234 churches, 16% of the churches in 2002).

VIII. Biblical Conciliation Director to the AC Staff

TE John Kinser, an experienced minister who has received Peacemaker©
training, is now working on the AC/SC staff on a part-time basis, as a result of
requests from presbyteries and churches, to assist PCA churches in conflict
management and prevention. A network of over fifty PCA members who
have received various levels of Peacemaker© training has been established to
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serve PCA churches in different locales. Interested PCA churches and
members help to fund this ministry.

IX. Exceptions to Minutes

There were no exceptions of substance carried over from the previous
Assembly to which the AC needed to respond.

X. Assembly Exhibitors

In accordance with “RAO” 9-5, the AC revised the list of approved
exhibitors, removing several that had not exhibited in five years and
approving other new exhibitors, using the guidelines of “RAO” 9-5.

XI. Annual Evaluation

The AC performed the annual evaluation of the Stated Clerk in accordance with
“RAO” 3-3, d. The committee recommends that the General Assembly
continue the call to TE L. Roy Taylor as the Stated Clerk of the General
Assembly for another year.

XII. Future Assemblies

Future Assemblies are scheduled as follows:

= 2005, Chattanooga, TN

= 2006, Memphis, TN or Atlanta, GA

= 2007, Memphis, TN, or Atlanta, GA
We were scheduled to be in Jacksonville, FL in 2006. The North Florida
Presbytery withdrew their invitation due to several factors. Covenant
Presbytery has invited us to Memphis, TN. They are flexible as to the date
due to North Florida’s withdrawal.

XIII. Overtures

As of the April 2, 2004, AC meeting, no overtures from presbyteries had been
referred to the committee.

XIV. Historical Center

The PCA Historical Center, located in the Library Building of Covenant
Theological Seminary, St. Louis, is served by the Director, RE Wayne
Sparkman, M.A.R., M.Div. Website activity (http://www.pcanet.org/history)
has continued to increase. Additions to the archives over the last year include:
= Papers of the Mansfield Kaseman trial of 1980. The Kaseman Case
in National Capital Union Presbytery of the PCUSA was a watershed
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case. Mr. Kaseman, a candidate for the ministry, could not affirm the
deity of Christ. The case led several churches and ministers to come
into the PCA and was instrumental in the formation of the Evangelical
Presbyterian Church.

= The James M. (Buck) Hatch Papers. Rev. Hatch was for many
years a professor at Columbia Bible College and had a profound
influence on a number of PCA ministers.

= The James McAlpine Photograph Collection. The collection
chronicles the missionary career of the Rev. and Mrs. McAlpine, who
served as PCUS missionaries to Japan.

=  QOver 170 volumes have been added to the Center’s 2,000-volume
research library.

= The Loraine Boettner Papers. Dr. Boettner was an early twentieth-
century graduate of Princeton Theological Seminary. Through his
books and writings he influenced many.

= The Robert Dick Wilson Papers. As part of the Allan A. McRae
Papers, it was discovered that we also received the papers of Dr. Robert
Dick Wilson, a noted Old Testament scholar and early twentieth-
century professor at Princeton Theological Seminary.

= The Arthur H. Matthews Papers. Mr. Matthews was a journalist
who served on the staff of Christianity Today, The Presbyterian
Journal, and the PCA Messenger.

AC Recommendations to the General Assembly

1.
2.

3.

That the 2004 Strategic Planning Committee Report be approved.

That the SPC be authorized to raise funds ($150,000 to $300,000) to

support its work.

That the SPC be granted authority to replace members of the committee,

if appropriate, should a member drop out.

That the ten Committee and Agency budgets and the Building budget

for 2005 be approved by the 32" General Assembly:

e AC - $1,920,452 Operating Budget and $1,211,052 for the
Partnership Shares budget.

e CEP - $3,062,000 Operating Budget and $1,875,500 for the
Partnership Shares budget.

e CC - $22,235260 Operating Budget and $2,275,000 for the
Partnership Shares budget. (Note: This was the budget submitted
for the April AC meeting. CC has advised that CC will submit a
revised budget for consideration by the AC and the Assembly).

e CTS - $8,730,000 Operating Budget and $2,255,000 for the
Partnership Shares budget.
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MNA - $6,495,270 Operating Budget and $6,250,270 for the
Partnership Shares budget.

MTW - $43,610,510 Operating Budget and $5,732,023 for the
Partnership Shares budget.

PCAF - $696,000 Operating Budget (PCAF is not included in the
Partnership Shares budget.).

RBI - $1,344,135 Operating Budget (RBI is not included in the
Partnership Shares budget).

RUM - $1,667,491 Operating Budget and $932,841 for the
Partnership Shares budget.

RH - $1,365,207 Operating Budget and $675,855 for the
Partnership Shares budget.

PCA Office Building - $284,177 Operating budget (The Building is
not included in the Partnership Shares budget).

That the Chief Administrative Officer Compensation and Guidelines for
2005 be approved as represented by the schedule below.

CAO COMPENSATION & GUIDELINES COMPARISON

Proposed Proposed Proposed
2005 High 2005 Median 2005 Low
AC 144,000 129,000 114,000
CE&P 140,000 125,000 110,000
MNA 155,000 138,000 121,000
MTW 171,000 153,000 135,000
CcC 169,000 151,000 133,000
CTS 166,000 148,000 130,000
RBI 148,000 132,000 116,000
PCAF 170,000 152,000 134,000
RH 127,000 113,000 99,000
RUM* 140,000 125,000 110,000
Notes:
a. The subcommittee assumed a definition of compensation as including

any income, or form of income, from the employer which the IRS
considers taxable and all forms of non-taxable benefits, such as but not
limited to, housing allowance, insurance premiums, and retirement-
plan contributions. Moving expenses are not included in the definition
of compensation.

Calculated Median @ 3% increase for 2005 and high-lows at +12% &
-12% factor of the Median to give a range of proposed high and
proposed low.

Dollars were rounded to nearest $1,000 to admit the estimation reality
in computing compensation guidelines.
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d. * RUM officially became a permanent committee as of June 2001;
therefore, these numbers of necessity were calculated without an
equivalent history as compared with the other positions.

That the commissioner registration fee for 2005 be kept at $250; $170

will be allocated to the General Assembly; $55 to the SJC, budgeted

under “Standing Committees and Commissions,” and $25 allocated to

“Stats and Publications” to cover the preparation, printing, and

distribution of GA Minutes.

That the General Assembly approve Robins, Eskew and Farmer, P.C., as

auditors for the Administrative Committee and the Committee on

Christian Education and Publications; Capin, Crouse & Co. as auditors for

the Committee on Mission to the World and the Committee on Mission to

North America; Carr, Riggs & Ingram LLP as auditors for the Committee

on Reformed University Ministries for the calendar year ending

December 31, 2004.

That the Assembly approve the Building Occupancy Cost charged to

each ministry at $11 per square foot for 2005. This represents no

change in costs.

That the Assembly receive the charts below as the acceptable response

to the GA requirement for an annual report on the cost of the AC’s

mandated responsibilities:

GENERAL ASSEMBLY COSTS
Year  Commissioners Total Costs Cost per Commissioner

1994 1293 $166,984 $129
1995 1117 $155,411 $139
1996 1229 $162,084 §132
1997 1191 $156,980 $132
1998 1423 $204,618 $144
1999 1238 $211,364 $171
2000 1367 $266,223 $195
2001 1293 $269,453 $208
2002 1603 $281,068 §175
2003 1510 $385,210 $255
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AC GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESPONSIBILITIES

Description 2003 Total Per Commissioner
Committee on Constitutional Business $14,639 $ 9
General Assembly with Minutes' $385,210 $255
Interchurch Relations Committee $ 15,819 $ 10
Nominating Committee $ 13,361 $ 8
Standing Judicial Commission $ 83,908 § 52
Theological Examining Committee $_12,527 $__ 8
TOTALS $525.464 342

10. That the General Assembly continue the call to TE L. Roy Taylor as the
Stated Clerk of the General Assembly for another year.

11.  That the 2004 AC budget be amended by $225,000 for designated funds
for the Strategic Planning Committee. The SPC will raise those funds
and such funds will not be included in Partnership Shares.

' Review of Presbytery Records is included in the General Assembly Total. In 2003,
RPR cost $6,306.
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ATTACHMENT A

2004 REPORT OF THE STRATEGIC PLANNING COMMITTEE
(SPC)
TO THE ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE AS
DIRECTED BY THE 315" GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE PCA

Background Summary

By the grace of God the Presbyterian Church in America has thrived for a
generation. Her commitment to the inerrancy of Scripture, the Reformed faith
and the Great Commission have borne great fruit, and this church has
advanced in faithfulness, numbers and vision beyond any realistic expectation
of our founding fathers. We give thanks to our God for these blessings and
pray that he may not only keep us faithful to our past but also hopeful in our
future through Christ.

Concern for and commitment to the future of Christ’s Church caused the PCA
General Assembly of 2000 to take stock of the present state of this blessed
church. The PCA has grown considerably since its inception. There are now
more than 300,000 members and 3000 ministers. PCA members come from
increasingly varied sociological, ethnic, and geographical backgrounds. There
are now more than 1500 churches scattered throughout North America — a
quintupling of the original number, and more than 60 presbyteries — more than
tripling the original number. As we have changed, so also have our continent
and culture. We minister in a world rapidly changing and markedly different
from that in which the PCA was established a brief generation ago.

Acknowledgement of these internal and external changes, together with
recognitions that our growth has slowed and that our greater size and
complexity have created new challenges, led the 2000 General Assembly to
appoint a Strategic Planning Committee (SPC) to work with church leaders
and presbyteries to identify our most pressing challenges. The 2003 General
Assembly then gave the SPC the assignment of prioritizing these challenges
and proposing processes to address them.

REPORT SUMMARY
(Full report and rationale follow these summaries, pp.275 ff)

The following summaries identify three priority challenges along with
initiatives for addressing them that will need to be approved by the 2004
General Assembly in order for the strategic planning process to progress.
These are not the only concerns that the SPC identified, but rather are the
challenges that were prayerfully felt to be the most strategic to address in
order to secure the future peace, purity, and progress of Christ’s church.
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Priority Challenge Summaries:

1. Engaging Ruling Elders
Securing the historic blessing and critical contribution of informed
and committed ruling elder leadership at all levels of the PCA’s
governance for the sake of her biblical guidance, continuing
vitality, and the sustained faithfulness of future generations.

2. Preparing the Next Generation
Addressing the need for coordination of the work of the
Committees and Agencies in supporting presbyteries and churches
in their ministry to the needs of youth and in the development of the
denomination’s next generation of leaders.

3. Organizing Resources to Better Serve Our Corporate Mission
Providing fact-based analysis and proposals regarding ways to fund,
organize, and evaluate the Agencies and Committees of the
denomination so that presbyteries and churches are best served for
the fulfillment of our corporate Gospel calling.

First Initiative Summary—Engaging Ruling Elders

Presbyterian theology and polity call for leadership and ownership of the
work of the church to be shared on a sustained basis by ruling and teaching
elders in all governing levels of the denomination. The responsibility for
achieving greater ruling elder participation and assuring effective ruling elder
training can effectively be aided by the Administrative Committee. To
accomplish this, the Administrative Committee should coordinate a temporary
task force with CE&P and Covenant Seminary, as well as churches and
presbyteries with well-developed training material, toward the following
goals:

a. To strive to assure greater proportional representation between TEs
and REs in presbyteries and General Assembly. To do this will
require re-examination and recommendation for possible change of
the design of presbyteries and General Assembly in ways that
encourage RE interest and involvement in furthering the purity,
unity, peace, and progress of the corporate church.

b. To encourage and support Covenant Seminary and CE&P in
developing minimum training standards prior to ordination for REs
as suggested guidelines for churches.

c. To assist Covenant Seminary, CE&P, and churches to develop
training platforms that can be disseminated through the stated clerks
and local churches. In addition to biblical and BCO requirements,
training needs to include the way a denomination serves churches,
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the polity and structure of the PCA, and the importance of RE
participation in church assemblies.

d. To help promote and disseminate CE&P’s training for spouses of
REs and TEs.

Second Initiative Summary—Preparing the Next Generation

Christian Education and Publications should take the lead in putting together a
temporary task force with representatives of Christian Education &
Publications, Covenant Seminary, Reformed University Ministries, and
Covenant College (and others these entities agree to involve) to address the
concerns represented in this initiative. The task force should render a report to
the Strategic Planning Committee by February 2005. The responsibilities of
this task force would include coordinating efforts for:

a. Gathering and analyzing data to better pinpoint where we are doing
well in reaching the next generation;

b. Challenging our youth on the various callings in the kingdom and
with regard to the cultivation of the gifts needed for these callings;

c. Encouraging the church to talk in relevant ways to the oncoming
culture;

. Reaching multi-ethnic youth;

e. Assisting the various Committees and Agencies to work in a

manner that is complementary and supportive.

Third Initiative Summary—Organizing Resources To Better Serve Our
Corporate Mission

The General Assembly should restructure the present Strategic Planning
Steering Committee into a Strategic Planning Committee, as a panel of highly
qualified, godly individuals who should evaluate the work of the
Committees/Agencies and render a report to the General Assembly. The
Strategic Planning Committee should be charged with the following:

a. Evaluating how Committees and Agencies relate to and collaborate
with one another;

b. Evaluating the efficiency, effectiveness, and appropriateness of
Committees and Agencies regarding the respective roles assigned to
them by General Assembly;

c. Evaluating the best means for effective governance and standards of
accountability for the Committees/Agencies to the General
Assembly;

d. Evaluating the extent to which each Committee/Agency is subject to a
system of periodic external review (peers, consultants, constituents);
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Evaluating the budgets and method of funding of each
denominational Committee/Agency and making recommendations as
to the best way to fund the work of the Committees and Agencies;
Evaluating the level of resources from General Assembly
Committees and Agencies available to and needed by presbyteries
and churches;

Examining the operations, procedures and goals of the General
Assembly and making suggestions regarding how these may be
improved for the sake of the purity, peace, and progress of the church;
Examining the operations, procedures, and goals of the presbyteries
and making suggestions regarding how these may be improved for
the sake of the purity, peace, and progress of the church;

Retaining professional consulting to help structure the process and
to help gather and analyze data for presentation to the Strategic
Planning Committee. Only experienced and competent Christian
consultants with demonstrable knowledge and understanding of the
PCA should be considered for the professional consulting role.

FULL REPORT AND RATIONALE

PCA Strategic Planning Steering Committee—Current Active members’

RE TE

Joel Belz Frank Barker
Frank Brock Will Barker
Sam Duncan Wilson Benton
James “Bebo” Elkin Ric Cannada
Tom Harris Dave Clelland
Richard Hostetter Ligon Duncan
Harry Pinner Wayne Herring
John White Tim Keller
Jack Williamson Rob Rayburn
Mike Wilson Joseph Wheat

Jim Wert (serving as consultant)

The Strategic Planning Steering Committee makes the following report in
response to the action of General Assembly 2003 regarding the Administrative
Committee. We again want to express our appreciation for the opportunity to
consider the entire work of the denomination. This has been a challenging but
invigorating process.

? Mark Belz, Paige Benton Brown, Dan Doriani (now EPC) and Barbara Thompson
have not participated recently in meetings. Barbara Thompson participates as a
faithful prayer partner. Harry Pinner has announced his resignation.
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Following is a brief chronology of the Strategic Planning Process to date:

June 2000 GA asks the Coordinators/Agency heads and a Strategic

Planning Steering Committee to develop a Strategic Plan
within two years.

June 2002 GA extends the process one more year
June 2003 GA receives the report of the Strategic Planning Steering

Committee, Being Revived + Bringing Reformation, and
extends the life of the committee one more year.

January 2004 On behalf of a sub-committee of the Strategic Planning

Steering Committee, Frank Brock presents an interim report
to Coordinators/Agency heads and their chairs.

February 2004 The Coordinators/Agency heads and Strategic Planning

Steering Committee meet to finalize this report to the
Administrative Committee.

Explanatory Index to this Report

L

II.

III.

Preamble

This gives an overview of the insights and perspectives gained during
this last year of the planning process

The GA 2003 Motions to Which the Strategic Planning Steering
Committee is Responding

The motions of GA 2003 regarding Strategic Planning are restated.
Responses to the Motions

There is a general response to Motions 1 and 2. There are three initiatives
in response to the part of Motion 3 that asked the Strategic Planning
Steering Committee to “develop broader recommendations for plan
execution at the denominational level and/or regarding specific
denominational issues and opportunities and report these recommendations
to the General Assembly for their further action.” These three initiatives are
briefly summarized as having to do with:

1. Engaging Ruling Elders

Securing the historic blessing and critical contribution of informed
and committed ruling elder leadership at all levels of the PCA’s
governance for the sake of her biblical guidance, continuing vitality
and the sustained faithfulness of future generations
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2. Preparing the Next Generation

Addressing the need for coordination of the work of the
Committees and Agencies in supporting presbyteries and churches
in their ministry to the needs of youth and in the development of the
denomination’s next generation of leaders.

3. Organizing Resources for Our Corporate Mission

Providing fact-based analysis and proposals regarding ways to fund,
organize, and evaluate the Agencies and Committees of the
denomination so that presbyteries and churches are best served for
the fulfillment of our corporate Gospel calling.

I. Preamble

At the recommendation of the Coordinators/Agency heads and the
Administrative Committee, the 2000 General Assembly created a Strategic
Planning Steering Committee. The Assembly formed this 24-person
committee to bring to the 2002 General Assembly a Strategic Plan for the
Presbyterian Church in America.

For the first time since the founding of the PCA thirty years ago, the General
Assembly asked a small group of individuals representative of the church
leadership to think about the overall ministry of the denomination as a whole
and report back.

The denomination is a system of graduated councils/courts that connects
churches in extending God’s kingdom in eternally significant ways.
Individuals, local churches, and presbyteries carry out most of the ministry of
the PCA. The Committees and Agencies exist only to serve and provide some
services that local churches/presbyteries cannot provide alone. The
denomination is not the Committees/Agencies. However, the cooperation and
coordination of the work of the Committees and Agencies is critical to the
welfare of the denomination because in them there is a concentration of
leadership, talent, and resources which are vital to sustaining cooperative
ministries of the entire Church.

Though the Strategic Planning Committee is composed of persons active in
the PCA, the committee retained the services of a PCA elder and consultant
who had gone through a similar process with other organizations,
denominations, and para-church groups. This consultant encouraged the
committee to use a two-phase process, with phase one being to develop
consensus on the PCA’s Mission, Identity, Values, and Strategic Priorities.
(These are outlined at the end of this document.)
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This is no small task for a denomination that has grown and changed
considerably since its inception. There are more than 1500 churches scattered
all over North America. PCA members and elders come from increasingly
varied sociological, ethnic, geographical, racial, denominational, national, and
economic backgrounds. Newly emerging leaders in the denomination are less
interested in some historical issues that led to the founding of the denomination
and are intensely interested in having a reformational denomination in a culture
radically different from the one that existed at the founding

However, by God’s grace, the 2003 General Assembly favorably received the
work of the Committee and extended its life for another year. The Committee
put before the Assembly a booklet, Being Revived + Bringing Reformation,
which reduced to writing the PCA’s Mission, Values, Identity, and Strategic
Priorities that would guide the second phase of the planning process.

In the second phase of the process, a smaller sub-committee of the Strategic
Planning Steering Committee was given the responsibility of studying the PCA’s
structure, resources, and leadership, and recommending the next planning steps to
the Committee/Agency heads and the Strategic Planning Steering Committee.
This sub-committee was composed ofRuling Elders Frank Brock, Jack
Williamson, John White, Harry Pinner, and Jim Wert (consultant); and Teaching
Elders Roy Taylor, Will Barker, and Ligon Duncan. This sub-committee has met
for about 172 hours every other week since the 2003 General Assembly.

The sub-committee faced a number of challenges that made its task daunting.
Perhaps the most formidable is a lack of information. There are now ten
Committees and Agencies of the denomination that employ more than 1000
people, steward hundreds of millions of dollars in assets, and manage
combined annual operating budgets that exceed a hundred million dollars.
There are more than 60 presbyteries, 1500 churches, 3000 ministers, and
300,000 members. No serious analysis has been done to ascertain where or
why certain churches are growing and others are not. There is little available
analysis of presbyteries, which represent the heart of Presbyterianism, to learn
where churches are being planted, people are being converted, the culture is
being reformed. Although the sub-committee had many years of collective
experience as members of the PCA, the members had no alternative but to use
mostly anecdotal or barely analyzed spotty information.

The sub-committee read the reports of those presbyteries that went through a
Strategic Planning Process. The sub-committee would have benefited from
more reports from more presbyteries. Members of the sub-committee met
with heads of seven of the Committees/Agencies and gained valuable insights
and information though this process.
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Even with the limited time and lack of information, certain themes emerged
that shaped the report. They are as follows:

a.

c.

f.

As individuals, we love Christ’s Church. We are all active members of
our local church. It is where we feel we most belong.

We decry the cultural drift away from sound doctrine and believe in the
importance of the reformed church for revival and transformation
through its historic commitments to doctrine, piety, culture and
mission.

We believe in and want to affirm the importance of our denomination
because we believe that our denomination maintains purity of doctrine,
provides accountability and fellowship, enables stronger educational
possibilities, expands the opportunity for mission, and enlarges the
reformational role of the local congregation.

We believe that the best denomination is one that is decentralized,
dynamic, and responsive to the needs of local churches and a changing
culture. While the doctrine and polity of the PCA should not change,
the organizational design of the denomination must be able to change if
the denomination is to reform the culture of the twenty-first century. In
the world of complex, socially dynamic organizations that characterize
the modern world, a denomination must have flexible organizational
structure and strong, capable leadership. In fact, some informed
observers predict that denominations that refuse to change will be
come irrelevant or extinct in the twenty-first century. We believe that
there is a significant danger to our denomination of becoming
essentially a loose association of quasi-independent churches where
teaching elders simply hold their credentials.

We want to affirm the importance of the presbytery as being the most
effective and least bureaucratic level of the Presbyterian system of
government. We would love to see the practices of the most dynamic
presbyteries shared throughout the denomination. We believe that
much could be learned from studying those presbyteries having growth
and an expanding ministry.

We are in agreement with the basic principles outlined in Chapter 14 of
the BCO’ regarding the PCA’s Committees/Agencies. From the outset,

3 From BCO Chapter 14
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the PCA adopted a mission and a structure that maintained that the
PCA was responsible to carry out the Great Commission of our Lord
but in a manner consistent with Reformed theology and ecclesiology.
In the beginning, there were to be three program committees plus a
service committee (the Administrative Committee), which was the
Assembly’s way of declaring its interpretation of the Great
Commission, which indicates three foci, namely education, world
missions, and home missions.” Three program committees were
established on the principle that while the church’s mission is one
mission, there are three distinct program areas. In 2001 the General
Assembly completed the process of establishing Reformed University
Ministries as a fourth separate program committee.

g. Along with the program committees, the BCO established an
Administrative Committee to serve the denomination with common
administrative functions. We see the need for the Committees and
Agencies to work together. There must also be good administration to
insure that Committees/Agencies work cooperatively to bring programs
in these four areas that will serve presbyteries and local congregations.

h. The focus of this report is on the Committees/Agencies because the
Strategic Planning Steering Committee is a committee of General
Assembly and it is only to the General Assembly as a church court that

“The initiative for carrying out the Great Commission belongs to the Church in every
Court level, and the Assembly is responsible to encourage and promote the fulfillment
of this mission by the various courts.”

“The work of the Church as set forth in the Great Commission is one work, being
implemented at the General Assembly level through equally essential committees.”

“The committees are to serve and not to direct any Church judicatories. They are not
to establish policy, but rather execute policy established by the General Assembly.”

“The Committees are to serve the Church through the duties assigned by the General
Assembly.”

“The General Assembly Permanent Committees are the Administrative Committee of
the General Assembly, Committee on Christian Education and Publications,
Committee on Mission to North America, and Committee on Mission to the World.”

* In establishing the three program committee structure, the Assembly was both
recognizing and acknowledging the necessity of defining the one mission, in three
different areas of concentration. One can read the Minutes of the Advisory
Convention of 1973, Asheville, NC, and later the Minutes of the First General
Assembly of the National Presbyterian Church (now PCA) to understand the rationale
behind the areas of emphasis of its one mission.
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the Committees/Agencies are accountable. The sub-committee believes
strongly that Committees/Agencies need to be held accountable to
work together to support churches’ and the denomination’s mission and
strategic priorities. But such accountability does not necessarily imply
carefully scrutinizing every single action taken; it can also imply
structuring the Committee/Agency, charging the Committee/Agency
with strategic directives, empowering local committees/boards that
select and hold accountable able leaders, and providing sufficient
resources. We do not believe that this will happen without sustained,
fact based analysis of the work and cooperative effort of all the
Committees/Agencies.

All actions of this or subsequent committees need to be subject to
periodic assessment by the General Assembly so that the
Committees/Agencies can have the freedom to operate creatively and
reformationally.

The GA 2003 Motions to Which the Strategic Planning Steering
Committee is Responding (see M31GA.31-43.111.1-3, pp. 137-138):

III. Recommendations

1. That the "Future Direction of the PCA: A Framework for
Planning" be approved as edited as a working draft as
reflecting the mission, vision, values, and priorities of the
PCA, and be commended as its framework for strategic
planning. Further, we recommend that this document be
summarized and packaged for distribution to the whole
denomination to promote common terminology and
coordinated initiatives across the denomination.  The
complete planning document, along with a summary of the
discussion sessions within presbyteries should be made
available generally through the PCA website and in the
byFuaith magazine. As part of this summary, the Steering
Committee should identify common issues and opportunities
that surfaced through these presbytery discussions, and offer
examples of successful local efforts to implement the
planning framework. Adopted as amended
[Note: See Appendix C, Attachment A, p. 300, M31GA, for
text of "The Future Direction of the PCA, A Framework for
Planning."]

2. That PCA Committees and Agencies discuss the "The Future
Direction of the PCA: A Framework for Planning", and
indicate how their own strategic priorities are consonant with
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denominational direction. Presbyteries and congregations
are encouraged to craft their own strategic plans by
discussing the PCA identity, mission, values, vision and
strategic priorities as described in the "PCA Framework for
Planning" and formulate their own strategic priorities
consonant with the strategic priorities set forth in this plan.
We encourage them to further develop concrete objectives
and initiatives that can be implemented at presbytery and
local church levels, as well as a prioritized list of external
resources that would aid and enhance their efforts in making
progress toward their goals. We further recommend that
these planning efforts be designed as broad-based efforts
inclusive of ruling and teaching elders, deacons, other male
and female church members, youth, and other constituents
involved in the life of the church. The Strategic Planning
Steering Committee will collect responses and plans from
presbyteries, Committees and Agencies and summarize
them by the 2004 GA. Adopted

That the Strategic Planning Steering Committee continue its
work until the 2005 GA. This work will include collecting,
collating and summarizing local strategic planning efforts,
e.g. from presbyteries, local churches, Committees and
Agencies. Further, we recommend that the Strategic Planning
Steering Committee be charged to facilitate these local-
planning efforts, and given adequate resources to fulfill this
responsibility. To raise these resources, the Committee is
authorized to contact individuals, local churches and
presbyteries to solicit contributions. To further support such
efforts, we recommend that the CE&P Committee assemble
and publish a collection of denominational resources
available to presbyteries and local churches to assist them in
their planning efforts. The Strategic Planning Steering
Committee is  encouraged to  develop  broader
recommendations for plan execution at the denominational
level and/or regarding specific denominational issues and
opportunities and report these recommendations to the
General Assembly for their further action. Finally, we
encourage the denomination to continue to hold up the work
of this committee in prayer. Adopted
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Responses to the Motions
Response to GA Recommendation 1

Being Revived + Bring Reformation is available in the PCA bookstore
and website. Some churches, presbyteries and committees are using the
booklet which is helping to promote common terminology and to
coordinate initiatives. Since GA 2003, Chesapeake Presbytery went
through a strategic planning process and forwarded their report to the
Steering Committee and Committee/Agency heads.

Response to GA Recommendation 2

The committee is aware that some of the Committees and Agencies are
already working to develop strategic plans consonant with the PCA’s
Identity, Mission, Values, Vision and Strategic priorities. Reports from
MNA, PCAF and RUM have been received and forwarded to the AC.

Responses to GA Recommendation 3

The 2003 GA asked the Strategic Planning Steering Committee to
“develop broader recommendations for plan execution at the
denominational level and/or regarding specific denominational issues
and opportunities and report these recommendations to the General
Assembly for their further action.” Before rendering the committee’s
recommendations, we would like to restate the four PCA Strategic
Priorities that guide this report:

(1) Empower church health and growth for new and existing churches
local and worldwide

(2) Develop leadership for the future

(3) Increase denominational understanding and effectiveness

(4) Engage the culture—timeless truths for our times

In light of this theology and history and these Strategic Priorities, we submit
the following initiatives and recommendations:
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INITIATIVES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

First Initiative—Engaging Ruling Elders’

¢

Initiative

Presbyterian theology and polity calls for leadership and ownership of
the work of the church to be shared on a sustained basis by ruling and
teaching elders at all assemblies of the denomination. The responsibility
for achieving greater ruling elder participation and assuring effective
ruler elder training can effectively be aided by the Administrative
Committee. To accomplish this, the Administrative Committee should
coordinate a task force with other Committees and Agencies, especially
CE & P and Covenant Seminary, as well as churches and presbyteries
with well-developed training material, toward the following goals:

a. Strive to assure greater proportional representation between TEs and
REs in presbytery and General Assembly. To do this will require re-
examination of the design of presbyteries and General Assembly in
ways that encourage RE interest and involvement in furthering the
purity, unity, peace and progress of the corporate church.

b. To encourage and support Covenant Seminary and CE&P to
develop minimum training standards prior to ordination for RE’s as
suggested guidelines for churches.

c. To assist Covenant Seminary, CE&P and churches to develop
training platforms that can be disseminated through the stated clerks
and local churches. In addition to biblical and BCO requirements,
training needs to include the way a denomination serves churches,
the polity and structure of the PCA, and the importance of RE
participation in church assemblies.

d. To help promote and disseminate CE&P’s training for spouses of
REs and TEs.

Rationale for the first initiative

Participation. From the inception of the PCA, the vital involvement and
significant leadership of ruling elders has been a distinctive and a
blessing. Having assemblies where ruling and teaching elders work side
by side to further the mission of the PCA can be significantly aided by
the Administrative Committee’s coordination of a temporary task force

> This initiative supports three strategic priorities of the strategic framework, 1)
“Empower church health and growth for new and growing churches,” 2) “Develop
leadership for the future,” and 3) “Increase denominational understanding and
effectiveness.”
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devoted to this purpose. The AC proposes the docket of the General
Assembly, and the General Assembly Local Arrangements Committee
is a sub-committee of the AC. This does not mean that the
Administrative Committee should develop—training materials or do
training. However, we recognize that the Administrative Committee is
in position to help coordinate and evaluate ruling elder informational
needs, because its regular involvement, coordination and contact of
pastors and stated clerks, provides needed insights into the type of
training materials needed and the avenues of distribution that can be
most effective.

Biblical church government calls for ruling and teaching elders but
there is a lack of ruling elder participation sometimes at the local church
level, often at the presbytery level and, especially, at the General
Assembly level. Active informed ruling elder involvement is necessary
for the health of the entire church in matters of doctrine, polity, spiritual
vitality and cultural engagement. The goal of this initiative is increased
participation by ruling elders in all aspects of church life according to
gifts, recognizing differences in gifts and roles.

General Assemblies and presbyteries foster purity, unity, peace and
progress of the corporate church. Church assemblies need to have the
explicit objective of being ruling elder friendly to insure that the gifts
and abilities that ruling elders can provide are utilized. The structure of
committees, the preparation of the docket, etc. need to encourage joint
ruling/teaching elder participation. Greater participation of ruling elders
can contribute to the practical engagement of the church and the culture
and safeguarding of sound doctrine. Failure to achieve this engagement
potentially abdicates these responsibilities to a “professional class” of
ministers. General Assembly and presbytery meetings are held to fulfill
their constitutional responsibilities. Such meetings may also provide
opportunities for nurturing fellowship, training for ministry in the local
church, setting strategic direction and priorities, and discovering
ministry resources. The committee believes that more prominently
including these additional elements in the format of our meetings will
make the meetings more relevant to the ministries of the local church.

Each session, presbytery and General Assembly needs to have a docket
where those assembled expeditiously resolve matters vital to the life
and health of the church and its role in extending God’s kingdom.
Ruling elders must feel that their input is needed and that the matters
being discussed are worth the time and effort that is being asked.
Business should not be denigrated or slighted but rather allowed to have
the focus its importance requires. It is also important that the fellowship
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and education of the church at a national level be enhanced for her
corporate functioning. There must be an appropriate amount of time
given to an assembly with a clear benefit from doing so.

Training. The local pastor is responsible for most elder training. There
are also several Committees/Agencies that help with elder training, such
as Covenant Seminary, CE&P, MNA and AC. However, the Strategic
Planning Steering Committee understands that the present focus is
diffused and believes that focused attention can be coordinated
effectively at this time by a taskforce led by the Administrative
Committee. Such focused attention and coordinated effort is vital for
something so basic to the welfare of the denomination.

With the technology that is available, excellent training material on
DVDs and web sites could be developed that would train RE’s to be
cognizant of the denomination’s Strategic Priorities and engaged in the
process of implementing these at the lowest but most important level,
the local church and presbytery. The genius of Presbyterian government
is not only the local church but also the presbytery, where churches
work together to address the needs of the entire presbytery.

It is also important, however, that REs understand the use and limits of
church assemblies when these assemblies become judicial courts.
Because of actions in various PCA church courts, it appears that the
body is sometimes confused about the distinctive PCA polity. While
all forms of Presbyterian Church Government hold certain basic biblical
principles in common, the so-called “grass-roots” polity of the PCA is
unique in our adherence to the Preliminary Principles of the First
General Assembly of 1789. We need to reaffirm PCA polity
(governance) and have comprehensive training in polity, as expressed in
our eight preliminary principles found in the preface to the BCO. “The
power of all church courts in PCA is exclusively moral and spiritual.
This spiritual power is completely separate from, and is to be kept
separate from, civil coercive power, just as planets moving in
concentric orbits BCO 3-4.” Officer training should include instruction
in individual spiritual qualifications, practical knowledge of the Bible,
Reformed theology, and involvement in ministry, as well as in polity.
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Second Initiative—Preparing the Next Generation®

L

Initiative

Christian Education and Publications should take the lead in putting
together a temporary task force with representatives of Christian
Education & Publication, Covenant Seminary, Reformed University
Ministries, and Covenant College (and others these entities agree to
involve) to address the concerns represented in this initiative. The task
force should render a report to the Strategic Planning Committee by
February 2005. The responsibilities of this task force would include
coordinating efforts for:

a. Gathering and analyzing data to better pinpoint where we are doing
well in reaching the next generation;

b. Challenging our youth on the various callings in the kingdom and
with regard to the cultivation of the gifts needed for these callings;

c. Ensuring that the church is talking in relevant ways to the
oncoming culture;

d. Reaching multi-ethnic youth;

e. Assuring that the work of the various Committees and Agencies is
complementary and supportive.

Rationale for the second initiative

A key to the future effectiveness of the PCA is the passing on of the
heritage received by this generation of leaders to the next generation.
This will involve deploying our denominational resources to help the
rising generation realize the goals of Christ in this world and the Spirit’s
gifts for accomplishing these goals. There are many methods to
stimulate the next generation: individual mentoring, vacation Bible
school, retreats and conferences, youth ministers, Reformed University
Ministries, Covenant College, and Covenant Seminary.

Since the early part of the twentieth century, formal education has had
an increasingly influential role in shaping American’s world-view and
since the 1950s media has become far more influential in the lives of
youth. If the church is to help young people develop a biblical world-
view, it must supplement and shape the work of Sunday school teachers
and youth leaders. The PCA’s teachers are products of secondary and
higher education, which most often have a pervasively human-centered
world-view.

® This initiative primarily supports the strategies, “Develop leadership for the future”
and “Engage the culture—timeless truth for our times.”
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Youth ministers, Covenant Seminary, Covenant College and Reformed
University Ministries all seek to help young people develop a biblical
world-view. Many of these graduates of secondary and higher
educational institutions will someday serve the church as teachers and
leaders. Covenant Seminary has received a very large grant from the
Lilly Foundation, which created the Youth in Ministry Institute (YiMI)
and should have experience and resources to help these efforts. Because
of the dynamic relationship between today’s high school and college
students and tomorrow’s church leaders, the PCA’s largest graduate
education institution should fill a key leadership role in the various
educational initiatives.

Third Initiative—Organizing Resources to Serve Our Corporate Mission
Better’

¢

Initiative

The General Assembly should restructure the present Strategic Planning
Steering Committee into a Strategic Planning Committee as a panel of
highly qualified, godly individuals who should evaluate the work of the
Committees/Agencies and render a report to the General Assembly. The
Strategic Planning Committee should be charged with the following;:

a. Evaluating how Committees and Agencies relate to and collaborate
with one another;

b. Evaluating the efficiency, effectiveness and appropriateness of
Committees and Agencies regarding their respective roles assigned
to them by General Assembly;

c. Evaluating the best means for effective governance and standards of
accountability for the Committees/Agencies to the General Assembly;

d. Evaluating the extent to which each Committee/Agency is subject to a
system of periodic external review (peers, consultants, constituents);

e. Evaluating the budgets and method of funding of each
denominational Committee/Agency and making recommendations as
to the best way to fund the work of the Committees and Agencies;

f. Evaluating the level of resources from General Assembly
Committees and Agencies available to and needed by presbyteries
and churches;

g. Examining the operations, procedures and goals of the General
Assembly and making recommendations regarding how these may be
improved for the sake of the purity, peace and progress of the church;

7 This initiative primarily supports the strategy, “Increase denominational
understanding and effectiveness.”
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h. Examining the operations, procedures and goals of the presbyteries
and making recommendations regarding how these may be improved
for the sake of the purity, peace and progress of the church;

i. Retaining a professional consultant to help structure the process and
gather and analyze data for presentation to the Strategic Planning
Committee. Only experienced and competent Christian consultants
with demonstrable knowledge and understanding of the PCA
should be considered for the professional consulting role.

This will need to be a hard working committee willing to spend
significant time and resources to gather information and render
difficult judgements regarding the structure, resources and
personnel of the PCA. The members of the committee must be
independent and objective in their analysis. Members must be
uniquely qualified and possess the following skills: theological
understanding, organizational and analytical experience and church
history (especially PCA). The members of the committee must have
considerable integrity and the respect of their peers. Therefore, the
recommendation is that the larger Strategic Planning Steering
Committee that has served through February 2004 be reduced to a
more functional size. The ongoing group, which will be known as
the Strategic Planning Committee, will be composed of ten men,
five ruling and five teaching elders, none of whom should head one
of the denomination’s committees or agencies. We express our
thanks to the past members for their service.

The following are recommended to serve as members of this
committee:

REs TEs

Frank Brock (chair) Frank Barker
Joel Belz Will Barker
Harry Hargrave Ligon Duncan
Glen Fogle Dave Clelland
Jack Williamson Bill Lyle

Knowing that any planning process requires accurate information and
adequate input as well as continued oversight and encouragement to
enable full participation and success, we propose that this committee
consult regularly with the Committee/Agency heads as its work
progresses and involve other experts, participants and survey
instruments as deemed appropriate. The Strategic Planning Committee
will render a final report to the Administrative Committee at least two
weeks prior to the spring meeting in 2005 (normally at the end of
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March). Timing of responses to the committee may require an extension
of the work to 2006.

We recommend that the Strategic Planning Committee, in conjunction
with Committee/Agency heads, develop a budget. Once the budget is
established, Committee/Agency heads and Strategic Planning
Committee members need to seek funding from the churches and other
sources as was done at the outset of this strategic planning process.

Rationale for studying the structure of the PCA’s Committees/Agencies
and presbyteries.

The present structure of the denomination was designed when the
denomination was much smaller, the Committees were fewer, there
were no Agencies, and resources were more limited than now. The
Assembly wanted to avoid the failures of the previous denomination.

The General Assembly represents the entire denomination and is
charged with oversight of the denomination’s Committees and
Agencies. Though the present governance structure of elected
committees/boards, committees of commissioners and votes by the
General Assembly works reasonably well for each Committee/Agency,
the General Assembly must have a way to evaluate the efficiency and
effectiveness of all PCA Committees and Agencies as a whole. The
Strategic Planning Steering Committee recommends that study of the
structures needs to look at the following:

a. Performance criteria. We must develop criteria that will be used in
assessing the performance of each Committee/Agency. Such
criteria need to assess at least the centrality of mission, the use of
resources, and the ministry to which resources are directed. Though
it is impossible to assess spiritual outcomes, the churches of the
denomination need timely, accurate, factual information about each
Committee/Agency to allow churches to decide on the effectiveness
and efficiency of the Committee/Agency.

b. Cooperation. No matter how well a particular Committee/Agency
does its own work, an essential part of any outside evaluation is the
extent to which that Committee/Agency cooperates with the other
Committees and Agencies of the denomination.

c. Budget. A sub-committee studying the structure of the
denomination needs to have an adequate budget. Similar efforts
indicate the cost will be between $150,000 and $300,000. While
this is a sizeable amount of money, the present Strategic Planning
Steering Committee has been hampered throughout its existence by
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a lack of resources to gather information and analyze it. Without
such analysis, any future committee will find it hard to make
informed, thoughtful recommendations that will result in a healthier
denomination.

d. Relationship between Committees/Agencies and presbyteries. As
the Strategic Planning Steering Committee considered the structure
of the denomination, it was apparent that some presbyteries are very
active and effective while others are less active and effective.
Having the presbyteries direct and control more of the
denomination’s ministry seems to be a worthwhile goal, but further
study is needed to see how the Committees/Agencies could
facilitate such a goal and how to fund such a goal.

e. Strategic direction of the denomination. Other issues were raised
during the planning process, such as a feeling of disenfranchisement
(by some large and some small churches), cultural non-awareness,
alternate credentialing and growth of ethnically targeted churches,
current assembly designs/processes and women’s issues®. Further
study is needed to determine how Committees/Agencies can take
church-wide concerns and develop them into programs relevant to
the presbytery and local church to help them be more reformational.

f.  Responsive, nimble, and relevant. It is no secret that the churches of
the PCA give more resources to ministries outside the control of the
Assembly than to the PCA’s own Committees/Agencies. In
addition, there are many dynamic independent ministries that draw
primarily from the PCA. The goal of PCA Committees/Agencies is
to serve the churches. Every effort needs to be made to make the
denominational Committees/Agencies as organizationally dynamic
as independent ministries, without losing theological integrity.
Theological wrangling, bureaucracy, and archaic structures may
have contributed to cultural disinterest in denominations.
Presbyterian government does not have to be traditional to be
biblical. Our forefathers were revolutionary in the way they created
structures responsive to the culture of their day. We need to think
reformationally ourselves. The sub-committee needs to think about
how this denomination can have the greatest impact on a
technological, diverse and secularly educated culture. We believe
that the “grass roots” idea of the PCA can become a powerful
contributor to enable the denomination to have fruitful local,
innovative, effective ministry without a top-heavy layer of church
government. However, this does not negate the impact that effective

¥ (Page 10 of “Being Revived + Bring Reformation™)
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Committees/Agencies can have in realizing this hope. We need to
offer suggestions of new structure or restructured Committees/
Agencies that would better serve the presbyteries and churches of
the PCA as we seek to be revived and bring reformation to our
nation and the world.

g. Always being reformed. Because we live in a rapidly changing
world that requires of organizations flexibility and adaptability,
there needs to be a way for the General Assembly to express its
collective opinion on the structure of the denomination. It must be
anticipated that those responsible for the oversight of Committees
and Agencies will always focus on the work of that committee or
agency. There must be some way for the denomination to express
its support of the work of that Committee/Agency, as it pertains to
the denomination as a whole.

Rationale for studying the funding of the committees, agencies and
presbyteries of the PCA.

As the Strategic Planning Steering Committee considered the present
resources available to the Committees/Agencies, it was apparent that
the various Committees/Agencies have very different funding models.
Some agencies are almost entirely dependent on church partnership
giving while some agencies ask no funding at all. This creates
confusion over where the churches’ money is going. We believe that
this may be caused by the fact that the Committees/Agencies are in fact
providing three different kinds of services without the churches
recognizing these differences:

a. Services essential to the operation of a denomination. The clearest
example of this is the work that AC does: planning and
administering an annual General Assembly, review of presbytery
records, judicial process, constitutional questions involving the
Westminster Standards, Book of Church Order, and Rules of
Assembly  Operation, Interchurch  Relations, Nominating
Committee, minutes of the General Assembly, advice to
presbyteries, churches, and individuals, PCA Office Building, etc.

b. Services paid primarily by the recipient. Perhaps the clearest
examples of this are paying for books ordered through the
denominational bookstore, paying tuition at Covenant College,
paying premiums to RBI for insurance, etc.

c. Services of such magnitude and strategic importance that collective
church support is the only realistic alternative. Perhaps the clearest
examples of this are a worldwide mission agency, a seminary,
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presbytery-based ministries to colleges and universities, publication
of Sunday School materials, or an affordable Christ-centered
college.

The Strategic Planning Steering Committee believes that further study should
address at least the following seven issues:

a.  Equity. The sub-committee needs to strive for determining means of
equitable funding among Committees and Agencies. While a uniform
system of reporting operating budgets may be impossible, there needs
to be a mechanism to ensure that partnership shares are developed using
the same assumptions and criteria, delineating cost centers along the
lines outlined above.

b.  Proximity. People like to give money to local things where they can see
the results of what they are giving to. The genius of Presbyterian
government may be the idea of presbytery yet there is little connection
between presbytery funding and denominational Committees and
Agencies. (Interestingly, RUM has a financial model based in
presbyteries and is very successful.) Any funding proposal for the
Committees/Agencies needs also to consider funding means for
presbyteries, with some way of encouraging the stronger presbyteries to
help the weaker.

c.  Proportionality. Churches have different levels of ability to support the
PCA denominational causes. Any alternative funding discussion should,
at least, include consideration of a proportional-giving plan that would
involve a certain percent of the operating budgets of churches going to
Committees/Agencies and a certain percent going to presbyteries. (An
example might be that churches would be urged to give a certain
percent of their operating budget to the work of the
Committees/Agencies and a certain percent to the work of their
presbytery and a certain percent to help fledgling presbyteries.)

d. Strategic and innovative. God’s people invest most in innovative,
responsive and strategic ministry. Within the PCA we have many
capable local church leaders committed to our reformed principles but
often their energy and leadership is being expressed in informal
networks outside the purview of the denomination. What can we learn
from this? How should the Committees and Agencies appropriately
respond to this?

e. Transparency, accountability and results. A fifth observation is that
people want to know that they are giving where there is sound financial
management and  clear,  measurable  objectives. These
Committees/Agencies all believe that their ministry is important but
local churches find it difficult to compare the work of the ministries
with one another. It is hard for churches to know how to distinguish the
most critical needs.
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f. Denominational support. A sixth observation is that some churches
want help from the Committees/Agencies but often do not support
them. The churches of the denomination need to provide the
Committees/Agencies the financial support necessary to serve the
denomination without the Committees/Agencies spending excessive
resources in fund raising. The PCA is more than a place for the teaching
elders to hold their credentials. Churches have a responsibility to either
support the approved denominational Committees/Agencies or sever the
relationship. As we have reviewed the most recent available data, it
would appear that of the 1189 churches reporting, 659 churches gave at
a level equal to or greater than 2% of their operating budget.

g.  Research, coordination and strategic thinking. Any study of funding
needs to especially consider funding for the Administrative Committee.
As the earlier documents of the Strategic Planning Committee attest,
administration is a necessary part of the work of the denomination.
Administration is a spiritual gift that God uses to enhance opportunities
for ministry. The Administrative Committee can serve the
denomination best by collecting and analyzing data, coordinating
information flow between agencies, organizing the activities of GA
assigned tasks and committees, disseminating “best practices” to
churches and presbyteries, etc. Such important behind the scene
activities cannot be supported with the funding presently being
received. Since the activities of the Administrative Committee are
largely unseen, it is difficult to raise money for the work that is
currently being done and projects that should be done which are of vital
and strategic importance to the denomination as a whole.

Conclusion—A Call to Prayer

We recommend that the General Assembly call upon the churches and
presbyteries to commit to special seasons of prayer and repentance, between
now and the 33" General Assembly, that God’s Spirit will bring revival,
reformation and renewal of ministry vision to the members, churches,
presbyteries and General Assembly of the PCA; and asking specifically for
the leading and power of the Spirit in the work of the Strategic Planning
Committee. We recognize that God moves when His people pray, and that
unless He moves, any plan will be in vain: “Unless the LORD builds the
house, its builders labor in vain. Unless the LORD watches over the city, the
watchmen stand guard in vain.” (Ps. 127:1) “Not by might nor by power, but
by my Spirit,” says the LORD Almighty. (Zech. 4:6)
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EXCERPTS FROM BEING REVIVED + BRINGING REFORMATION,

RECEIVED BY GA 2003

* The PCA Identity

The Presbyterian Church in America is a covenant community of
churches committed to:

Biblical inerrancy and authority. The denomination’s
foundational commitment is to the Bible as the inspired Word of
God, the only infallible rule of faith and practice.

A reformed-covenantal theology. The denomination’s office-
bearers subscribe in good faith to The Westminster Standards.
Mutual accountability. The denomination follows an ecclesiastical
connection yet “grass roots” Presbyterian church government and
Biblical church discipline, as reflected in The Book of Church Order.
Cooperative ministry. The denomination seeks to accomplish more
together than the separate units of the church could accomplish on
their own (local church, presbytery, General Assembly, networks,
and like-minded brothers and sisters in the Church Jesus Christ).

3 The Mission Statement

—

The mission of the Presbyterian Church in America is to glorify and
enjoy God by equipping and enabling the churches of the PCA to
work together to fulfill the Great Commission by making disciples
of all nations, so that people will mature as servants of the triune
God, will worship God in spirit and truth, and will have a
reforming impact on culture.

¢ The PCA Values

The PCA as a denomination and among its member churches will
pursue all the following defining values:

* These have been alphabetized to avoid any sense of priority.

— Accountability to one another privately and through the church
corporately for personal holiness.

— Cooperation by engaging in ministry together as local
churches, presbyteries and as a denomination, and with like-
minded churches in North America and the world.

— Faithfulness to the Holy Scriptures as the inspired, inerrant
Word of God.
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— Fidelity to the reformed faith as the system of doctrine most
consistent with the Word of God.

— Love to the one true and living God, to fellow Christian, and to
our unbelieving neighbors.

—  Obedience to fulfilling the Great Commission.
—  Prayer that fulfills biblical models and instructions.

—  Worship that is God-centered, Biblically based, participatory,
historically informed and culturally appropriate.

3 The PCA Vision

The PCA, through the General Assembly, its Committees, Agencies
and Presbyteries, should guide, connect and support local churches
and presbyteries so that they work together to fulfill our mission
statement.

— A succinct motto for this vision is “Being revived and bringing
reformation.”
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ATTACHMENT B
BUDGETS OF COMMITTEES AND AGENCIES

ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE
BUDGET NOTES
2005

Budget philosophy

The budget is built primarily on the job description of the Stated Clerk in the
RAO, which determines the services that are to be provided by the Office of
the Stated Clerk to churches, presbyteries, committees, and agencies, and to
the General Assembly.

General Comments

Many of the activities and responsibilities of the Administrative Committee
are directly affected by the size and growth of the PCA, which in turn are
reflected in annual budget increases for many line items. The economic
inflation rate also affects most budget items and is applied to most budget line
items, except as noted in the Economic Assumptions shown below.

The budgets are presented in a format to comply with the standards for not-
for-profit organizations adopted by the Financial Accounting Standards
(FASB). The FASB standards provide a definition of “supporting activities”
which they call “management and general.” Therefore, compensation for the
Stated Clerk and his staff is allocated according to the estimated time spent by
each person in “program,” administration, and fund-raising areas.

The development of a PCA news magazine, authorized at the 30™ General
Assembly, generated the largest change in this budget. It particularly
accounts for the increase in FTE employees.

2005 Economic Assumptions

A. Stated Clerk/Administration

3.0% PCA Growth Rate

2.6 % Atlanta Consumer Price Index (CPI) and inflation rate

1.9 % National

4.9 % Health Insurance Premiums (per RBI)

0.3 % Transportation (as of 12/31/03)

3.8 % Employee Cost Index
The full time equivalent (FTE) employees budgeted at the beginning and end
of the year will be 15.0.

B. PCA Office Building

0% Rent remains at $11.00 per square foot for 2005

1.9 % Consumer Price Index (CPI) and inflation rate
The full time equivalent (FTE) employees budgeted at the beginning and end of the
year will be 0.5.
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PROPOSED 2005 BUDGET
TOTAL MANAGEMENT FUND CAPITAL % OF
DESCRIPTION PROGRAMS | & GENERAL RAISING ASSETS TOTALS TOTALS

SUPPORT & REVENUE
1 Contributions (1) $108,000 $1,017,852 $0 $0 $1,125,852 58.62%
2 Fees $781,200 $13,000 $0 $0 $794,200 41.35%
3 Interest $0 $400 $0 $0 $400 0.02%
4 Others $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 0.00%
5 TOTAL REVENUES $889,200 $1,031,252 $0 $0 $1,920,452 | 100.00%
OPERATING EXPENSES
6a Coordinator Salary & $104,169 $5,788 $5,787 $0 $115,744 6.03%

Housing
6b Coordinato