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Summary

Various resolutions might be offered, presumably under “Other Business” shortly after 11 am on Saturday. PEP is not aware of the intention of anyone to offer additional resolutions, but we cannot rule out the possibility. Neither PEP nor anyone friendly to our position is known to be intending to offer additional resolutions. Therefore, any resolution offered should be consider hostile, requiring a negative vote, in the absence of strong evidence to the contrary. A short list of possible actions that might be proposed from the floor, along with comments and recommendations, is provided below. This list is highly speculative.  All can be fought first using Rules of Order B.4.b (see Supporting Documents).  They also can all be fought as forms of precipitous action contrary to the stated request of the Primates in their October 17 statement.

Possible Resolutions 

· Propose that the whole Diocese join the American Anglican Council (AAC): It is possible that one of the AAC members may propose that the whole Diocese of Pittsburgh affiliate with the AAC.

· Comment: There are two dioceses (Fort Worth and Quincy) in which this has been done, although it is more usual for individual parishes to sign a covenant supporting the AAC. Passage of such a proposal would coercively bring some parishes into an organization they do not support and find antithetical to their theology and objectives. Passage would be a step toward converting the AAC’s “Network of Confessing Dioceses and Parishes” into a separate province.

· Recommendation: The proposal should be strongly resisted, and rectors of parishes that want nothing to do with the AAC should be first to speak, emphasizing that this is properly the choice of individual parishes.

· Propose that the Diocese seek alternative oversight of a Primate other than the Presiding Bishop
· Comment: A recent statement by the Archbishop of Canterbury said that he had received such a request. It is a declaration that the diocese is not in communion with the rest of the Episcopal Church. For a diocese to do this would be to deny the entire governance structure of the ECUSA. It would, de facto, create the second North American Province sometimes suggested by the AAC. It would surely be a schismatic act.
· Recommendation: This resolution should, of course, be opposed. Much of the argument against amending Article I, Section 1 applies here as well.  Note that the Articles of Religion are explicit that sacramental offices are not invalidated by the unworthiness of the priest, so that this idea is misguided if it is an attack on the Presiding Bishop.

· Propose that the Diocese go on record as opposing the lawsuit against diocesan leaders.
· Comment: The intent of this would be counter the claim by Calvary Church that it is acting on behalf of the Diocese of Pittsburgh. To have the diocese in convention declare otherwise would have much symbolic and public-relations value, but it is unlikely to influence a judge.
· Recommendation: It is clearly not in our interest to pass such a resolution, and it should be opposed. It may help to point out that a minority has standing in law to represent the interests of an organization. The theory behind the suit, after all, is that the diocese has, in a sense been hijacked. It matters not how many people were involved in that hijacking.
· Propose admitting beleaguered parishes from another diocese to the Diocese of Pittsburgh.
· Comment: Nancy Norton’s comments at one of the pre-convention hearings noted that the diocesan budget had not been reduced because the leadership thought that reduced pledges might well be offset by new parishes joining the diocese. This was a quite extraordinary and presumptuous statement. The proposed action is contrary to the constitution of the ECUSA unless the parishes are in a territorially adjoining diocese and unless that diocese has also given permission and the arrangement has been approved by General Convention. It is a fair guess that this is not going to happen.
· Recommendation: This resolution should be opposed, and the ECUSA constitution can be cited.  In addition no new parish can be admitted to the Diocese of Pittsburgh unless it has submitted to Standing Committee its articles of association and by-laws two months before the convention, and the convention has approved them.
Supporting Information

From the ECUSA Constitution (Article V, Section 6):

By mutual agreement between the Conventions of two adjoining Dioceses, consented to by the Ecclesiastical Authority of each Diocese, a portion of the territory of one of said Dioceses may be ceded to the other Diocese, such cession to be considered complete upon approval thereof by the General Convention or by a majority of Bishops having jurisdiction in the United States, and of the Standing Committees of the Dioceses, in accordance with the Canons of this Church. Thereupon the part of the territory so ceded shall become a part of the Diocese accepting the same.  The provisions of Section 3 of this Article V shall not apply in such case, and the Bishop and Bishop Coadjutor, if any, of the Diocese ceding such territory shall continue in their jurisdiction over the remainder of such Diocese, and the Bishop and Bishop Coadjutor, if any, of the Diocese accepting cession of such territory shall continue in jurisdiction over such Diocese and shall have jurisdiction in that part of the territory of the other Diocese that has been so ceded and accepted.
Diocese of Pittsburgh Canons and Constitution:

Section 2. No Parish shall be admitted into union with Convention unless it shall have submitted its Articles of Association, or Charter and By-laws, to the Bishop and Standing Committee two months previous to the meeting of the Convention, nor until the said Articles of Association, or Charter and By-laws, shall have been approved by the Convention. Neither the Articles of Association nor the Charter and By-laws of any Parish shall be changed without the consent of the Convention or of the Standing Committee.

Diocese of Pittsburgh Rules of Order 

B.4.b No resolutions, reports, or changes in Canon Law shall be considered in any sitting of the

Convention except they shall be published in said Journal. This rule shall not be interpreted to

exclude resolutions, which, in the opinion of the President of the Convention, do not affect the

financial or canonical life of the Diocese or which for any other reason should be considered by

the Convention.
Primates Statement October 17, 2003

We urge our provinces not to act precipitately on these wider questions, but
take time to share in this process of reflection and to consider their own
constitutional requirements as individual provinces face up to potential
realignments.
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