The Rector's Ruminations

Conventional Wisdom
The 139th Convention of the Episcopal Diocese of
Pittsburgh will take place in Moon Township next
Friday and Saturday. It will be a crucial one in the
life of the Episcopal flock in Southwestern
Pennsylvania, and I thought it would be helpful to
share with you some of my thoughts on the
upcoming deliberations.
A Definite Article
Squeezed into Friday's agenda between the
elections and "Leadership reports" is an item which
will clearly be the most important matter to come
before the clergy and lay delegates. It is entitled
"Second Reading - Constitutional Amendment,
Article I, Section 1." Because of the effect that
constitutional amendments could have on the life
of the Diocese, the canons require that to become
effective, they must be passed by two successive
conventions. Having been approved last year, the
matter will come before us again for ratification.
The Article in our diocesan constitution, which is
virtually identical to the first article of the
Constitution of each of the 100+ dioceses in
ECUSA, reads as follows: "The Church in the
Diocese of Pittsburgh, being a constituent part of
the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United
States of America, accedes to, recognizes,
and adopts the Constitution and Canons of
that Church, and acknowledges its authority
accordingly." The proposed amendment would add
the following words:
In cases where the provisions of the
Constitution and Canons of the Church in the
Diocese of Pittsburgh speak to the contrary,
or where resolutions of the Convention of said
Diocese have determined the Constitution and
Canons of the Protestant Episcopal Church in
the United States of America, or resolutions of
its General Convention, to be contrary to the
faith and order of the one holy catholic
and apostolic church, the local determination
shall prevail.
I believe this amendment is even more evidence of
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the separation of the Diocese from the Episcopal
Church, and we strongly oppose it.
Suppressed Resolutions
It is customary in most dioceses for conventions to
go on record as voicing their opinions on issues
facing church and society. This mirrors the practice
of the General Convention, which has often spoken
out against racism, gender discrimination,
homophobia and war. In this spirit, several groups
in the Diocese have submitted resolutions for
consideration at Convention. One such resolution
asserts that the Diocese of Pittsburgh is a
"constituent and inseparable part of the
Episcopal Church." Another affirms the ministry of
ordained women; another decries violence against
homosexual persons. At a meeting of the Diocesan
Council, that body voted overwhelmingly that
these and other resolutions should not come before
Convention. The bishop, in supporting that vote,
dismissed the resolutions as "inviting a return to
the contentiousness of the 70's and 80's."
Canon Mary Hays, speaking in favor of the
suppression of these resolutions, stated: "In a
different time and a different place, the words of
these resolutions would be perceived differently,
but we are viewing the world thorough a particular
set of lenses, the lens of polarization. This makes all
of these resolutions divisive and makes it difficult,
if not impossible to consider [them]." It is amazing,
as Florence Atwood observed at a
pre-Convention hearing, that such resolutions
should be deemed divisive, whereas a resolution
dissociating the Diocese from the National Church
should not be considered divisive!
Who is thy neighbor?
Clergy, strictly speaking, do not belong to parishes.
They are, rather, enrolled on the bishop's list, and
are said to be "canonically resident" in a bishop's
diocese. In the Diocese of Pittsburgh, clergy,
in order to be eligible to vote, must be both
canonically and physically resident in the Diocese.
An amendment to remove the physical
-continued on page 2.
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requirement will come before our Convention.
'rile amendment is innocuous on its face, and, in fact,
f l conform to the practice of most Episcopal dioceses.
(When I worked at the National Church headquarters in
New York, and lived in Connecticut, I remained
canonically resident in Washington, and returned there
for its annual diocesan conventions.) But I am
concerned that the effect of adoption of this amendment
at this juncture may be to make it possible for those who
may be "adopted" by the bishop of Pittsburgh, under an
alternate episcopal oversight scheme, to vote in our
conventions. In other words, Episcopal clergy who are
disenchanted with their bishops may seek to affiliate
with the bishop of Pittsburgh, whom they may find more
theologically compatible.
An Archiepiscopal Visitor
The speaker at the Convention banquet and the preacher
at the Convention eucharist will be the Most Rev. Henry
Luke Orombi, Archbishop of Uganda. His Grace will also
serve as chaplain to the Convention. The Archbishop has
been featured in both the church and secular press in
recent months, and in each case he has been seen as being
' an adversarial relationship with the Episcopal Church.
has declared his province to be in "broken
communion" with the Episcopal Church because of the
consecration of Gene Robinson, and has made it clear
that no diocese in his province will accept financial
assistance from the United Thank Offering or Episcopal
Relief and Development. (Bishop Duncan has since
launched an alternative organization, Anglican Relief and
Development, to enable African dioceses to seek funding
from outside the Episcopal Church's structure.)
In another development, three parishes in the Diocese of
Los Angeles have severed their ties with the Episcopal
Church, and have affiliated with the Church of the
Province of Uganda. Archbishop Orombi, whose actions
in the Diocese of Los Angeles are contrary to both the
resolutions of the Lambeth Conference and the
subsequent recommendations of the recently
promulgated Windsor Report, has stated that those
parishes have his "full blessing and support," and that
the separating priests and deacons are clergy in good
standing in the Church of Uganda.
Orombi's recent statement to the press in which he
-,,:scribed the impaired communion between his
province and the Episcopal Church, he makes a telling
comment: "We continue to rejoice in the formation and
growth of the Network of Anglican Communion

Dioceses and Parishes under the leadership of Bishop Bob
Duncan,and thank God that there is a faithful remnant of
Anglicans in America with whom we can remain in
communion." This would suggest that in the mind of
the Uganda primate, the Network is comprised of
bishops, clergy and people who are not part of the
Episcopal Church.
Signs and Wonders
Jesus said "Unless you see signs and wonders you will not
believe" (John 4:48). The agenda for our 139th diocesan
convention makes it very clear where the Diocese is
headed. Let us review the bidding: A constitutional
amendment will be enacted which renounces our
allegiance to the General Convention and the
Constitution and Canons of the Episcopal Church.
The Diocese will take an action which will, in effect,
enable the bishop to accept clergy from other dioceses,
and add them to Pittsburgh's rolls. Resolutions which
might show the Diocese's loyalty to ECUSA, our
affirmation of women clergy, or our condemnation of
violence against gays will not see the light of day.
An African primate who has repudiated the Episcopal
Church and who upholds the Network as the "faithful
remnant" of American Anglicanism is the honored guest
of the Diocese. Add to this the fact that as this is being
written, our bishop is in Lagos, Nigeria, at a meeting of
African bishops, where he hopes, by his own
admission, to garner support from African primates
to trump the Windsor Report, and to enforce
disciplinary measures against the Episcopal Church.
My sisters and brothers in Christ, most of the Episcopal
Church is still a united body. We must remember that the
Network, despite its press and its deep pockets, claims but
ten diocesan bishops, representing fewer than 25% of
those bishops who voted against the consecration of Gene
Robinson. Lest we forget, most bishops who were not in
favor of Canon Robinson's consecration returned to their
dioceses, have decided to live with the tension, and are
about the business of building up the Body of Christ. I
leave it to each of you to draw your own
conclusions as to whether this Diocese, which has already
ceased making monetary contributions to the Episcopal
Church, is functioning as part of the Episcopal Church or
as a separate organization.
Orate, sorores et fratres, pro ecclesiam nostram.
Faithfully, your rector and friend,

