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Summary

The amendment as proposed would strike the words “and actually” from the section in question, thereby allowing non-resident canonically resident clergy to vote in convention. The clear intention is to pack the diocesan convention. It is less clear with whom. We should propose an amendment to limit the effect of the change. It is suggested that the following be added at the end of the section:

In no case shall the number of members of the Clergy canonically and not actually resident in the Diocese and otherwise able to vote in Convention under this provision be allowed to constitute more than 3% of the number of members of the Clergy eligible to vote in Convention.

Argument

· Pittsburgh is not alone in requiring that clergy actually reside in the diocese in order to vote.  At least 16 other dioceses have residency requirements and another 19 required that voting clergy persons have a settled ministry within the diocese (or be on a recognized external assignment such as a military chaplaincy or serving at the national church headquarters). Among those with residency requirements are San Diego and South Carolina.  The effect of such requirements is to reinforce the idea that a diocese is a geographical unit and that it has a special ministry within a region. 

· Proponents of the amendment should be asked its purpose. It will likely be argued that only a special few clergy members are involved, such as Arnie Klukas, who, while canonically resident in Pittsburgh is actually living in Wisconsin and teaching at Nashotah House.  Apparently, there are more people currently in this category than we have been led to believe, approximately 36.  This number includes Fr. Earle Fox, whose outrageous homophobic behavior is legendary.  At Gene Robinson’s consecration, Fr. Fox had to be discouraged by the Presiding Bishop from reciting complete anatomical details of everything homosexuals do.  This, in front of an audience including children, was inexcusable.  Fr. Fos may not be typical of the people affected by this change, but the reality is that we do not really know who will be given a vote by passing this change.  

· There may be a need for exceptions, but, if there is, it should be clear just what problem we are solving.  The solution should be as specific as possible.  A blanket franchise for physically absent clergy seems an extreme response.

· Two non-mutually-exclusive theories have been advance for the presentation of this amendment, both of which involve the Bishop’s packing Convention with friendly clergy:

1. Graduates of TESM can work elsewhere and vote in convention. This is fair neither to our diocese nor the dioceses in which the graduates might work.  It is also against the constitution and canons of ECUSA.  Clergy cannot work in another diocese for more than two months without a license from the bishop of that diocese and those called to a parish must transfer their canonical residence.

2. Bishop Duncan could provide episcopal oversight of churches in other dioceses and bring in their clergy into our diocese. This may be more what the bishop has in mind, particularly with the AAC’s “Network of Confessing Congregations.” Again, this is fair neither to our diocese nor to others. It is likely part of Bishop Duncan’s plan to raid other dioceses in order to build an “orthodox” church within (and eventually, perhaps, outside of) the ECUSA.  Both the canons of this diocese and the Episcopal Church are clear that a diocese is a geographic area.  Parishes cannot be separated from their diocese.  A bishop cannot act within the bounds of another bishop’s diocese without express permission.  Allowing oversight of another bishop simply provides for episcopal services to be rendered to a parish which remains a part of the diocese in which it resides geographically.

· Even sympathetic clergy should resent the possibility that clergy who are essentially outsiders should have a significant voice in the governance of the diocese. Local laypeople should be even less happy with this provision, as it decreases their relative influence as well.  Clergy who do not live in the area may return to vote, but they are unlikely to take part in other ways in the life of the diocese, such as attending clergy conferences and pre-convention hearings.  Such people are subject to manipulation.

· Diocese are geographic for good cause.  The diocese has a mission to serve a geographic region and the parishes need to be able to support each other locally.  Nothing can replace the ability to gather for events like Absalom Jones days, to share youth ministries and to pool resources in order to follow Jesus’s comman to feed the hungry and tend the sick, or to work together on local outreach.  Congregations and clergy from other regions would be unable to share in these activities and may give them a lower priority in budgeting, etc.

Supporting Information

From Page C1 of the materials provided to deputies:

PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT: Article III, Section 2

Resolved, by this 138th Annual Convention of the Episcopal Diocese of Pittsburgh, that the words “and actually” be deleted as follows:

Every member of the Clergy, in regular standing, who shall have been canonically and actually resident in the Diocese, and engaged in the parochial missionary, or educational work of the Church, under the Ecclesiastical Authority of the Diocese, for three months preceding any Convention, shall be entitled to a seat and vote in such Convention in all cases except in the election of a Bishop, in which case the qualifications necessary to vote shall be as hereinafter provided in Article XIV of this Constitution, PROVIDED, that no member of the Clergy so qualified shall lose his or her right to a seat and vote by reason of sickness or old age.

Constitution of the Episcopal Church, USA

ARTICLE V

Sec. 1. A new Diocese may be formed, with the consent of the General

Convention and under such conditions as the General Convention shall

prescribe by General Canon or Canons, (1) by the division of an existing

Diocese; (2) by the junction of two or more Dioceses or of parts of two or

more Dioceses; or (3) by the erection into a Diocese of an unorganized

area evangelized as provided in Article VI. The proceedings shall originate

in a Convocation of the Clergy and Laity of the unorganized area called

by the Bishop for that purpose; or, with the approval of the Bishop, in the

Convention of the Diocese to be divided; or (when it is proposed to form

a new Diocese by the junction of two or more existing Dioceses or of parts

of two or more Dioceses) by mutual agreement of the Conventions of the

Dioceses concerned, with the approval of the Bishop of each Diocese. In

case the Episcopate of a Diocese be vacant, no proceedings toward its

division shall be taken until the vacancy is filled. After consent of the General

Convention, when a certified copy of the duly adopted Constitution

of the new Diocese, including an unqualified accession to the Constitution

and Canons of this Church, shall have been filed with the Secretary of the

General Convention and approved by the Executive Council of this

Church, such new Diocese shall thereupon be in union with the General Convention.
The rest of this section covers topics such as cession of territory from one diocese to another, and continually refers to the “boundaries” or “bounds” of a diocese.  In other words, a diocese is territorial.

ARTICLE II

Sec. 3  A Bishop shall confine the exercise of such office to the Diocese in which elected, unless requested to perform episcopal acts in another Diocese by the Ecclesiastical Authority thereof, or unless authorized by the House of bishops, or by the Presiding Bishop by its direction, to act temporarily in case of need within any territory not yet organized into Dioceses of this Church. 
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