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with our hope that we can
come together in San Jose

to
“let justice roll down
like waters,”

and to

build bridges of peace
among us
and in God’s world
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Network News

Ny The Co-Moderator’s Column

| | A word of welcome

i

__l& from Jake Young

To commissioners and advisory
delegates to the 218" General
Assembly —

Congratulations! Y our Preshytery
has entrusted you with a serious and
sacred obligation — one that, by
Tuesday of General Assembly, may
feel like an oneroustask. That's
why you should join more than four
hundred other Presbyterians on
Tuesday night at the Witherspoon
Dance Party! (Fairmont Ball Room,
9pm-1am)

But the Witherspoon Society is
about much more than dancing and
affirming the Creator’ s gifts of
grape and barley. For more than 35
years, we have been the only multi-
issue affinity group inthe PC(USA)
whose magjor focusis seeking and
working for peace and justice. We
are progressivein our theology and,
therefore, concerned to listen to and
work with the poor and the
marginalizedinall wedo.

At GA, affinity groups advocate for
their favoriteissues. This happens
in avariety of ways. Be attentiveto
the different groups present. Ask
yourself, “What do they advocate?’
Just as important, ask “How do they
advocate?’ Advocacy can be a
high calling. It can also be some-
thing else. Who benefits from the
advocacy of acertain group? Isit
those who need advocacy or the
comfortable, the powerful, the
privileged few? If the latter, then
we don’t use the word “advocate.”
Instead we say, “lobbyist.”

Jake Young

You are the trustee of your
Presbytery. Unlike arepresentative,
you are not bound by the opinions of
your constituency. Y our sole guide
isyour conscience. (Your prayerful
conscience, we all hope.) Along
with all thereading of businessyou'll
haveto do, you have the privilege
and responsibility of watching the
elaborate dance that is a GA.
Observeyour fellow Commissioners
and Advisory Delegates. Observe
the affinity groups. Pay attention to
the dozens upon dozens of national
staff who work so hard to help this
great ballet happen.

Most of al, get as much sleep as
possible. . . except for Tuesday
night!

See you at the Dance.

Yoursin Christ,
Jake Y oung

We invite you
to join us!

If you're looking for a
community of progressive
Presbyterians,
witnessing and working
for peace and justice in
God’s world,
we can help provide you
with information,
theological reflection, and
companionship on the
journey.

Justusethereturn
envelope in the center of this
newsletter, or contact our

Membership Coordinator:

John E. Harris
70-21 Forest Ave
Ridgewood, NY 11385
Home phone - 347-907-9372
E-mail: membershipcoordinator@
witherspoonsociety.org

NETWORK NEWS (ISSN 0745-418X) is published quarterly at Decatur,
GA, and additional entry offices, by

The Witherspoon Society of the Presbyterian Church (USA),

2800 White Oak Drive, Decatur, GA 30032-4346

Subscription: Free to members, $40 per year for non-members.
Periodicals postage paid at Decatur, GA.

POSTMASTER: Send address changes to Network News,

Douglas King, 2800 White Oak Drive, Decatur, GA 30032-4346.
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Witherspoon events at the 218™ General Assembly m”f‘ed/

Friday, June 20, 1:00to 3:30 pm

Semper Reformanda
Pre-Assembly Conversation
(sponsored by the Witherspoon Society)

This is an occasion for progressive Presbyterians to
gather informally as they begin to arrive for the Gen-
eral Assembly, to talk about issues coming to the
Assembly and other concerns. Special speakers will
include Rita Nakashima Brock and Noelle Damico.

Dr. Brock has written extensively on issues of justice,
including human trafficking in Southeast Asia. She will
touch on themes discussed in her forthcoming book
(with Rebecca Parker) entitled Saving Paradise: How
Christianity Traded Love of This World for Crucifixion
and Empire. Her book will be for sale at the
Cokesbury Bookstore, where she will be signing it.

Noelle Damico is director of the Presbyterian Hunger
Program’s Fair Food campaign, and the PC(USA)’'s
liaison with the Coalition of Immokalee Workers in their
campaign for improved wages and working conditions
in Florida’s tomato fields.

Ramada Hotel “Upper Room,”
455 S. 2nd Street, San Jose
Tickets will be free for TSADs. For others: $15.

Saturday, June 21, 7:00-9:00am
Commissioners’ Orientation Breakfast

This breakfast meeting is offered especially for GA
commissioners and others who will be involved in the
Assembly. Brief presentations will be given on the
many important issues coming before the Assembly —
analyzing them from a progressive point of view.

It will also give you a good chance to get acquainted
with other commissioners.

The event is free for commissioners and advisory
delegates. Others may order tickets through the
General Assembly ticket service, at $15.

Ramada Hotel “Upper Room,”
455 S. 2nd Street, San Jose

Sunday, June 22, 1:00-3:00 pm
Witherspoon Awards Luncheon

The keynote speaker is Carol Hovis, who is the Execu-
tive Director of the Marin Interfaith Council and an
ordained Presbyterian minister member of Redwoods
Presbytery. Out of her experience she will address
the intersection of interfaith relationships with peace
and justice advocacy. (See more about her on page 4.)

The Andrew Murray Award will be presented to the
Rev. Clifton Kirkpatrick, an outstanding leader of the
Presbyterian Church (USA), as he retires as Stated
Clerk. The Whole Gospel Congregation Award will be
given to First Presbyterian Church of Palo Alto, Cali-
fornia

Witherspoon'’s biennial Membership Meeting will be
held immediately after the luncheon.

Convention Center Ballroom Tickets $45

Tuesday, June 24, 9:00pm-1:00am
Witherspoon Party and Dance!

Time for a break! This is a great chance to relax and
enjoy great music, dancing and conversation — and an
informal place to meet and mingle with others at the
Assembly.

Convention Center Ballroom
Tickets $20, available at the door!

Finding the “Upper Room” is easy. lItis at the Ramada
Limited, where most of the Witherspoon board members
will be staying, at 455 South 2nd Street, about a five minute
walk from the Convention Center. Just go north-east on
San Salvador St., just across Market Street from the
Convention Center. Turn right on Second St., and go about
a half block southeast. The Ramada Inn will be on your
left; the stairs to the Upper Room are toward the far end of
the complex.

The deadline for ordering tickets has passed, but you
may be able to buy them at the ticket counter in the
lobby of the convention center. We will do our best to
keep some available. Tickets for the Witherspoon
Dance can be purchased at the door!
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Introducing the
Witherspoon Awards Luncheon speaker,
the Rev. Carol M. Hovis

Carol is an ordained Presbyterian minister (PCUSA) and
the Executive Director of the Marin Interfaith Council, since
July 2004. Prior to her positionwithMIC, she served for six
years as the Community Advocate with the San Rafael Ca-
na Ministry in San Rafael, CA.

She moved to northern Californiafrom northern Virginiain
January 1998. Born and raised in metropolitan Washington,
DC, Carol attended collegein Pennsylvaniaand Union Theo-
logical Seminary in New York City. ShereturnedtotheDC
areain 1988 to serve a Presbyterian congregation in Fairfax,
VA. After nine years on staff at Providence Presbyterian
Church, seven as associate pastor, she resigned in Novem-
ber 1997 to begin an eleven-month personal sabbatical which
took her to northern California. In September 2000, Carol
received the Diplomain the Art of Spiritual Direction from
the San Francisco Theological Seminary in San Anselmo,
CA.

Carol Hovis describes her work:

Seeking justice with patience, while
building interfaith community

When | served on the Board of the Marin Interfaith Council
(MIC) from 2003-2004, | experienced the challenges of ad-
dressing social and public policy issuesamongst adiversity
of colleagues who represented 8 religious traditions. Be-
cause we were essentially re-building the Marin Interfaith
Council after alow period of several years, creating healthy
and respectful relationships was paramount to our process.
Thus, | found myself praying for much patience and com-
passion as my justice-seeking heart wanted to stir things up.

When | becamethe Executive Director of MIC in July 2004,
| knew that my new role required my commitment to ongo-
ing relationship-building, while at the sametime| believed
there was away to marry the interreligious values of com-
munity, compassion and peace with my particular passions
for truth-telling, community-organizing and action. Time
wouldtell.

It was a great moment in April 2006, aimost 2 years later,
when the MIC Board of Directors, representing 14 congre-
gations or nonprofits and 10 faith traditions, voted unani-
mously to approve its Board Resolution, Compassionate
Immigration Reform. [The full text of the Resolution is

Carol M. Hovis

on the next page.] At the same Board meeting, the Direc-
tors also approved a Resolution entitled Moratorium on
Executions in the Sate of California.

In my talk for the Witherspoon luncheon, | will address how
avitally active and diverse interfaith council has been able
to debate, discuss and decide on contentious social issues
facing our nation, our state and our county.

If you're at the Assembly ..

Please visit our booth -
# 117 in the Exhibit Halll

You'll find it, we hope, located on an outer wall where
people will enter/exit the hall.
Our next door
neighbors will be the Knox Fellowship
and Amish Furniture.
(Should be a place for interesting conversations!).

We'll provide you with a warm welcome, useful
handouts, up-to-date information, a chance to sitand
chat — and perhaps most important, a huge selection

of buttons and M&Ms
(or turn them around so they’ll be W&WSs).
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MARIN INTERFAITH COUNCIL
BOARD OF DIRECTORS
RESOLUTION

COMPASSIONATE IMMIGRATION REFORM

We, the members of the Board of Directors of the Marin
Interfaith Council, aware of the current national debate
regarding immigration reform, call attention to themoral
dimensionsof any immigration policy. Asreligiousand
ethical persons, we believe any and all public policies must
honor and uphold the inherent human dignity of each
person.

Our representative faith traditions teach us to welcome
the stranger in our midst with love and compassion. We
recognize that current immigration law and enforcement
policies are broken and call for compassionate, just re-
form.

Asleadersin our communities, we witness the human
consequences of the current immigration system. We see
and hear the suffering of immigrant families who have
been abused at the hands of smugglers, who have lost
loved ones in the desert, and who have experienced ex-
ploitationintheworkplace, bothintheir countriesof origin
and here in the United States. We call for our elected
officials and the mediato recognize that the rising tide of
immigration to the United States from many of the

world’ s poorest countriesisdirectly related to long-stand-
ing economic and political policy decisionsof our country,
other rich nations, the World Bank and the I nternational
Monetary Fund.

To the extent that they are humane and fair, we support
the call for the United States government to enforce its
|aws and control our borders. At the same time, we
support comprehensiveimmigration reformtoinclude
legalizationfor themillions of immigrantswho are already
here and the creation of humane, effective and fair chan-
nels for future immigrants to come to the United States.

We rgject the punitive nature of House Resolution 4437
and call for comprehensive and just immigration reform
which will balance national security with the general
welfare of al persons.

April 20,2006
Marin Interfaith Council
Board of Directors

Plan now to join in a major
Ghost Ranch event
this summer!

July 28 - August 3, 2008

Paths toward

Peace and Justice:

Spirituality, Earth-Care,
and the Prophetic Word
in a time of Violence

details on page 32

o

\S

“Let Justice Roll Down”

The Witherspoon Society Mission

We are a network of concerned Preshyterians re-
sponding to God'’s call to let justice roll down, and to
work for healing in a wounded world.

Our mission is:

* Tolisten and learn from those who have been
silenced as we seek solidarity with them;

* To nurture the prophetic voice of the church;

* To equip Presbyterians for faithful participation in
the church and world;

* To challenge unjustrelationships of power;

* Toadvocate for peace, justice, the integrity of
creation, and the full inclusion of all God'’s
people in church and society.

We seek to revitalize the church’s proclamation and
action, informed by the whole gospel, and living into
the promise of God'’s reign.

Spring 2008



6 Network News

The new Social Creed
for the 21st Century

by Gene TeSelle, Witherspoon Issues Analyst

ions and studies to commemorate the centennial of

he 1908 Socia Creed of the Federal Council of Churches
of Christinthe U.S.A. That statement engaged churchesin
advocating for reforms such asan end to child labor, the six-
day week, occupational safety, aliving wage, and other steps
aimed at moving American society closer towhat a“ Christ-
like God” was believed to want for all Americans.

The 216th General Assembly called for conversa
i

Beyond celebrating the past, the action called for looking
forward with “asurvey of key Christian principlesto guide
21st century Presbyterians and others in addressing major
and likely future concerns, such asthe lack of health insur-
ance for 44 million Americans, the outsourcing of jobs to
countrieswithout human rights or environmental safeguards,
and the impact of growing economic inequality on our de-
mocracy ..."

Out of that study hascome anew, ecumenical “Socia Creed
for the Twenty-First Century,” which is being submitted to
thisAssembly for action.

Witherspoon IssuesAnalyst GeneTeSelle haswritten anum-
ber of essays over the past two years exploring the back-
ground of thisnew statement. Here, to help those preparing
to deliberate on it at the Assembly, he lays out some of the
distinctively Presbyterian responses to that 1908 ecumeni-
cal creed during the past 100 years.

The 1908 Socia Creed became part of the mainstream of
the Presbyterian Church. Inanatered version it was adopted
by the General Assembliesof 1910 (the onethat al so adopted
the five “fundamentals’!) and 1920. Being Presbyterians,
they wanted more biblical and theological grounding, and
five Presbyterian churches jointly adopted a statement in
1914. Here are the essential texts:

The 1910 Statement by the Gener al Assembly of
thePresbyterian ChurchintheU.SA.

A Special Committee on Social Problems madeitsreportin
1910. It noted that “the industrial organization of society”
had created new problems, and that moral and religiousideas
“have not kept pace with industrial and commercial
progress.” “Conscience isaroused, but perplexed,” it went
ontosay. Andyet it is Christianity, or more precisely the
gospel that it preaches, that “ haslargely created the present
demands for social and economic justice.”

After a prefatory statement of beliefs (that Jesus is the
final authority over all aspects of life; that righteous-
ness in the midst of the complexities of modern condi-
tions is realizable only through the principles of the king-
dom of Gad; that the church must show how these prin-
ciples apply to human affairs; that the church’s teach-
ing should be related to “ present practical conditions,”
and that “ the time has come” for the Presbyterian Church
to “ speak its mind concerning particular problems now
threatening society” ), it made fourteen declarations,
based on those of the Federal Council but thoroughly
rewriting them.*

We hold that our Church ought to declare:
1. For the acknowledgment of the obligations of wedlth. . ..

2. For the application of Christian principlesto the conduct
of industrial organizations, whether of capital or |abor.

3. For amore equitable distribution of wealth. . . .
4. For the abatement of poverty. . . .

5. For the abolition of child-labor — that is, the protection of
children from exploitation in industry and trade, and from
work that isdwarfing, degrading, or morally unwholesome.

6. For such regulation of the conditions of theindustrial oc-
cupation of women as shall safeguard the physical and moral
health of themsel ves, the community, and future generations.

7. For adequate protection of working people from danger-
ousmachinery and objectionable conditions of labor, and from
occupational disease.

8. For some provision by which the burden imposed by inju-
riesand deathsfrom industrial accidents shall not be permit-
ted to rest upon the injured person or hisfamily.
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9. For the release of every worker from work one day in
seven. . .

10. For such ordering of the hoursand requirements of 1abor
as to make them compatible with healthy physical, mental
and moral life.

11. For the employment of the methods of conciliation and
arbitrationinindustrial disputes.

12. For theremoval of unsanitary dwellingsand therelief or
prevention of congestion of population, so that there may be
the proper physical basisfor Christian family life.

13. For the application of Christian methods in the care of
dependent and incapable persons, by the adequate equip-
ment and humane and scientific administration of publicin-
stitutions concerned therewith.

14. For the development of a Christian spirit in the attitude
of society toward offenders against the law. . . .

These were followed by recommendations for church ac-
tion at every level.

The1914“ United Declaration” of the
Presbyterian Churches

A joint committee was appointed by the General Assem-
blies of the Presbyterian Church in the U.S,, the United
Presbyterian Church, the Presbyterian Church in the
U.SA., and the Associate Reformed Presbyterian Synod,
to give biblical and theologicl grounding to social con-
cerns. Its report was approved by all of the General As-
semblies in 1914.2

V. We believe that the socia conditions of our day re-
quire emphasis upon the divine message for the follow
ing reasons:

1. Thetremendous advance in our time of scientific discov-
ery and invention and of commercial, industrial and civic
enterprises by which men have been brought into closer re-
lations of reciprocal dependence and service towards one
another asindividuals and towards society as an organized

body.

2. The vast increase of wealth, its unequal and often unjust
distribution, and the consequent increase of the power of
the privileged few to exploit their fellow-men for private and
selfish ends.

3. The development of great business corporations which
discharge many of the functions once belonging to individu-
as, and as a result of this the weakening of the sense of
individual responsibility for social wrongs.

4. The fostering or protection of vice as an instrument to
private gain or to selfish ambition for place and power.

5. The submergence of large classes in ignorance and pov-
erty so that the difficulty of reaching them with the message
of Christ isgreatly increased.

Thesereasonsrequirethat the Church of Jesus Christ, which
takesits stand as Christ did against the sins of social injus-
ticeand tyranny, aswell asagainst other forms of sin, should
emphasize:

1. The duty of man towards his fellow-men as individuals
and toward society, with reference to the life that now isas
well asto the life which isto come.

2. The duty of men to put into practice the Christian prin-
ciples of love, justice and truth in all their social relations,
economic, industrial or political; asofficiasor citizensof the
state, as employers and employees, as capitalists and labor-
ers, as stockholders or officersin corporations, and in al
similar relationships.

3. The responsibility of men both for the manner in which
they acquire positions, possessionsand power intheir social
relations, and for the manner in which, as stewards of God,
they use these, lest, in the great day of judgment, they be
found unfaithful.

4. The responsibility of every individual not only for those
social wrongs to which he may be a contributing cause, but
for thosewhich, by hisprayersand efforts, he could assist in
abolishing.

5. Theduty of Christian citizensto observe those principles
of our religion which requirethat every man do hisfull share
of the world’s work; which oppose injustice and tyranny,
even when these are entrenched in the usages of our civili-
zation; which lead men to endeavor to maintain themselves
in aself-respecting, God-fearing way, this self-maintenance
being understood to include afair return for labor, sufficient
to support the man and his family, conditions of labor that
are safe and healthy, opportunity to provide against illness
and old age, and relief from labor on oneday in seven; which
lead to movementsto secure childhood against forced |abor
and woman against conditions degrading to womanhood.

-
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6. The duty of every man to accept Jesus Christ and obey
Histeachings asthe only curefor theinjustice, tyranny and
sinsnow looming so large upon theworld’s horizon.

The 1920 Satement of the General Assembly of
thePresbyterian ChurchintheU.SA.

The 1919 General Assembly had directed the Board of
Home Missions to make a report on “the church and
industry” ; this was submitted the next year and was ap-
proved by that year’s Assembly.® It reaffirmed the 1910
statement, which had already been reaffirmed in 1914,
prefixed a doctrinal declaration about the ground and
goal of social concern and the Christian approach to
social progress. Then, under the subtitle “ The Social
Creed,” the Assembly made additional statements on
subjects “ regarding which recent and contemporary
developments seem to require the Church to speak”:

We hold that our Church ought to declare:

1. For the Christian socia obligation resting upon every man,
for hisfamily, hiscommunity, hisnation and thewholeworld.

2. For the Christian abligation to use wealth and power as
trusts from God for fellowmen.

3. For the application of Christian principlesto the conduct
of industrial, agricultural and commercia organizationsand
relationships. Among these Christian principlesare:

(a) The sacredness of life and the supreme worth of per-
sonality, so that aman must always betreated asan end and
never as a means.

(b) The brotherhood of man, demanding for every worker a
democratic statusin industry, and mutual understanding, good
will, coOperation and acommon incentiveamong all engaged
init.

4. For the right and duty to work, since human society can-
not endure unless each of its members has the opportunity
and feels the obligation to serve the common good to the
extent of hisability.

5. For aworthy and just return to every man according to
his contribution to the common welfare, and for asocial or-
der inwhich no man shall liveonthefruits of another man's
|abor and no man shall be denied the fruits of hisown labor.
“Thelaborer isworthy of hishire.” Worthiness of returnfor

honest work is measured today first of all by the standard of
“aliving wage,” by which is meant a wage adequate to
maintain the worker and hisfamily in health and honor, and
to enable him to dispense with the subsidiary earnings of his
children up to the age of sixteen.

6. For the abatement of poverty, some of which is due to
vice, idleness or improvidence, but much alsoto low wages,
preventabl e disease, uncompensated accidents, insufficient
education and other conditions for which society is respon-
sible; and the Spirit of Christ requiresthat society shall make
provision for adequate education for all, for public health
and for the relief of those in want.

7. For the protection of children from exploitation inindus-
try, agriculture or trade and from work that is dwarfing, de-
grading or morally unwholesome.

8. For such regulation of the conditions of occupation of
women as shall secure an adequate living wage and at the
same time safeguard their physical and moral health and
that of the community and of future generations.

9. For the safeguarding of working people from harmful
conditions of labor, dangerous machinery and occupational
disease, and for the education of the workers in avoiding
hazardsin connection with their employment.

10. For the assumption by industry of the burdens entailed
by industrial accidents, disease and death, and for thetrain-
ing of injured workers for continued production and self-
support.

11. For therelease of every worker for rest oneday in seven,
which, wherever possible, should be the Lord’s Day.

12. For the ordering of the hours of labor to secure at once
sufficient production and sufficient leisure for the physical,
mental and moral well-being of the workers.

13. For the employment of the methods of investigation, con-
ference, conciliation and arbitration inindustrial disputes.

14. For theinviolability of agreements, bothin letter andin
spirit, since good faith isthe foundation of social and indus-
trial stability and progress.

15. For the right of wage-earners to organize and to deal,
through their chosen representatives, with the management
of the industries in which they work, because an adequate
representation of all parties (Labor, Capital, Management
and the Public) inindustry is needed for production and to
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secure attention for the human factorsinvolved.

These affirmations were followed by recommendations for
action by the General Assembly, ministers and congrega-
tions, and educational institutions. A climactic statement was
formulated thisway:

That the General Assembly urge Christians everywhere to
insist that labor isencumbent upon all; that idleness, whether
among the rich or poor, is sinful; that it is wrong to take
advantage of the necessities of the public, to adulterate goods
or to charge exorbitant prices for them; that such industries
as can only be carried on by methods which degrade human
beings ought not to be carried on at al; that if aninstitution
or an organizationis socially harmful no vested interest in it
isavalid pleafor its maintenance.

ThePresbyterian Confession of 1967

Thereconciliation of humanity through Jesus Christ makes
it plain that enslaving poverty in aworld of abundanceisan
intolerableviolation of God’'sgood creation. Because Jesus
identified himself with the needy and expl oited, the cause of
the world's poor is the cause of his disciples. The church
cannot condone poverty, whether it isthe product of unjust
social structures, exploitation of the defensel ess, lack of na-
tional resources, absence of technological understanding, or
rapid expansion of populations. The church callseach of us
to use our abilities, our possessions, and the fruits of tech-
nology as gifts entrusted to us by God for the maintenance
of God's family and the advancement of the common wel-
fare. It encouragesthose forcesin human society that raise
peopl€e’s hopes for better conditions and provide them with
opportunity for adecent living. A church that isindifferent
to poverty, or evadesresponsibility in economic affairs, oris
open to one socia class only, or expects gratitude for its
beneficence makes a mockery of reconciliation and offers
no acceptable worship to God.*

With an urgency born of . . . hope the church appliesitself
to present tasks and strives for a better world. It does not
identify limited progresswith thereign of God on earth, nor
doesit despair in the face of disappointment and defeat. In
steadfast hope the church looks beyond all partial achieve-
ment to the final triumph of God.®

1 Minutes of the General Assembly (1910), pp. 229-33.

2 Minutes of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church
inthe United Sates of America (1914), pp. 52-56; Minutes of the
General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the United States
(1914), pp. 161-64.

8 Minutes of the General Assembly of the P.C.U.SA. (1920), pp.
181-86.

4 Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.), Book of Confessions, 9.46 (11, A,
4,¢).
5 Book of Confessions, 9.55.

For further reading:

Prayers for the New Social Awakening, edited by
Christian losso and Elizabeth Hinson-Hasty
(Westminster-John Knox, $19.95).

Christianity and the Social Crisis in the 21st Cen-
tury: The Classic That Woke Up the Church, by
Walter Rauschenbusch, with current responses by
Phyllis Trible, Tony Campolo, Joan Chittister, Stanley
Hauerwas, Cornel West, JamesA. Forbes, Jr., and Jim
Wallis (HarperCollins, $27.95).

Toward an Evangelical Public Policy, edited by
Ronald J. Sider and Diane Knippers (Baker Books,
$24.99).

The Call to Conversion: Why Faith Is Always Per-
sonal but Never Private (HarperSanFrancisco,
$13.95).

Stereotyped reactions from the Presbyterian
right

Alan Wisdom of Presbyterian Action, a project of the con-
servative Institute on Religion and Democracy, hascriticized
the NCC Social Creed as*liberal,” “alaundry list of prima-
rily progressive causes’ (www.ird-renew.org, 12/4/2007).
A major criticism isthat most problems are solved by gov-
ernment action, while Wisdom seems to tilt toward priva-
tized approaches. Mention of “greed” arouses a defense of
the profit motive, which isdescribed as meeting customers
needs at the lowest cost. Tax reforms are put down as
“forced redistribution of wealth.” The “fair trade”
movement’s support for protection of local economies and
culturesismet with the brash and insensitive suggestion that
individuals might need to changetheir local economiesand
cultures, which totally ignores the question of who makes
those changes. While Wisdom acknowledges that this new
Social Creed, unlikethe oneahundred years ago, usestheo-
logical beliefsasitsframework, heimmediately faultsit for

-
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not going further into theol ogy, which, of course, was not the
task of abrief document like this.

James Berkley of the IRD morerecently criticized the prepa
ration of anew Social Creed for the 21st century under the
auspices of the PC(USA)’s Advisory Committee on Social
Witness Policy, mentioning once again thelink with the Na-
tional Council of Churches (www.theird.org/
NETCOMMUNITY, January 25, 2008). He says, “Liberal
or progressive Presbyterians will laud it; conservative or
evangelical Presbyterians will harbor some reservations
about the creed’ stheology and assumptions. There are defi-
nitely two sides to the matter.” He goes on to criticize the
spending of denominational money on production of “adlick,
half-hour video to sell the creed with affecting music, stir-
ring images, and carefully scripted patter from a progres-
sivetheologian.”

The Ingtitute on Religion and Democracy has the rather
narrow agenda of defending free enterprise economics and
an assertive foreign policy. While it often works together
with other conservative Presbyterian groups, its agendais
not of great importanceto most of the evangelical organiza-
tions.

Most recently, Bob Davis, editor of Presbyblog and acom-
missioner to the 2008 General Assembly, criticized the draft
Social Creed (presbyblog.com, April 17, 2008). He objected
to its being called a “ consensus statement,” which he read
assaying that it speaksfor him; hecallsit a“spiritual blank
check.” He raises the objection, heard at every Assembly,
that commissioners are overwhelmed by the amount of ma-
terial and will be unable to read it carefully. His own ap-
proachis (1) to vote No unlessthereis acompelling reason
to vote Yes and (2) to require a vote of the presbyteries on
all social policy statements.

Davis scoffs at the mention of a*“family-sustaining wage,”
and askswhether itismorethan alivingwage. Well, it'snot
anew idea. The1914 joint Presbyterian statement includes
“afair return for labor, sufficient to support theman and his
family,” and the 1920 statement calls for a “living wage,”
“adequate to sustain theworker and hisfamily in health and
honor.” Whoisout of touch with the Presbyterian heritage?

In recent years it has often been asserted (usually by
punditslooking for astory or ready to invent one) that
Republicans are religious and Demacrats are secular.
But it has never been true, as Presbyterians who know
their fellow Presbyterians can testify. And in recent
yearsthe phenomenal popularity of JimWallisand the
Sojourners Community has demonstrated to a broad
public that evangelicals are often social progressives.

A national survey of likely voters by the Barna Group
found that born-again voters, who make up about half
of the total number of votes cast, now lean toward the
Democratic Party (this was made public on February
4, 2008, and it was linked to by PresbyWeb, a conser-
vativeweb site). Out of the born-again adultslikely to
vote in November, 40% said they would choose the
Democratic candidate, and only 29% would choose
the Republican. The remaining 29% were not sure,
preferring to vote on the basis of the candidate, not
party affiliation.

Thosewho characterized themselves as*“ evangelical s’
were more conservative in their leanings. But even
out of thisgroup, “awhopping 40%" were undecided.
George Barna concluded that evangelicals are frus-
trated about the moral condition of the country and
uncomfortable with the way things are going in the
world.

In early May, a group of seventy evangelical leaders
issued the Evangelical Manifesto
(www.anevangelicalmanifesto.com), warning about
the dangers of engaging in partisan politics, and spe-
cifically urging evangelicals to broaden their agenda
beyond opposition to abortion and gay rights. There
has been atendency, they said, for evangelicalsto be-
come "the regime at prayer," with the result that they
become "useful idiots" in the strategy of political par-
ties.
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A Social Creed for the Twenty-First Century

e churches of the United States have a message of
hope for afearful time. Just as the churches

responded to the harshness of early twentieth century
industrializationwithaprophetic* Social Creed” in 1908,
so in our eraof globalization we offer avision of a society
that shares more and consumes less, seeks compassion
over suspicion and equality over domination, and finds
security in joined hands rather than massed arms. Inspired
by Isaiah’ s vision of a*“ peaceable kingdom,” we honor the
dignity of every person and theintrinsic value of every
creature, and pray and work for the day when none “labor
invain, or bear children for calamity” (Isa. 65:23). We do
so0 as disciples of the One who came “that [all] may have
life, and haveit abundantly” (John 10:10), and stand in
solidarity with Christiansand with all who strivefor justice
around the globe.

In faith, responding to our Cresator, we celebrate the full
humanity of each woman, man, and child, all created in the
divineimageasindividualsof infiniteworth, by working
for:

e Full civil, palitical, and economic rightsfor women and
men of all races.

e Aboalition of forced labor, human trafficking, and the
exploitation of children.

e Employmentforal, at afamily-sustainingliving wage,
with equal pay for comparable work.

* Therights of workersto organize, and to sharein
workplace decisionsand productivity growth.

e  Protection from dangerousworking conditions, with
time and benefitsto enablefull family life.

e A system of criminal rehabilitation, based on restor-
ative justice and an end to the death penalty.

In the love incarnate in Jesus, despite the world’ s suffer-
ings and evils, we honor the deep connections within our
human family and seek to awaken a new spirit of commu-
nity, by workingfor:

e Abatement of hunger and poverty, and enactment of
policiesbenefiting themost vulnerable.

e Highquality publiceducationfor all and universal,
affordable, and accessible healthcare.

* Aneffective program of social security during sick
ness, disability, and old age.

e Tax and budget policiesthat reduce disparities be-
tween rich and poor, strengthen democracy, and

provide greater opportunity for everyonewithin the
common good.

e Justimmigration policiesthat protect family unity,
safeguard workers' rights, require employer account
ability, andfoster international cooperation.

e Sustainable communitiesmarked by affordable
housing, accessto good jobs, and public safety.

e Public serviceasahigh vocation, with real limitson
the power of private interestsin politics.

In hope sustained by the Holy Spirit, we pledge to be
peacemakers in the world and stewards of God's good
creation, by workingfor:

e Adoption of simpler lifestylesfor those who have
enough; grace over greed in economic life.

e Accessfor al to clean air and water and healthy food,
through wise care of land and technology.

e Sustainable use of earth’ s resources, promoting
alternative energy sources and public transportation
with binding covenantsto reduce global warming and
protect populations most affected.

* Equitableglobal trade and aid that protectslocal
economies, cultures, andlivelihoods.

e Peacemaking through multilateral diplomacy rather
than unilateral force, the abolition of torture, and a
strengthening of the United Nations and the rule of
international law.

*  Nuclear disarmament and redirection of military
spending to more peaceful and productive uses.

e Cooperation and dialogue for peace and environmental
justiceamong theworld’ sreligions.

We—individual Christians and churches—commit our-
selves to a culture of peace and freedom that embraces
non-violence, nurtures character, treasures the environ-
ment, and buildscommunity, rooted in aspirituality of inner
growth with outward action. We make this commitment
together — as members of Christ’s body, led by the one
Spirit—trusting in the God who makes all things new.

The complete report to GA, including recom-
mendations and rationale, is online at http://www.pc-
biz.org/Explorer.aspx?m=ro&id=1629& promoid=27
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Overtures Dealing with Ordination of
Gay and Lesbian, Bisexual and
Transgender Persons

Gene TeSelle

The “ordination question” is an old one in the Presbyterian
Church, going back tothe 1970sand the* definitiveguidance”
issued by the 1978 General Assembly which cast doubt onthe
ordination of persons with same-sex orientation. Several
overtures coming to this GA
include language rescinding that
definitiveguidance.

Debate was intensified with the
adoption of G-6.0106b (“Amend-
ment B”) in 1996-97, with its
restrictive language. Severa
attempts have been madeto delete
or amend this article, losing
narrowly in the presbyteries.

As the church tried to deal with
serious differences, the 2001
General Assembly appointed the
Theological Task Force (TTF) on
the Peace, Unity, and Purity of the
Church (PUP), and its key
recommendations were adopted
by the 2006 General Assembly,
including a new Authoritative
Interpretation (Al) that affirmed
paragraph G-6.0108 inthe Form of
Government. This defends free-

Issues Analyst Gene TeSelle

Overtures related to G-6.0108 and the “PUP Al”

In the wake of the PJC decision making one sentencein G-
6.0106b an absol ute requirement for ordination, an overture
from the Presbytery of John Knox calls for a new Al
declaring that G-6.0108 applies equally to al ordination
standards. This overture has been advocated by Mark
Achtemeier, aconservativemember of the Theol ogical Task
Force. (Someangry conservatives, apparently viewing him
as a traitor, are calling this the “Achtemeier overture.”)
AdoptingthisAl iscertainly theleast that this Assembly can
do to get the church back on the course set by the 2006 Al.

Many presbyteries are bringing
overtures that reinforce the 2006
Al and, building ontheexperience
of sessions and presbyteries, seek
itsmoreeffectiveimplementation.
The overtures

(@) commend those presbyteries
and sessions that have incorpo-
rated theological reflection and
prayerful discernment into their
examination procedures;

(b) direct the Stated Clerk to
collect model s of such procedures
and make them available to the
whole church; and

(c) remind governing bodies to
take theological reflection and
discernment seriously as they
carry out their constitutional
responsibilities.

dom of conscience in al matters
that are not “essentials’ of faith, polity, or practice.

Tensions were increased earlier this year when the
Permanent Judicial Commission (PJC) of the General
Assembly ruled that one restrictive provision of G-6.0106b
(“fidelity and chastity,” not all the other practices that the
confessionscall sin) is, in effect, an“essential” that must be
upheld. Thiswent contrary totheletter and spirit of the 2006
Al.

Some of the overtures coming to this GA are responses to
these most recent devel opments, the 2006 Al and the recent
PJC decision. Othersdeal withlong-term questionsabout the
church’s attitude toward same-sex relationships and
specifically therestrictionsin G-6.0106b.

These overtures come from Scioto Valley, Cayuga-
Syracuse, Giddings-Lovejoy, Redwoods, Maumee Valley,
Middle Tennessee, Cascades, Western Reserve, Albany,
National Capital, and Heartland.

But not all presbyteries favor the 2006 Al. Their overtures
follow several different strategies:

(1) rescind the Al (South Louisiana, St. Andrew,
Sacramento, Huntingdon, and Central Washington);

(2) amend the Al with additional wording to make it more
restrictive (St. Andrew, Pittsburgh);
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(3) offer substitute wording that is more restrictive (St.
Andrew, Huntingdon, Pittsburgh);

(4) makeall the" shalls’ inthe Form of Government essential
for ordination (Cherokee, Los Ranchos, Charleston-
Atlantic).

Overtures related to G-6.0106b

A number of overturescall for an amendment to the Form of
Government, deleting G-6.0106b (“Amendment B") and
issuinganew Al. Thesecomefrom Hudson River, National
Capital, Baltimore, Albany, New Y ork City, Redwoods, and
Genesee Valley.

V arious peopl e have commented that thisapproach, whileit
would remove a paragraph that has caused much hurt and
divisoninthechurch,issimply negative, tryingtoremoveit
from the face of the earth.

They favor a“let’s make it better” approach, and there are
several overtures that offer wording to replace the unjust
and prejudicial languagein G-6.0106b. Nofewer thanthree
different choicesare being offered. Oneformulation comes
from Boston; another from Cincinnati and Santa Fe; athird
from New Hope.

From the conservative side, an overture from St. Andrew
would amend this paragraph with stricter wording. And a
proposed Al from Huntingdon would declareit an essential
of Reformed faith and polity.

Overtures dealing with marriage

The definition of marriagein the Directory for Worship has
led to several controversies in past Genera Assemblies.
Overtures proposing a broader definition of marriage as a
“covenant between two people” havebeen sent by Baltimore
and Hudson River.

Anoverturefrom New Brunswick and Denver would affirm
equal civil protections for same-sex couples and call for a
specia committeethat would study marriage laws and their
effects and examine the unique needs in pastoral care for
same-sex couples.

These overtures dealing with marriage have
perhapsgained urgency inthis Assembly, with
the recent decision by the GA’s Permanent
Judicial Commissioninthecaseof theRev. Janie
Spahr. Seethe article on pages 16-17.

Overtures dealing with the Book of Confessions

In the Heidelberg Catechism, the answer to Q. 87 includes
“homosexual perversion” asone of the marks of those who
cannot inherit the kingdom of God (C-4.087). People who
know the text of the catechism from other Reformed
churches, or havelooked up the original German, will know
that this language is not there. It was added in the 1960s,
when the entire Book of Confessions was adopted in order
to include more of the rich tradition of the Reformed
churches. Itswording, furthermore, seems to make sexual
orientation, not behavior alone, intoasin.

A number of overtures call for a more authentic wording,
with three different approaches.

Some ask, in a general way, that the trandation of the
Catechism be replaced with a more faithful one (Northern
Kansas, Pittsburgh, New Y ork City, Chicago).

Two (from Boston and Winnebago) would adopt the
tranglation now used by the Christian Reformed Church.
[Author’ snote: thistrand ation, whileaccurate, losesmuch of
thecolloquial forceof theoriginal German and thustakeson
amore dogmatic tone.]

One, from Newark, offers specific changes of wording not
only for this but for three other passagesin the Heidelberg
Catechism.

For more on the Heidelberg Catechism, see the article on
pages 14-16.

Where we stand:

TheWitherspoon Society has championed inclusive-
nessinthechurchfor thelast 35years. It opposed the
1978 definitive guidance and the 1996 “ Amendment
B.” It hassought removal or alteration of G-6.0106b.
It favored the adoption of the2006 Al, whileregarding
it as only a partial measure, and it deplores the PJC
decision that goes against the letter and the spirit of
that Al. We urge the Assembly to adopt another Al
that reaffirms the 2006 Al, and to send to the
presbyteries an amendment that removes the
prejudicia language of G-6.0106b. Wea socommend
the overtures regarding marriage and the Heidelberg
Catechism.
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Overtures Seek Authentic, Reliable and
Faithful Heidelberg Catechism

By John E. Harris

Among the overtures Commissioners
to the 218" General Assembly will
consider, two request a more
historically faithful, honest, and accu-
rate translation of the Heidelberg
Catechism than the one currently in
the Book of Confessions.

At the center of the controversy are
guestions and answers 19, 33, 55, and
especially 87 (Book of Confessions
4.087), one of the few references to
“homosexua perversion” in the Book
of Confessions. Considering that the
Heidelberg Catechism was written in
German in 1563 and the word
“homosexual” isatermthat originated
late in the nineteenth century and did
not come into widespread use in
European languages until the twenti-
eth century, the trandation problems
are apparent. In fact, of all the many
Englishtranglationsof the Heidelberg
Catechism made since the sixteenth
century, all but one, the 1962 Miller-
Osterhaven translation contained in
the Book of Confessions, lack any
reference to homosexuality.

Concerns about the translation of the
Heidelberg Catechism in the Book of
Confessions were first raised after
JohannaW.H.van Wijk-Bos, (Profes-
sor of Old Testament, Louisville
Presbyterian Theological Seminary),
who had studied the original German
text of Heidelberg extensively as a
young woman in The Netherlands in
preparationfor her confirmationinthe
Reformed Church there. She
discovered theerror through aperusal
of an article in Monday Morning of
April 22,1996. That articlequotedthe
Heidelberg in a way that to her eyes

was totally unfamiliar. After she
mentioned the matter to her then still-
to-be colleague Christopher Elwood
(Assistant Professor of Historical
Theology, Louisville Presbyterian
Theological Seminary), the two of
them put their mindstogether to rebut
the articlein Monday Morning and to
provide rationales for the overtures
that went to the 1997 and 1998
Assemblies(their original article, The
Heidelberg Catechism and Homo-
sexuality, is available at
www.witherspoonsociety.org). While

the overtures brought to those two
assembliesfailed, morethantenyears
of reflection may provethat thispart of
the Book of Confessions is not only
inaccurate but contains a distortion
that needs to be corrected.

The 1962 Miller-Osterhaven tranda-
tion became part of our Book of
Confessions because the Specia
Committee on a Brief Contemporary
Statement of Faith presented a report
to the 1965 General Assembly of the
UPCUSA to include it in a Book of
Confessions. Presumably the com-
mitteechosethistransl ation becauseit
was the most recent at that time.
Princeton Seminary Professor Emeri-
tus Ed Dowey, chair of the Specia
Committee, later acknowledged that

Osterhaven version.”

Here are the two German versions, one in old German (1563) and one
in easier to read spelling (from the German Reformed Church in the
U.S. 1860), from The Heidelberg Catechism in German, Latin and En-
glish: with an Historical Introduction / Prepared and published by the
direction of the German Reformed Church in the United States of
America. Tercentenary Edition New York: Charles Scribner, 1863.

Frag 87: Konnen denn die nicht selig werden, die sich von irem
undanckbaren unbussfertigen wandel zu Gott nicht bekehren?

Antwort: Keineswegs: denn, wie die Schrift saget: kein Unkeusscher,
Abgottlicher, Ehebrecher, Dieb, Geissiger, Trunkenpols, Lesterer,
Rauber und dergleichen, wird das reich Gottes erben.

1860 version: Kénnen denn die nicht selig werden, die sich von ihrem
undankbaren unbussfertigen Wandel zu Gott nicht bekehren?

Keineswegs: denn, wie die Schrift sagt, kein Unkeuscher, Abgéttlicher,
Ehebrecher, Dieb, Geiziger, Trunkenbold, Lasterer, Rauber und
dergleichen wird das Reich Gottes erben.

Johanna W.H.van Wijk-Bos (Professor of Old Testament, Louisville
Presbyterian Theological Seminary) notes that in a footnote the
original version refers then to 1 Cor.6; Eph.5 and 1 John 3. “You can tell
even without knowing German” she writes, “ that the two versions
only differ in spelling. The words “homosexual perversion” are
inserted between the adulterer and the thief in the Miller/
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both he and the committee asawhole
were “guilty of negligence,” and that
“there should have been thorough
editorial work on all the documents,”
but because of time pressures the
committee settled for some brief spot-
checking of the trandation. The
changeto question 87 wasnot spotted.
In Professors Dowey’ swords, he was
“dumbfounded that | and such careful
scholars as [Leonard J] Trinterud,
[George S] Hendry, [James D.]
Smart, et al, failed todiscover theillicit
change.” Without recognizingthat the
authors' words had been tampered
withandwithout reviewing adequately
the version of the document adopted,
thedenominationreceivedthetransla-
tion now presently in the Book of
Confessions.

Theproblemwiththewordsinthe’ 62
version of theanswer to Q87 isnot that
itisaflawedtrandation. Theproblem,
admitted by Osterhaven, is that they
intentionally ignored the words of the
original catechism and inserted,
instead, the New English Bible
trandlation of 1 Corinthians 6: 9-10
which was one of four Scriptura
referencesfootnoted by the writers of
the catechism. Furthermore, the New
English Bibletransl ation of those now
highly controversial verses was the
first time in an English trandation
(including King Jamesand the Revised
Standard Version) that the Greek
arsenokoitai and malakoi were
translated as “homosexua perver-
sion.” Itwasaneditorial decisionthat
violated the trust we place in
tranglators to adhere to the words of
the writers. This explains why other
tranglations, including the one on the
website of the conservative
Westminster Theological Seminary,
doesnot include“ homosexual perver-
sion,” asthose are actual transations
of theGermanand Latinin Q87, which
wasreally aharmony of thevice lists
that | eft out thosetwo words, included
only in| Corinthians 6:9-10, from the

four Scripture passages footnoted.

The more recent Christian Reformed
Church (CRC) trandation, prepared
for the CRC and adopted by the Synod
of 1975 with some editorial revisions
made and approved by the Synod of
1988 (See Ecumenical Creeds and
Reformed Confessions [Grand Rap-
ids:. CRC Publications, 1988]) is a
more accurate and better transglation
than the 1962 Miller-Osterhaven
tranglation because it is a livelier
translation with amore contemporary
feel. The liveliness comes, in part,
fromthefact that thisisatrand ation of
the German text rather than the Latin.
There are no substantive differences
in meaning, but the German gives an
opportunity for a bit more vita
rendering in contemporary English.
The CRC trandation is not a free
trandation. It stays close to the
meaning of the original. It does not
containthe outright errorsincludedin
the1962trandationat questions19, 33,
55, and 87, and avoidsthecarel essness
of renderingsthat creep into the 1962
tranglation at other places.

The CRC, considered by someamore
conservative denomination than the
PC(USA), is a Reformed body with
which we are in Full Communion.
Adopting atrandation of the Heidel-
berg Catechism that already enjoys
congtitutional status in a Reformed
denominationwithwhichweenjoy full
communion would not only beawise
decision affirming our ecumenical
agreements but save both time and
money needed for preparing a new
trandation.

Overture 36 (OVTO036), from the
Presbytery of Northern Kansas, seeks
appropriate steps to “restore The
Heidelberg Catechism to an authentic
and reliable English version of the
historic document by replacing the
1962 trandation, The Heidelberg
Catechism, 1563—- 1963. 400th

Anniversary Edition. [1962, United
Church Press], with a trandation that
more faithfully renders the original
text.” The presbyteries of Chicago,
New York City (of which | am a
member), and Pittsburgh have con-
curred with this overture.

OVTO036 actualy originated with
Pittsburgh Presbytery. Kent Winters-
Hazelton, the Pastor of the First
Presbyterian Church of Lawrence,
KS, gave acopy of Pittsburgh’s draft
toan Adult Ed classthat was studying
Jack Rogers' book. The classdecided
to bring the overture, as a concur-
rence, to Session. The session
approved it and sent it to Presbytery.
The Presbytery of Northern Kansas
then approved it before Pittsburgh
Presbytery, thus making Northern
Kansas the Presbytery of Record.

Overture 45 (OVTO045), from the
Presbytery of Boston, would direct the
Stated Clerk to request permission
from the Christian Reformed Church
in North America to print their 1988
trandlation of the Heidelberg Cat-
echism in The Book of Confessions
of the PC(USA), and if such
permission is granted, to use that text
as the official text of the Heidelberg
Catechism until such time as directed
otherwise by the General Assembly,
and if such permission isnot granted,
to make a recommendation to the
219th General Assembly (2010)
regarding the choice of an appropriate
trandlation of the Heidelberg Cat-
echism to be the official text in The
Book of Confessions.” The
Presbytery of Winnebago has con-
curred with this overture.

Whileboth overturesareworthy of full
consideration, Overture 36 is the
better of the two. The rationale of
Overture 36 mentions some of the
history and many of the textual
problems associated with the current
trandlation of the Heidelberg Cat-
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echism in the Book of Confessions,
history and problems which beg for
correction. It is also well footnoted.
Additionally, the overture recognizes
that replacing the current trandation,
even with an aready existing
tranglation, itistruly an“amendment”
to the Book of Confessions and not a
mere editorial change, a precedent
established when the Book of
Confessionswas amended in 1999 by
replacing the then current translation
of the Nicene Creed with a new
contemporary tranglation.

Overture 45, however, does bring to
lightinitsrational esectionapublished
assertion by Osterhaven that changes
inthetext of theanswer to Question 87
“had beenentirely intentional.” Italso
better establishes the ecumenical
consensus for the more accurate and
preferable CRC trandation. Thus
OV TO036, while perhaps not as strong
as OVT045, bolsters the need for
action.

Once aware of this history, a
Presbyterian may wonder how com-
missioners to the General Assembly
cannot choose [ could ever choosenot]
to be guided by the most authentic,
reliable, faithful and accurate transla-
tion possible. Given our tradition of
respecting scholarship, it seems
inconceivable that one of these two
overtures, perhaps in an amended
form, cannot pass both the committee
and the General Assembly and be sent
to the presbyteries for their approval.

For a fuller discussion of the above
issues, Commissioners and other
readersare encouraged to look at Jack
Rogers recent book, Jesus, the
Bible, and Homosexuality: Explode
the Myths, Heal the Church
(Louisville, Ky.: Westminster John
Knox Press, 2006, pp. 115-199), which
hasbeen sent to all commissionersand
advisory delegates.

The author

The Rev. John E. Harrisis serving as
Designated Pastor of North Presbyte-
rian of Flushing, NY . Heisalsothe
Membership Co-ordinator of the
Witherspoon Society.

Kent Winters-Hazelton, JohannaW.H.
van Wijk-Bos, and Janet Edwards
provided assistance with this article.

For further discussion of the Heidel-
berg Catechism, please go to
www.witherspoonsociety.org,
where you will find an essay by
Professors Johanna Bos and Christo-
pher Elwood of Louisville Presbyteri-
an Theological Seminary, who have
studied in depth the use (or misuse) of
the term “homosexudity” in the
trangdlation of the Catechism whichis
currently included in the PC(USA)
Book of Confessions.
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The PJC Decision on
Same-Gender Unions

by Gene TeSelle

A “late-breaking issue’ that will
doubtless create much heat and
hopefully abit of light isthedecisionin
late April by the GA’s Permanent
Judicial Commission (PJC for short) in
a case involving the Rev. Janie Spahr,
Presbyterian minister who servesin the
GLBT community. She had conducted
two same-gender services in 2004 and
2005. In response to a complaint, the
PJC of the Synod of the Pacific directed
Redwoods Presbytery to issue arebuke
to her.

The Decision

The GA’s PJC looked at the Directory
for Worship (W-4.9001), which
defines marriage as between aman and
awoman. [n addition, the 1991 GA had
issued an Authoritative Interpretation
(Al for short) that did not prohibit the
blessing of same-sex unions, but
declared that they should not be called
weddingsand should not evenlook like
them (thisisadifficult call to make, of
course).

In view of these authoritative state-
ments, saysthe PJC, Spahr could not be
held guilty “of doing that which, by
definition, cannot be done.”

It went on, “One cannot characterize
same-sex ceremonies as marriages for
the purpose of disciplining a minister
and at the same time declare that such
ceremonies are not marriages for lega
or ecclesiastical purposes.”

The PJC acknowledged Spahr’s caring
and compassionate ministry, in ways
that are authorized by a number of
statements in the Book of Order, to
persons who have been marginalized,
and that her work has been character-
ized by some in the church as
“prophetic.”
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The PJC was following church law,
which is what lawyers and courts are
supposed to do. But legal reasoning can
look narrow and nitpicking to non-
speciadists, and that’ show many people
reacted tothedecision. That impression
was intensified when they read the
decision to the end. They found that the
majority’ sruling isfollowed by severa
concurring opinions that put different
“spins’ on the matter.

The Concurrences

e One concurrence adds that while
Spahr could not be disciplined for
something that happened earlier, the
PJC has now ruled and she is on notice
that any further actions would be
subject to disciplinary action.

e Another aludes to an unspecified
conflict of interest at some stage of the
appeal process.

e A third said that Spahr's
compassion and advocacy, even
though in tension with the rules of the
church, could well be compatible with
her faithfulness to her calling.

e And a fourth warns that the
majority has engaged in legidation
rather than interpretation, suggesting
that several issues (which it doesn’t
specify) should have been left to the
General Assembly.

Reactions

In the daysfollowing the decision there
were many reactions on web sites and
blogs. Perhaps the most interesting was
on Presbyblog.com, edited by Bob
Davis, who will be a commissioner at
the 2008 GA. He emphasized the
puzzling number of concurring decisions
and suggested that the decision is self-
contradictory, maybe doubly so.

What Will Happen at General
Assembly?

Many conservatives have reacted to the
PJC decision with alarm, and their first

thought may have been to counteract it
at the upcoming GA. But the decision
comes too late for overtures to be sent
from the presbyteries. The only way
new business can be introduced is
through Commissioners Resolutions,
and the rules will not allow CRs to be
introduced concerning constitutional
issues, nor on business aready before
the GA.

Therearetwo itemsof businessthat are
related andwill bebeforethe Assembly.
Ironically both of them are designed to
broaden our definition of marriage, not
narrow it.

» Baltimore and Hudson River have
sent overtures proposing a broader
definition of marriage as a “covenant
between two people.” For some reason
the Genera Assembly Council has
already taken a position against this
overture, perhaps to placate
conservatives.

*  Anoverture from New Brunswick
and Denver would affirm equal civil
protections for same-sex couples and
calls for a special committee to study
marriage laws and their effects and
examine the unique needs of pastora
care for same-sex couples.

Since these overtures put the issue of
marriage on the GA’s agenda, it is
possible that conservative groups will
try to freeload on them, attaching
amendments or offering substitute
language that would be even more
restrictive. That is quite possible under
parliamentary procedure, and
commissioners should be on the
lookout for it.

Can We Live With Pluralism?

Thisdecision by the PJC doesnot really
change anything in church law. It
simply confirms what W-4.9001 tells
usabout marriageand what the 1991 Al
tells us about blessings of same-gender
unions. All that isnew isitsdeclaration
that Janie Spahr cannot be found to be
inviolation.

Itisquite unlike the other PJC decision,
which has tried to reverse the 2006
GA’sAuthoritative Interpretation of G-
6.0108. The Al had expressly permitted
divergence from provisions of the
church’s constitution if they do not
affect “essentials” of Reformed faith,
practice, or polity. Then the PJC
decreed that one sentence in the Form
of Government (G-6.0106b) is an
“essential.”

In this matter of blessing same-gender
unions, we remain in the same situation
asbefore, allowing adiversity of actions
onthe principlethat GLBT people, too,
ought to be able to expect the
ministrations of the church, especially
during life’s important transitions (W-
6.3010). A situation of pluralism seems
to frustrate many people if they have
clear convictions and are convinced
that they are right. A moment like this
may becallingustolearntolivewithour
diversity and develop policies that
respect all our members.

The Advisory Committee on the
Constitution has made a more nuanced
analysis of the issues. Among other
things, it asks whether the church
should be limited by civil definitions of
marriage, which of coursevary. If not,
there could be a place for “acts of
prophetic and compassionate witness
against civil definitions it deemed too
narrow.”

The ACC’'s comment that civil
definitionsof marriagearevaried
turnsout to beespecially relevant
after the May 15 decision of the
CdliforniaSupreme Court, over-
turning the state’ s ban on same-
gender marriage. Lawsdo vary,
even in the U.S., and certainly
when we look at Canada and
many of the European countries.
Since the Protestant tradition
views marriage as a civil
relationship, careful consider-
ation of the variety of civil
definitions of marriage is cer-
tainly needed.
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Reports Concerning Social Witness
Policy

by Gene TeSelle

ACSWP (the Advisory Committeeon Social WitnessPalicy)
isbringing anumber of reportstothe Assembly. Thesehave
been calledfor by previous Assemblies; they arein continuity
with a long history of Presbyterian statements on social
issues; and they have gone through a detailed study and
consultation process that is outlined toward the end of the
Manual of the General Assembly, under the title “Forming
Social Policy.”

To find the social witness statements made by past
General Assemblies on the entire range of issues,
onlineinthe Presbyterian Social Witness Palicy
Compilation searchable database, just goto http:/
index.pcusa.org/NXT/gateway.dll/socialpolicy/
chapter00000.htm?fn=default.ntm$f=templates$3.0

Isthat address a bit long to retype? Y ou can just
go to http://www.justpresbys.org/business.htm .
Scroll alittle more than half-way down the page.
Find an inset box just above the headline “ Four
candidates seek election as GA Moderator.”
Where it says “Just click here,” do it —and that
should get you to the Compilation.

Thereyou'll find linksto acompilation (arranged by
general topics) from Assembliesfrom 1946 through
2003 (with the more recent Assemblies to be
added.)

“Comfort My People: A Policy Statement on Serious
Mental IlIness’ offers definitions, identifies professional
bodies concerned with thisissue, and urges Presbyterians at
al levels to be informed and to encourage training and
service.

“Social Creed for the Twenty-First Century” is dealt
with in another article. [See pages6 - 11.]

“Costly Lessons of the lraqg War” is accompanied by a
study paper, with four foci: “Repent” [of an unnecessary
war], “Restore” [Iragi sovereignty and security], “ Rebuild”
[coordinated foreign aid, healthcare for the wounded and
maimed], “Reconcile” [the many political, ethnic, and

religious groups, with resettlement of refugees and the
internally displaced].

“From Homelessness to Hope® cals for “communities
of hospitality,” starting with shelters and moving to
transitional housing and permanent affordable housing.
There are recommendations for federal, state, and local
housing policies and use of funds. The topic has fresh
relevance with the wave of foreclosures, and the paper
reminds us that the 2006 GA adopted a position paper on
lendingand usury.

“God’'sWork in Women’s Hands: Pay Equity and Just
Compensation” calls on Presbyterians to look at the
church’ sown employment and compensation practices, and
supportslegisation to promote pay equity.

“Lift Every Voice. Demaocracy, Voting Rights, and
Electoral Reform” explores many issues — the right to
vote, registration procedures, accessibility, prohibition of
deceptivepracticesand voter intimidation, and verifiablevote
counting. It also suggestsshortening the primary season and
refers to various proposals for a nationwide primary
schedule.

“Election Logistics 101" is an appendix that looks
specifically at issues around registration, ballot format, and
verifiablevote counting.

“Struck Down, But Not Destroyed: From Hurricane
KatrinatoaMoreEquitable Future’ praisesthework of
Presbyterian Disaster Assistance and countless volunteers,
but notes many problems: “triage, planned and unplanned,”
moldy homes and hazardous trailers, and issues of
resettiement and the continuing vulnerability of coastal
communities.

“The Power to Change: U.S. Energy Policy and Global
Warming” deals with issues of energy efficiency,
sustainabl e production, and stewardship, in both the church
and publicpolicy.

“Report on Human Rights in Colombia” urges a
reorientation of U.S. policy, attending moreto civil rightsand
dealing with the drug problem in other ways than massive
fumigationand military intervention.

For alonger description of these reports, please go to
http://lwww.justpresbys.org/
business.htm#ACSWP%20i0sso
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National Capital Presbytery
calls church to repent of
our silenceon gun violence

by Jim Atwood

Just recently we learned of another
milestone in the War in Irag. No one
knows how many Iragis have been
killedinthat conflict, but we do know
that 4,000 American service men and
womenlosttheir livesinthefiveyears
that thiswar hasbeen waged. Each of
their deaths is a tragedy.

But to put those tragic deaths in
perspective, we lose 4,000 persons to
gunviolenceintheUnited Statesevery
fifty days, and it continues over and
over and over again. Eighty people
every day are killed; nine of them are
children or youth. These deaths are
homicides, suicides and accidentd
shootings. That's where we are
domestically.

Recently the US supplanted France
and Russia as the leading exporter of
small armsto the devel oping nationsof
the world. One thousand persons die
every day with these weapons which
are sold to any nation that would side
withusinour War on Terror, inspiteof
State Department warningsthat many
of these countries have abominable
recordsonhumanrights. That, inshort,
iswhere we areinternationally.

This reality, especialy the domestic
carnageisnot something other nations
face. They, in fact, are baffled as to
why we permitit, especially when the
vast majority of Americans support
strict gun control measures. Gun
violenceisaunique national problem
that needs to be addressed by
Christians whom Jesus called peace-
makers. It is impossible for me to
believe that Almighty God wills the
deaths of 30,000 people every year
through gun violence in our country.

God is concerned that America has
lost more peopleto gunviolencesince
1963 than have been killed in all the
wars of the 20th century.

Theresolutionon gunviolencesent by
National Capital Presbytery to the
Genera Assembly callsontheChurch
of Jesus Christ to repent of the fact
that weareasquiet about gunviolence
as the proverbial church mouse. But
repentance in New Testament terms
never means hanging our heads in
despair but lifting up our headsinfaith
and trust in God and breaking our
silence as we begin to talk about the
problem; to talk with one another, to
discuss, to argue, to dialogue, to come
to some measure of discernment asto
what God would have us do in this
world so that God's reign on earth
would beasvisibleasGod's reignin
heaven.

A faithful Church needsto hear about
gunviolencefromthe pulpit, fromthe
Sunday School Class, from women’'s
circlesand men’ s groups. We need to
talk about the problem. Some people,
particularly those who believe that
guns saveliveswill be angry that the
discussionistakingplaceat al andwill
say thisisnot an appropriate subject to
discussin church. They will want the
preacher to pray about it, because
that's what the church does, right?
WEell, partly. But prayer isnot enough;
wemust talk and we must act, but first
we must actualy talk about it.
Certainly the numerous Presbyterians
who hold advanced degrees, can
developwaystohaveresponsiblecivil
discussionswithinour churchfamilies
onthisissue.

Then again, this resolution
encourages the church to take some
concrete action. One measure to
renounce the violence that is taking
over our citiesand townsisfor Pastors
and Sessions to organize a group of
members and or friends and go to

places in your neighborhood where
there have been shootings or killings
and have a brief time of worship. In
thosefew momentsthechurch cantell
theworldthat wedeploregunviolence
andthereisabetter way to solveanger
andinjusticethankilling our neighbors
who are also God' s children.

| trust that youwill seethemerit of this
resolution and will encourage your
presbytery’s commissioners to vote
for it at GA.

The author:

Jm Atwood is a retired Presbyterian
Minister who has served churchesin
North Carolina, and Virginiaand asa
missionary in Japan where he wasthe
Co- Director of the Student Christian
Fellowship in Tokyo. He has been
fightinggunviolencesince1975when
oneof hismembersat Grace Church
in Springfield, Virginia, was brutally
killed by a teenager who was out of
money and picked up a gun from a
buddy at the local bowling alley. He
has represented the PCUSA on the
Board of the Coalition to Stop Gun
Violence and served two terms as its
Chair. He was aso The Interfaith
Chair of the Million Mom March.
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Surprise, Surprise

On interfaith relations

by the Rev. Mitchell Trigger,
Witherspoon Secretary and co-pastor
of First Presbyterian Church,
Rockaway, NJ

“I believeinthe Virgin birth and the
miracul ous works of Jesus.”

“| believe that Jesus will return as a
sign of the Last Hour.”

“I'amaMusim.”

Most of us who profess to be
Christianswould besurprisedtolearn
that all of these statementscomefrom
asingleperson—infact, they comenot
just from one Muslim, but from a
majority of Muslims. | know | was
surprised to hear these things and to
read many more excerpts from the
Qur’'an that spoke positively about
both Christians and Jews and our
shared ancestry. In a world where
religious extremists want to pit our
peoples against each other, it's time
for all peopleof faithto understand not
only our own faith, but the faith of
others.

Many people have arrived at this
conclusion. In October 2007, alarge
number of Muslim clerics, theologians
and academicssent anopen | etter toall
Chrigtian leaders, saying the two
religions need to work more closely
together, especially sincewesharethe
basic principles of worshipping one
God and loving our neighbors. These
Muslim leaders recognize that 55
percent of the world’'s population is
either Christian or Muslim, “making
the relationship between these two
religiouscommunitiesthemast impor-
tant factor in contributing to meaning-
ful peacearoundtheworld.” InMarch
of this year, King Abdullah of Saudi
Arabia, home of Islam’s holiest

shrines and the hardline Wahabi sect
of Islam, announced plansto pursue a
dialogue between Islam, Christianity
and Judaism. In watching world
events, theking noted “ Thereisalack
of ethics, loyalty and sincerity for our
religions and humanity.” The king
added, “” If God willsit, wewill then
meet with our brothers from other
religions, including thoseof the Torah
and the Gospel to come up with ways
to safeguard humanity.”

So how do we do come to understand
more about each other’s religion?
There are hundreds of books offering
insight into Islam, Judaism and
Christianity —whichistheright one? |
can't say I've ever found a book that
perfectly described my personal faith
in God through Jesus Christ —how can
| expect abook to dothat foraMuslim
or aJew? Theonly reliableway I've
found to understand another person’s
faithisthroughdialogue.

Afterlivingin many partsof theUnited
States, my wife and | came to be co-
pastorsof acongregationin Rockaway,
New Jersey. | soon realized that we
had moved into the most diverse state
in our nation. Our congregation was
involvedininterfaithdia ogueand | had
my first intentional dialogue with
Muslims. That continued dialoguehas
helped me appreciate the beliefs we
share and the beliefs in which we
differ, and yes, it's even helped this
pastor understand his own faith a bit
better.

| dsorealizedthat | never would have
had this opportunity nor taken the
initiative for thiskind of dialogue if |
had not moved into this diverse
community. For many of my fellow
Presbyterians, the need for this
dialogue may not be so apparent. |I've
lived in lowa, Minnesota, Arkansas,
Kentucky, and Indiana, and never had
the chanceto meet, let alonetalk with,
a Musim. But we live in a much
greater community today than our

immediate home towns. The world
has truly become a smaller place as
communications, television, the
Internet, all bringtheworldcloser. It's
important for Christiansto understand
the faith of Islam so that we can al
work together tolessenthetensionsin
the world and to combat those who
want Christians and Muslims (and
Jews) to spend their time trying to
destroy each other, rather than
building apeaceful world.

One of the building blocks for any
mutual dialogueisrespect. Whilewe
do have many concrete differences
between our two faiths, both Muslims
and Christians believe in one God.
Y es, we understand God through the
Trinity, butitisstill ONE God. When
we recognize that we each believe,
worship and pray to the one God
(“Allah,” asboth Muslimsand Arabic
Christianscall God), then we are able
to begindialoguewithout demonizing
one another. This respect is the
pathway to understanding.

From our churchto our presbytery and
now to the General Assembly, we
have brought an overture (07-01:
“On Calling for Tolerance and
Peaceful Relations between the
Christian and Muslim Communi-
ties’) that we believe is a good first
step for our denomination, as leaders
among Chrigtiansinvolvedininterfaith
relations. We hope that all of us will
find ways to study our faiths (with
guidance and materials from our
denomination), that more of our
congregations will invite Interfaith
Listening teams to come and speak
with them, and that we will all be
intentional at reaching out to and
looking for the peopleof other faithsin
our communities, tobeginthedial ogue
that is needed for the future of our
world. Wemay findthat God' scall to
work for peace, justice and healing is
being heard by others. And we may
then hear God’ suniquecall to useven
clearer.

Spring 2008



Network News 21

WHAT’S OUR RESPONSIBILITY TO FUTURE
GENERATIONS?

by Gene TeSelle

On August 25, 2007, the Presbytery of New Covenant
(southeastern Texas, centered on Houston) approved anoverture
that had been brought by the session of the First Presbyterian
Church of Pearland, TX, whose pastor isthe Rev. Casey Jones,
afrequent criticof Stated Clerk CliftonKirkpatrick and acandidate
for hisofficein 2000.

Raising the theme of “intergenerational injustice,” it urgesthe
218th Genera Assembly to declare the federal government’s
unfunded or underfunded mandates — specifically Socia
Security and Medicare—“agravemora concern” aswell as“a
clear danger to therepublic.” In strong languageit calson the
churchandthenationto* repent of thesinsof greedand of stealing
from future generationswho cannot defend themselves.”

Thisoverturecould hel pstart aPresbyterian dial ogueontheoften-
mentioned issue of justice toward future generations — and
specifically thefederal budget. First let’slook at the problem.

Thecurrent situation

Therehasbeen much discussion in recent yearsabout thefuture
obligations of Social Security and Medicare, especially when
steadily enlarging“ agecohorts’ of Baby Boomershegin collecting
benefits. (They’ renow starting to reach theage of 62, whenthey
can opt to receive Socia Security payments.)

Many conservativespredict amajor fiscal crisis. Other analysts
point out that the squeezeisbuildingupdowly, andthat it canbe
avoided by usingavariety of measures, suchasmakingrelatively
small adjustmentsin retirement age, or removing the “cap” on
Socia Security taxes (currently $90,000) so that corporate
executives will pay their full share in this insurance plan, or
restructuring government’ srelation to health care, not only for
seniorsbut for al.

Social Security and Medicarearenot theonly areaof thefederal
budget identified as imposing a burden on future generations.
Another isthelragWar, whosecostscurrently total around $500
billion, spentwithout any correspondingincreaseintax revenues.
Economists Joseph Stiglitz and Linda Bilmes have done some
detalledandysisinTheThreeTrillionDallar War: The TrueCosts
of thelraqg Conflict (Norton, 192 pages, $22.95 paperback). For
one sixth of the cost of the war, they say, we could have fixed
Social Security for thenext 50to 75 years. Andthey direct their
attention to the generally ignored issue of sick veterans. The
governmentispayingmorethan$4.3billioneachyear toveterans

of theFirst Gulf War; physica and emotiona costsof thisonewill
total at least $700hillion.

And since 2001 there have al so been warnings about the steady
increaseinthenationa debt, whichwashalted duringtheClinton
administration because of the furor raised by the Concord
Coadlitionand other “ deficit hawks,” but beganrisingagainwith
Bush-eracutsinincomeandinheritancetaxes. Currently thedebt
isover $9trillion.

Concernsareal so raised about who owns Treasury bonds. They
are held not only by private individuals and large banks and
investment funds but by other governments or their “central
banks,” since there is a worldwide money market in which
currenciesaretraded. Japan holdsthemost, followed by China,
theUnited Kingdom, andthe OPEC countries. Over $5trillionof
thedebtisheld by theseprivateand governmental investors. The
rest, nearly $4 trillion, is held by U.S. government entities,
especialy the Social Security and Medicare trust funds. (See
www.treasurydirect.gov/NP/BPDL ogin?application=np) Crit-
icssay that thishidesnearly half of thedebtin“soft” obligations
of thefederal government.

Discussion of these obligations cannot help being saturated in
politics. ThefiguresquotedintheNew Covenant overturecome
fromDavidM. Walker, Comptroller of theUnited States, and they
conclude with an exhortation to rethink, and doubtless reduce,
government programs(seewww.gao.gov/cghome). Democrats
like Congressman Jm Cooper (TN-5) accuse the President of
paintingtoorosy apicturewhen hetalksabout national debt, and
they emphasizethat thegrowthin debt and obligationsoccurred
during hiswatch (www.cooper.house.gov).

Much of the increase in future obligations is the result of the
prescription drug benefitsvoted by Congressat theinstigation of
Senator Bill Frist. Theplaniswidely criticized asagiveaway to
thepharmaceutical companies, becauseit acceptstheir pricesand
prohibitsany negotiation over prices, eventhoughtheVeterans
Administration hasbargained thisway for years.

Atthesametimetherehasbeen decreasing growthingovernment
revenues because of the massive cuts in both income and
inheritancetaxesduring theBushadministration. Theargument
has been that these would free more money for private
investment. And that has certainly happened. Theresultisa
dramatic upward redistribution of incomeand wed thintheU.S,,
givingrisetoinequalitiesthat havenot been seensincethe Gilded
Ageof thelate nineteenth century.

What areweto do?

The New Covenant overture quotes several passages from the
Bible “ Thegoodleaveaninheritancetotheir children’ schildren”
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(Prov. 13:22). “Butif any providenot for hisown, and specialy
for those of hisown house, he hath denied thefaith andisworse
thananinfidel” (1 Tim.5:8KJV). Special emphasisisplacedon
the Jubilee Y ear, which “wasinstituted so that even aprofligate
and irresponsible generation in the life of a family could not
permanently endanger theinheritanceof itsheirsby sdling off the
family wealthforever.”

Whilethe purpose of the Jubilee Y ear wasto restorethefamily
heritage, theemphasi sof theNew Covenant overtureisuponthe
irresponsibility of gettinginto debtinthefirst place. Theoverture
doesnot ask how onegot into debt. Andit doesnot say how the
currentinequalitiesaretoberelieved over thenext fifty years. It
looksasthough the Jubileeideaissimply repealed.

Inthe light of passages like these, what are we to do about our
intergenerationd respongbilities?

One approach (and this seems to be implied by the overture)
would be to revise downward the financial commitments that
have been made.

The other is to stand by the commitment and begin making
financial provisionsadequateto those needs.

We usualy urge people to keep their promises and fulfill their
commitments. To makeapromisewithout theintentionto keep
itisregarded asasignof carelessnessat best, andcynicismor plain
dishonesty at worst. Jesus' parablesnotethat someonebuilding
atower will first count the cost to seewhether the project canbe
completed (Lk. 14:28-30), and that aking beforegoingtowar will
ask whether his forces are strong enough (Lk. 14:31-33).
Discipleship, hegoeson, involvesasimilar counting of thecost.
The opening of the passage indicates what can be involved:
dienationfromfamily members, evenlossof life(Lk. 14:26-27).

The Bible does not represent al promises asworthy; Jephtha' s
vow (Jud. 11:29-40) was especially unreflective, made without
considering the consequences. The current Irag war is often
considered to be acommitment of thissort. At the sametime,
many of thosewho now call it amistakefeel that we must work
through the problemsthat it has created.

Whileweusually praiseforesight and promise-keeping, thereare
many whofed that thecommitmentsmadeinfederal legidation
tofuturegenerationsarenot their commitments; indeed, they may
be opposed to those commitmentsfor avariety of ideological or
pragmatic reasons. Thesame peoplewho call for acancellation
of Socia Security and Medicare commitments insist that to
withdraw our armed forces from Iraq would violate solemn
obligations; they argue that the sanctity of contracts prohibits
legidation that would alow bankruptcy judges to reduce
mortgage responsi bilitieswhen homesareforecl osed.

Whilewemay debatethemeritsof any policy decision, thereisan
issueof civicresponsibility. Itisoften said that society at large
and publiclifeinparticular depend upontrust andtrustworthiness.
Thisisaresponsibility borneby al of usbut especialy by al those
who, having sought public office, wereel ectedtoit and sworeto
administer thelawsfaithfully.

Do we have the resour ces?

Itisnot that our society islackingintheresourcesneededto carry
out these commitments. The economy wasdoing well until the
mortgage crisishit, and there are some peoplewho havealot of
available money, as manifested in ways ranging from the
escalating sizeand luxury of first, second, or third homesto the
growth of private investment funds with billions of dollars,
enabling them to purchase huge corporations, restructure them,
and put them back on the market with new stock offerings.

Thisbringsusback to thethemewith whichwebegan— Socid
Security and Medicare, andretirement moregenerdly, foritisnot
only these government programs that are in trouble.
Corporations, too, arecomplaining about therising costsof their
commitmentstoretiredemployees. Retireesarelivinglonger than
expected becauseof improved hedth careintheU.S. Atthesame
timethecostsof that hedlth careareincreasing, now approaching
15 percent of the gross national product.

The rising cost of hedlth insurance for these retirees makes it
difficult for U.S. corporations to compete with corporationsin
other countries where hedth care costs are covered by
governments. Thisisoneof thestrongest arguments, of course,
for anationa hedlth careplanthat coversall persons. Itwouldbe
most efficientif itwerea“ single-payer” planadministered by the
Socia Security Administration. At a minimum, tax revenues
would make up for the gapsin socia insurance or in privately
purchased coverage.

Do-1t-Yoursdf: IsIt an Adequate M odel ?

During September of 2007 the United Auto Workers struck
Genera Motors, concerned about pensions, medical expenses,
andjob security. Thedebate gavethe public an education about
atleast oneway of deaingwithretirement obligations: theVEBA,
or Voluntary Employees Beneficiary Association Plan, and
General Motors agreed to put about $35 hillion in cash and
securitiesintoaV EBA managed by theUAW, inreturnforwhich
it would be freed of any other obligations to current or retired
workers. This becamethe mode for similar agreements made
with Chryder and Ford in coming weeks.

TheUAW will now havetheresponsibility of investingthefunds
and gettingtheincomeneededtofulfill theobligations. But at least
we are getting serious public discussion of theissues.
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In one sensethismoveisan advance, sinceit givesunionsmore
of avoiceininvestments. It putstheminthesameleagueasthe
pensionfundsfor stateemployees, especially thoseof Cdifornia
(CAPERS) and New Y ork, which not only havemany dollarsto
invest but are paying increased attention to where they are
invested. They consider labor and environmental standards, for
example, andthesocia consequencesof investments; they prefer
toinvest, therefore, in constructive projectslikehousing andjob
crestion.

But thisapproach a so bringsto light new problems. Thosewho
benefit from retirement plans do not have al the investment
expertise that is needed; even expert investors hire other
investment managersbecausethey havespeciaized knowledgeor
an independent perspective. But whose benefit are they redly

INn2006the AFL-CIO published astudy of what theseinvestment
managersactualy do. They discovered that many of themmake
political contributionsto organi zationsseeking to privatize Social
Security and promoteindividual retirement accounts(IRAS) that
will give higher commissions to the managers. Retirement
savings, they argue, should not be used to underminethefuture
security of workingand professiona peoplefor thebenefit of the
financid industry.

Whatever the future holds by way of a mixture of private
retirement funds and Social Security, these are important
considerations for anyone who regards foresight asavirtue —
especially when they claim to have concern for the welfare of
futuregenerations.

seeking?

Per Capita

by Gene TeSelle

The General Assembly Council and the
Committee on the Office of the Gener-
al Assembly are making ajoint recom-
mendation to the 218th General Assem-
bly — that it approve a four-page doc-
ument, “Introduction to the Per Capita
Budget,” as “a statement of the princi-
ples, values, and purposes’ of thisbud-
get.

The report emphasizes that “per capita
funding is how Presbyterians mutually
share the costs of coming together” for
avariety of ministries, and that itis“a
fundamental way in which all of the
nearly 11,000 congregations and gov-
erning bodies of the PC(USA) are con-
nected, and the way that allows its
members to participate in the work of
the wider church.”

The per capita assessment is based on
the total number of members of con-
gregations in each presbytery, and the
presbytery isresponsiblefor making this
payment. It isan old tradition, going
back to 1857. Its primary purpose is
to fund the “ ecclesiastical” functions
that are grouped under the Office of the
General Assembly and administered by

the Stated Clerk — matters having to
do with church government, ordination,
the Book of Order, and ecumenical re-
lations with other churches, and, com-
missioners might note, their own ex-
pensesin coming to General Assembly.
It also funds some of the“ mission and
service” activitiesthat are administered
by the General Assembly Council.

In recent years, some congregations
have withheld per capita payments to
protest various actions of the General
Assembly. Someyears ago the Perma-
nent Judicial Commission ruled that per
capitapayment isvoluntary. The short-
fall was 2% in 2007, 3.2% in 2006, and
3.9% in 2007. This kind of monetary
boycott is seen as a powerful way to
exert pressure on the national church.
And some presbyterieshave goneaong
with these pressure tactics, refusing to
call on congregations to pay their as-
sessments, and also refusing to make
up the difference out of their own bud-
gets.

This year four overtures are proposing
new restrictions on the use of per cap-
itafunds.

The most comprehensive comes from
Indian Nations, with concurrence from
SantaBarbara. Thiswould transfer al

funding of ecumenical relations, and
anything else not related to the Office
of the General Assembly and commis-
sioner expenses, to the general mission
budget, which is voluntary and con-
trolled by the General Assembly Coun-
cil.

The most blunt is from Grace, which
calls quite ssimply for the total elimina-
tion of per capita assessments.

Anoverturefrom SierraBlancacallsfor
remova of ecumenical relations from
the per capita budget.

And an overture from Santa Barbara
would affect all governing bodiesabove
the session. It would require all gov-
erning bodies which make per capita
assessmentsto usethisincome only for
ecclesiastical expenses, not for ecumen-
ical dues, and not for mission causes,
either.

A new web site (www.pcusa.org/
PerCapita) explains the concept,
its importance, and what the
dollars provide. Theweb site
includes adownloadable brochure
to encourage grassroots discus-
sion.
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The FOG (Form of Government) Task Force

by Gene TeSelle

This Task Force, created by the
2006 General Assembly, isbringinga
report which rewrites the first four
chapters of the Form of Government
(the “foundations’ of Presbyterian
polity) and offers areplacement for
chapters 5-18.

The Task Force was trying to be as
permission-giving aspossible; there-
fore they avoided as many regula-
tionsasthey could. This shift of
focus from structure toward function
seems to reflect what we are learn-
ing from current organi zational theo-
ry. Moving away from aregulatory
styletoward an “enabling” style also
seems healthy in many ways. It
might both permit and encourage a
moreinclusive and diversefaith
community, which would reflect the
inclusiveness of God’s grace which
we seein Christ.

At first glance this has great appeal,
since we generally want freedom for
ourselves, and we trust our allies.
But then we wonder what other
camps might do, and begin to formu-
late regulationsto prevent “irrespon-
sible” behavior on their part.

Suspicions have been raised across
the theol ogical spectrum. Probably it
istheresult of the attempt to “simpli-
fy,” which means that one or anoth-
er treasured feature of the FOG is
left out, and people who have experi-
enced conflictsbeginimagining
“loopholes’ that would | et “ bad be-
havior” dlip through without correc-
tive procedures.

Aside from the suspicions that vari-
ous people may have on the basis of

their own experiences, let me high-
light two more general concerns.

First, the proposal leaves out the
formation of Committees on Repre-
sentation (G-9.0105), and the groups
that make up the diversity of the
church and are guaranteed full par-
ticipation (G-4.0403) areno longer
named. The draft does say that the
church “shall not deny participation
or representation to persons or
groupswithin itsmembership for any
reasons other than those stated in
thisConstitution.” Inaddition, the
Articles of Agreement that effected
reunionin 1983 provided for Advo-
cacy Committees on Women's Con-
cerns and Racial Ethnic Concerns.
Since ancient patterns of discrimina-
tion based on gender, race and eth-
nicity arestill very much with us,
these bodies, too, should be made a
part of the Form of Government,
since questions have been raised
from time to time about their perma-
nent status.

Second, some of the language, and
the“ deregulation” moodin general,
isreminiscent of the slogan that “the
church ismission” — a slogan that
first gained currency during the Six-
ties. Inthat spirit it replacesthe lan-
guage of “office” with “ordered min-
istry”; “governing body” with*coun-
cil”; and “union” or “federated”
congregationsby “joint congregation-
a ministry.”

The*“churchismission” sloganis
currently being used by the conser-
vative New Wineskins movement,
which speaks about the need for
flexibility but regardsthisasquite
compatiblewithinsistence upon very

specific tests of orthodoxy. The
Presbytery of San Diego recently
declared itself to be no longer prima-
rily a“governing body” but a“rela-
tional community” thatis“becoming
amission agency.”

Thereisnothingwrongwithflexibili-
ty and noble purposes, but we will
still have disagreements about both
belief and action. When controversy
arises and we face clever lawyers
on al sides of an issue, we find that
westill need procedural guidelines
and criteriafor decision-making.

We still need ways to define bound-
aries, and ways to resolve differenc-
es about how and where these
should be drawn.

Since the new draft has been op-
posed by a number of groupsin the
church, many observersthink that it
will not be adopted by this Assembly
but will be referred for further analy-
sisand revision. While we can ap-
preciate the need for careful study
and deliberation before taking such a
major step, we believeit isworthy of
very serious consideration.

Something special
at the Assembly

Dr. Rita Nakashima Brock
will be signing her new book
at Cokesbury Bookstore,
Exhibit Hall.

Tuesday, June 24,
Noon to 1:30 p.m.

Dr. Brock, who will be a main
speaker at Witherspoon's Semper
Reformanda Conversation on
Friday, June 20, will be signing
her new book Saving Paradise:
How Christianity Traded Love of
This World for Crucifixion and
Empire. Cokesbury will have that
book for sale, as well as several
of her earlier ones.
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Pittsburgh overture calls for
single payer health care for
all Americans

by Darcy Hawk, minister member
of Pittsburgh Presbytery, and
Witherspoon Society treasurer

The current system of rationing health
care has had adevastating effect on our
nation—in lost earning potential, inthe
acute care that is necessitated because
of delayed treatment, and in skyrocket-
ing costs for poorer returns. The Pitts-
burgh Presbytery local chapter of the
Presbyterian Health Education and
WelfareAssociation crafted an overture
tothe upcoming General Assembly urg-
ing thedenominationto study and lobby
for snglepayer health carefor al Ameri-
cans. Severa sessions studied the pro-
posed overture and agreed to bring it to

the presbytery.

Argumentsagainst passage of thisover-
ture generaly cited instanceswherethe
British, French, or Canadian systems
have catastrophically failed individuals.
These arguments overlook the social
benefits of universal hedth care and
obscurethe devastation our current sys-
tem visits on people of limited means,
through bankruptcies, denial of service
for the underinsured, and thereluctance
of people to seek treatment because of
the cogt.

Furthermore, unlikeother nationa heath
systems, thisoverturerecommends|eav-
ing intact the private sector providers,
physicians and hospitals. A nationa in-
surance pool bringslow risk peopleinto
the system to balance costs. It removes
the burden of healthcare from business,
reducing labor codts. Intermsof Chris-
tian ethicsit providesfor afairer, more
equitable sharing of health care re-
sources. | am pleased to report that our
Presbytery passed the overture, mak-
ing it availablefor considerationin San
Jose this summer.

Candidates for Moderator respond to
Witherspoon questions

One of the first acts of the 218th General Assembly will be the election
of a new Moderator. To help our readers weigh this important choice,
the Witherspoon Society has invited each of the people standing for this
high office to respond briefly to four questions that reflect Witherspoon
concerns — and, we believe, the concerns of the wider church.

With gratitude to the candidates for their cooperation in responding, we
are happy to share their comments here, presenting them in alphabeti-
cal order, beginning on the next page.

The four questions were:

1. Jesus, following in the footsteps of John the Baptist and the
Hebrew prophets, had some sharp things to say to the religious
leaders of his time. (“Whitewashed tombs” comes to mind.)
What do you think he might have to say to us if he were to drop
vin on our Assembly in San Jose?

2. The Presbyterian Church (USA) has a long-standing commit-
ment to peacemaking. What might we do to further the cause of
peace in our still-warring world today?

3. In a time of increasing economic stress for many Americans,
how should we understand the prophets’ call to “do justice”?
What might the PC(USA) say or do about the growing gap
between the rich and the poor in our own nation, and in the
world?

4. Recent decisions of the General Assembly Permanent Judicial
Commission imply that the Authoritative Interpretation approved
by the 217" GA does not allow the ordination of men and women
who feel that in conscience they cannot conform to the require-
ment for “fidelity in marriage or chastity in singleness.” Do you
believe that this situation should be changed, and if so, how?

The responses from the four candidates are on the next four
pages.
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The Rev. Carl Mazza

Pastor / Director, Meeting
Ground, Cecil County, Maryland

www.carlmazza.org
www.meetingground.org

1. What might Jesus say to us if
he were to drop in on our As
sembly in San Jose?

A few years ago | was “visited” on
the Arizona/M exico border, while
standing at sunset beside a beautiful
orangegrove. Thetranquility
masked the terrifying fact that
scores of familieswereliving there,
struggling to makealivinginthedirt,
sleeping among animalsbeside
drainage ditchesfilled with pesticide.
They were economic refugees —
undocumented and demeaned as
“illegd.”

Unexpectedly, agirl about 5-years-
old appeared out of the thicket. The
rays of the bright sun made her
white dress appear angelic. | turned
away for amoment; when | looked
again she had vanished back among
the trees, her home. For a brief
moment | dared to imagine | had
been visited by Jesus himself.

If she were to appear in San Jose,
perhaps she would say to us: “My
single life, humble as it stands, is
as dearly important to God as all
of what you hope to do in this
Assembly. If you ever forget me as
you deliberate, all your words and
solemn declarations will be
nothing more than that.”

2. What might we do to further
the cause of peace in our world
today?

“If we want peace, we
must work for justice.” It
isthe Biblical command.
Thereisno alternative plan.
In thisregard, congrega-
tions must become mission,
aswell asdo mission.

3. What isour calling to
“do justice” in this time
of increasing economic
stress and the growing
gap between rich and the

Carl Mazza

poor in our own nation,
and in the world?

My greatest insight camein visiting
with Christian faith communitiesin
Salvadoran refugee camps during
the 1980’s civil war. They were so
money-poor, their economy was
bartering.

Yet, their faith was powerful and
rich. They were courageousin their
love for each other and in the bonds
of Gospel-based community. | felt
S0 poor among them and powerless
in realizing that nothing material |
could offer was of any real help.

Thejustice they demanded, and
eventually got, wasto return home
and livewith pride by their own
means. The“gap” only partialy
involved money. Their wealth was
the confident awareness and cour-
age as acommunity — their power
to accesshousing, food, and liveli-
hood in self-reliant dignity. They
were economically poor, yes, but rich
infaith, bonding and loveasa
neighborhood.

The Gospel empowers us with the
means of creating such community,
right relationships and true freedom.
The Presbyterian Church needs to
strengthenitsmissioninlearning,
teaching, and sharing such means,

and to realize that itsown liberation
isinextricably bound to that of the
world it serves.

4. Following the recent GAPJC
rulings, do you believe the
requirement for “fidelity in
marriage or chastity in single-
ness’ should be changed, and if
s0, how?

The short answer is: yes, | think the
situation should change. The
unending discussion has apoisonous
win/lose character. It ismaking us
myopic, narrow, and unloving. Most
tragically, it sapsvision and energy to
work together in mission. It makes
ministry candidates, and usall,

fearful of authentic dialogue and
candid relationships.

Jesus was condemned as Satan for
his open heart and joyful association
with all us sinners. We may have
strayed too far from him, and a
blessed future requires that we move
forward toward our own roots.
“Jesuswith usall” isour root,
branch, and frankly, all we need.
God grant in our powerlessness that
grace will be made perfect.
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The Rev. Bruce
Reyes-Chow

Pastor, Mission Bay Community
Church, San Francisco
Presbytery, California

http://www.mod.reyes-chow.com/

1. What might Jesus say to us if
he were to drop in on our
Assembly in San Jose?

| think Jesus would simply wander
around theexhibit halls, loungesand
tablestelling stories of thefaith.
Among other things, he would speak
of eternd life, the cost of
discipleship, theimportance of
community and the call to serve.

His storieswould infect the minds
and spirits of the assembly so much
so that a movement of action would
swell and the General Assembly
would burst forth with aclear
mandate to serve. Inthe midst of
the details, some of uswould feel
attacked, alienated and judged while
others of uswould feel vindicated,
liberated, loved. But such are the
compelling and challenging words of
Jesus.

2. What might we do to further
the cause of peace in our world
today?

“Peace be with you.”

When Jesus says thisto the disciples
in the locked room, we are given a
powerful message. Peace is
communal. In order to achieve
peace, we have to understand it.

We must see the difference between
peace simply as an absence of
conflict and a peace that isbuilt on a
just resolution to conflict. Too often
we hope that if one side would
simply giveinto the other, there
would be peace. Thisis not peace.

True peace must be built on a
willingnessfor all involvedto admit
their part in the brokenness and
embrace the needs of the other. In
aworld of war, thisis even more
applicable as peace should not just
be about afragile halt of violence
taken at the cost of the freedom of
the other, but a peace that will be
sustained by the power that is given
toit by afoundation of justice.

Bruce Reyes-Chow

3. What isour calling to “do

justice” in this time of increasing
economic stress and the growing
gap between rich and the poor in
our own nation, and in the world?

We will not adequately address
issues of poverty and wealth until we
can re-direct our emotional, fiscal
and spiritual energies away from
other internal conflicts. While
important to our future as an
institution, our internal harmony will
only be as effective as the mission
that comes out of it. Many inthe
church are already passionately
addressing issues of poverty and
economic justice despite our
ingtitutional struggles. If weareto
address large-scale issues of

economicjustice, ingtitutional
resources and grassroots movements
must converge and work together.

4. Following the recent GAPJC
rulings, do you believe the
requirement for “fidelity in
marriage or chastity in
singleness” should be changed,
and if so, how?

| believe at the heart of this question
isthe subtext of ordination of
GLBTQ folks. | have always been
supportiveof full ordinationand
believe the way should be made
clear for that to happen. At the
same time that is not where our
church istoday nor isthisthe
primary focus of my call to be
moderator. With that said, | believe
that will need to cometo adecision
beyond the often called for, “agree
to disagree” stance because
fundamentally, liketheordination of
women before, opposing positions
cannot co-exist. In the meantime,
each of uswill need to discern what
isour level of acceptable
disagreement so we can discern that
samething for our denomination.
My greatest hope is that no matter
what happens, the discourse will be
grace-filled, and any leaving or
returning can be donewith dignity.
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Elder Roger there will be a certain renewal of
Shoemaker creditability of who we are as the

Southern Heights Presbyterian
Church, Lincoln, Nebraska

www.rogershoemaker.com

1. What might Jesus say to us if
he were to drop in on our As
sembly in San Jose?

| do not believe that Jesus followed
in the footsteps of anyone except
God. Asfor the Assembly, it de-
pends on whether he came during
worship or to acommittee meeting
or to a debate on the floor. Jesus
gave us neither, simple tasks or easy
answers. Jesus might say to some:
“Comefollow,” and to others“| do
not know you,” or to some “First
take the log out of your own eye and
then you will see clearly to take the
speck out of your neighbor’s eye.”
He would laugh and shed afew
tears and tell usto keep trying and
maybe someday you will “lovethe
Lord your God with all your heart,
mind and soul and your neighbor as
your self.” | think Jesus would tell
us that we could not solve our
disagreementswith rules but only
with love. Then Jesus would say, you
aremy childrenand | will bewith
you aways.

2. What might we do to further
the cause of peace in our world
today?

First we must find peace within our
denomination. It ishard to promote
peace with anger in our hearts. If
some one came to you from PC
(USA) as a peacemaker to help you,
how would you receive that person
knowing of the dissension withinthe
denomination? We need to continue
to feed the hungry, to heal the sick
and seek justice for the oppressed so

church.

3. What isour callingto “do

justice” in this time of increasing
economic stress and the growing
gap between rich and the poor in
our own nation, and in the world?

| think economic stressis agood
reason for the people in the pewsto
re-evaluate their life style. We are
known for our over consumption of
worldly goodswhen othersdo
without. Contributionsto the church
in 2006 were $2,133,177,995 and at
one time that was about 2.5% of our
income, which leaves us 7.5% short
of God'scalling for atitheto the
church. Our economic stress may
be caused by the inability to pay the
credit card bill for our past life style
indiscretions or house payment or is
it because there is no work and no
food on the table. It would seem that
had there been more time spent
focusing on who we are called to be
as Christians and sharing wealth, we
may have been able to avoid some
of the economic stress of today. If
each member gave 25 cents each
Sunday to feed the world, in one
yearitwouldraise, (2,267,188
members times 25 cents times 52
Sundays, that's), $29,473,444. How
do you compare that quarter to some
one who has no house, does not
know what a credit card is, has no
jobandlittleor nofood let alone
fresh water. The store shelves are
empty in Zimbabwe and there are no
stores in Darfur. Can you spare a
quarter?

Roger Shoemaker

4. Following the recent GAPJC
rulings, do you believe the
requirement for “fidelity in
marriage or chastity in single-
ness’ should be changed, and if
s0, how?

No. | aso think that we cannot solve
the problem through rules and
regulations. G-60106b and the
Authoritative Interpretation speak to
the behavioral problems of al who
are ordained as Deacon, Elder or
Pastor. It also places upon the
presbyteries and sessions a responsi-
bility to uphold their commitment to
be guided by the Book of Confes-
sions and the Book of Order. The
other sideis that there needs to be a
better understanding of the GLTB
cultural issuesinvolved. | think that
in the human community there are
those who because of their behavior
should not be ordained. | like Paul’s
letters to the Ephesians and chapter
4:1-16 as guidelines for who we are
as apeople and church community.
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The Rev. Bill Teng

Pastor, Heritage Presbyterian
Church, Alexandria, Virginia

www.BillTeng.com

1. What might Jesus say to us if
he were to drop in on our As-
sembly in San Jose?

| think Jesus might say that we've
been dwelling and holding onto
traditionalism which has prevented
usfrom participatingin God's
mission effectively inaradically
changed North American context.
Tom Gillespieoncesaid that “ Tradi-
tionistheliving faith of people now
dead, and traditionalism isthe dead
faith of peoplenow living.” In
holding ontotraditionalism, we
somehow still think that theworld
would listen to usjust because we
publish pronouncements and state-
ments on certain social issuesfrom
the General Assembly.

Jesus might say that our business
should be congregationsfaithfully
embodying the Gospel intheir own
communities, not about clinging onto
yester-year and the bygone hopes of
a“Christian Century.” We must
devel op apost-Christendom mindset
— stop assuming that we still livein a
Christian culture and that our
neighborsand friends are familiar
with Christian expressions and/or
principles, and wringing our hands
when they aren’t. Thiswill free usto
share with them the most basic
Christian truths.

2. What might we do to further
the cause of peace in our world
today?

Since Jesusis also called the “Prince
of Peace,” | believeit’sonly right

that we become peacemakers
ourselves. However, | don’t believe
in the concept of “peace at any
cost” or “cheap peace” —sincein
order to have true peace, justice
must first prevail!

While the General Assembly can do
some positivethingsin encouraging
peacemaking, the primary signifi-
cance should be at the congrega-
tional level. If our congregations
cannot turn our minds and hearts
toward working for the full extent of
God's shalom, then everything
becomes only empty-speak. The
General Assembly should embrace
fully-informed and well-balanced
position papersto help guidethelives
of our congregations.

Bill Teng

3. What isour calling to “do

justice” in this time of increasing
economic stress and the growing
gap between rich and the poor in
our own nation, and in the world?

Again, thismust first berealized at
the congregational level —it'sonly
when we actually “do” justice at that
level that we've earned the right to
speak to the rest of the world.

| believe the PC(USA) must say

we'recaledto “do” justiceinthis
secular world as we' re chosen to
livelifeasif God'sloveand justice
were the order of the day. We need
to ask questions when things don’t
seem right, advocate for people
whose voices are not heard in the
halls of power — we are chosen to
make every decision based on our
faith commitment to God!

4. Following the recent GAPJC
rulings, do you believe the
requirement for “fidelity in
marriage or chastity in single-
ness’ should be changed, and if
s0, how?

| don't believeit'sthe intent of the
GAPJIC rulings to keep anyone away
fromthecall to ministry but to hold
all Presbyterians accountable for
livingintothecall of ministry —
beginning with the realization that
God'sclaimon our lifeisawhole-
life claim, which supersedes any
claim we may have on our own
desires, habitsor lifestyles.

| believe the GAPJC decisions have
simply clarified for the church that if
standards are to be changed, it
would need to be done through the
constitutional amendment process.
Though we don't all agree on these
standards, the amendment process
reflects the deep wisdom of our
tradition: it allowsthe church,
collectively, to discern what bound-
aries God intendsfor usto live
within. | support our denomination’s
discernment on the matter of sexual
relationshipsfor elders and pastors,
and at our better moments these
standards are applied with grace and

integrity.
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Theological musings
A Role for the Left

Aregular column by Dr. Douglas F. Ottati,
Distinguished Professor of Reformed Theology and Justice
Ministry at Davidson College, Davidson, N.C.

f you are a Presbyterian and a progressive, then this
I year you' ve seen some good news and some bad
news in both the church and the nation.
First, some good news from the church.
e On January 15, the Presbytery of San Francisco voted
167 to 151 that Lisa Larges, aleshian who works for That
All May Freely Serve, isready to seek ordination. Larges
registered her disagreement with the “fidelity and chasti-
ty” standard or G. 6.0106b of the Book of Order and, in
accordance with the recommendation of the Theological
Task Force on Peace, Unity, and Purity, the Presbytery
judged this not to be a barrier to her proceeding with the
ordination process.
e Later that same month, and by a considerably wider
margin, the Presbytery of the Twin Cities voted to rein-
state the ordination of my good friend, Paul E. Capetz, a
Professor of Theology and United Seminary of the Twin
Cities, and an openly gay

the Twin Cities uncertain and problematic, and (apparent-
ly) blocks any further such actions.

Under these circumstances, many Presbyterian progres-
sives are trying to decide whether to support overtures to
the General Assembly that would allow presbyteriesto
consider departures from all ordination standards once
again, efforts simply to delete G6.0106b from the Book of
Order, or both. Thefirst option would allow presbyteries
to decide once again what the Presbyteries of San Fran-
cisco and the Twin Cities Areadid decide, namely, that
gay and lesbian sexual relationships represent nonessen-
tial departures from our ordination standards.

Now for some good national news.

e The popularity among American voters of George W.
Bush and the War in Irag have plummeted to the point
where both seem likely to present real challengesto the
presumptive Republican nominee for President of the
United States.

e The Democrats managed to come up with a good,
even historic field of candidatesfor their presidential nomi-
nation, all withgenerally positiveinclinationswhenit
comesto Irag, international policy, the economic situation
of poor and middle class Americans, immigration, and
more.

But there was bad

man. Capetz also scru-
pled G-6.0106b.

So, there was evidence
of progressin the con-
tinuing efforttoordain
caledandqualified
GLBT Presbyterians.

news on this front as

[A] basic task of the left ... is to present arguments well.
... that committed and mutual gay and lesbian *
sexual relationships fall within a theologically
normative understanding of human sexual rela-
tionships, and then to press for changes in church
and world that accord with this judgment.

Theleading Demo-
cratic candidates have
managed to get caught in
a protracted struggle for
the party’ snomination
that is not making either

But there was also

some bad news.

* Thevotein San Francisco was close, certain to be
appealed to the Synod of the Pacific, and perhaps all the
way to the General Assembly’s Permanent Judicial Com-
mission.

e Beforethat could happen, however, the GA PJC ruled
in February that agay or leshian who is expressing dis-
agreement with the wording or meaning of provisions of
the constitution, but does not permit disobedience to those
behavioral standards.” (Presumably, then, as amarried,
heterosexual male | might scruple G-6.0106b since, in that
instance, | would be departing only from the belief that
thisisalegitimate behavioral standard for ordination.)
This, of course, renders the decisionsin San Francisco and

of them look good.

e Their struggleisgiv-
ing John M cCain, whose domestic and international policy
preferences seem genuinely disturbing, some much-need-
ed timeto shore-up and sharpen his national campaign.

In this circumstance, many Presbyterian (and other) pro-
gressives found themselves having to decide between Hill-
ary Clinton and Barack Obama.

So, which particular initiatives regarding ordination
standards in the PC (USA) should we support?
Which Democratic candidate should we support?

My answer comes from my short-lived baseball career.
Y ears ago in northern New Jersey, | played Little League
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for ateam with forest green caps sponsored by the JD
Construction Company. | wasn't very good. (Hey,
have you ever tried to get a Brazilian father to play
catch?) Anyway, our coach tried valiantly to teach us
how to play the game, and he must have told us a thou-
sand things, but | only remember one. “Keep your eye on
theball, kid.” His point wasthat, in baseball, where the
ball isand what you do with it isalmost always essential.
Yes, it's easy to get distracted by other things that are
going on, e.g., afriend yelling something from the bench,
planesflying overhead. But then you lose sight of the ball,
and that isalmost never good. So, straight from Coach
Smith, hereis my answer: we should keep our eyes on the
ball. Let me say what | mean.

First, consider ordination. The Peace, Unity and Purity
Report offered atheology of conversation and discussion
for the church in contentious times plus an argument that
Presbyterian polity allows candidates to depart from ordi-
nation standards in ways that Presbyteries deem nones-
sential. When the GA adopted its recommendations, in
effect, it asked presbyters to judge whether or not GLBT
sexual relationships represent nonessential departures
from the ordination standards published in the Book of
Order. Please note, however, that any judgment on this
guestion finally presupposes the same thing that any judg-
ment for or against deleting G-6.0106b presupposes,
namely, asubstantive theological argument or position on
human sexual relationships. But atheological argument or
position on the basic substantive issue at hand is precisely
what (for a variety of reasons) the Task Force did not
furnish.

In this circumstance, a basic task of the left is not just to
decide about the relative merits of attempts to reinstate
the recommendations of the Task Force or of deleting G-
6.0106b. Itisto present argumentsin favor of the judg-
ment that committed and mutual gay and leshian sexual
relationshipsfall within atheologically normative under-
standing of human sexual relationships, and then to press
for changes in church and world that accord with this
judgment.

Among other things, thismay include*“ commissioning”
some short and clear outlines of substantive theological
argumentsin favor of the judgment that gay and lesbian
sexual relationshipsmay fall withinthetheologically articu-
lated norm of faithfulness, and making these outlines avail-
ableto persons and groups. If it aso includes pressing to
restorethepossibility of scrupling G-6.0106b, thenit
should do so only as an interim, ameliorative measure to-
gether with pressing for what is judged as a matter of

theological and ethical principleto beright and good,
namely, the removal of barriersto the ordination of called
and qualified GLBT personswho areinvolved in commit-
ted and mutual relationships, and the recognition of same
sex unions and marriages.

Next, consider the question, Hillary or Barack? Many of
us have our preferences. (Just before the Pennsylvania
primary, afriend told me he might find it easier to vote for
my dog, Sugar, inthefall than for H.C. Inexit polls, a
significant minority of the Pennsylvanianswho voted for
Clinton said they wouldn’t vote for Obamain thefall if he
turns out to be the nominee. ) Even so, whether to sup-
port one or the other of the remaining candidates as they
fight for the nomination is not the most important question
facing Presbyterian (and other) progressivesin this elec-
tion. (And, remember, Sugar isnot at all likely to be on
either mgjor party ticket.) Thefar moreimportant thingis
to articulate responsible arguments and positions on the
main issues of the day, e.qg., Irag, the economy, and immi-
gration, support the candidate in the fall who will best ad-
vance those positions and, in the case that this candidate
needs to be pushed further, to go ahead and push him or
her both before and after election day. In short, after
eight years of W. and his many accomplishments, both
foreign and domestic, our chief electoral responsibility
seems nicely summarized by a sticker | saw the other day
on ancther friend’scar: “Enough is enough. Vote Demo-
cratic.”

It really all comes down to this. Those of us who count
ourselves Presbyterian progressives have recently had our
ups and downs. We face avariety of challenges and also
anumber of strategic decisions, but if we keep our eyes
onthe ball, we will seethat there isa continuing and clear
role for Presbyterian left, namely, to frame explicit theo-
logical and ethical arguments about substantive issues of
faith and life, to bring these into public conversations and
debates, and to press church and society to act.
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A major Ghost Ranch event this summer!

July 28 - August 3, 2008

Paths toward Peace and Justice:
Spirituality, Earth-Care,
and the Prophetic Word
in atime of Violence

In partnership with the Witherspoon Society, the Presbyte-
rian Peace Fellowship, Presbyterians for Restoring Cre-
ation, and the Presbyterian Peacemaking Program.

Jane Hanna, Coordinator

Come to Ghost Ranch for a revival of the old fashioned
“cowboy camp-meetings” of its history. Each morning will
offer high quality workshops on a wide variety of issues and
artistic expressions related to peacemaking, justice and
earth-care. Afternoons will include some activities and free
time to enjoy Ghost Ranch. Nancy Eng MacNeill and Mark
Koenig of the Presbyterian Peacemaking Program staff will
offer an intergenerational activity each day after lunch.

Evenings will center on all-Ranch worship with former
PC(USA) Moderator John Fife and Rabbi Lynn Gottleib
offering the prophetic word in the beautiful Agape Center,
looking out over the valley toward Pedernal. This year the
“arts” side of the program will be coordinated with the
“seminar” side. Rev. Carol Wickersham, founder of
No2Torture, will design and coordinate the worship experi-
ences.

There will be a special “Peace and Justice Track” for high
school students this year, in an experience that integrates
the high school students into the broader community and
conversation. High school seminars will be highly interac-
tive, activity-based, and a lot of fun.

Rick Ufford-Chase and Gail Brown will reprise the popular
“camp culture” begunin 2007, offering a low-cost housing
and food option in the campground. Enjoy fellowship over
shared meals and late night campfires.

To join us, you can register for any one of these courses:

The Covenant Community (Peace and Justice Witness
through developing areligious order that centers on a
vocational commitment to peace and justice work) led by
Rick Ufford-Chase, Tucson, AZ, Director of the Presbyte-
rian Peace Fellowship, Moderator of the 216" General
Assembly of the PC(USA).

Faith, Workers and Economic Justice (the economic
challenges facing workers, concrete strategies for challeng-
ing unjust treatment of workers, and hands-on practice in

putting our faith into effective action) led by Kim Bobo,
Executive Director of Interfaith Worker Justice and co-
author of Organizing for Social Change, and Trina Zelle,
Witherspoon Society co-moderator, and Director of Arizona
Interfaith Worker Justice.

Preaching the Prophetic Word in a Time of Fear,
which will be team-taught by conference preachers Rabbi
Lynn Gottlieb and the Rev. John Fife.

Singing Songs of Peace in a Turbulent World (looking
at the rich history of the music of peace, and crafting music
and words that help express the human longings for
peace), led by Tom Zehnder and Tim Gibbs Zehnder, who
compose, arrange, perform and record as an independent
duo based in Los Angeles.

Restorative Justice: Building Peace through Relation-
ships (exploring peace building educational practices that
are based on relationship skills), led by Amy McConnell
Franklin, Taos, NM, an educator and trainer in emotional
intelligence.

Prophetic Ministry in an Eco-Justice Frame (practical
strategies for transformation combined with theological
reflection and ethical analysis about the environmental
crisis), led by the Rev. Peter Sawtell, Executive Director of
Eco-Justice Ministries.

Creating a Culture of Peace: Nonviolence Training for
Personal and Social Change (a holistic and practical
foundation in the spirituality and practice of active nonvio-
lence) led by Janet Chisholm, who coordinates peace and
justice programs at Kirkridge Retreat Center.

Poetry of Protest (looking at poetry as a strategy for
speaking out about the ideas and issues which matter
most to us), led by Anita Skeen, Arts Coordinator for the
Residential College in the Arts and Humanities at Michigan
State, and author of five books of poems.

“Do Not Forsake Us in Our Time of Conflict” (meditative
prayer, teaching and sharing, rest and silence, and reflec-
tion and embodiment of our week’s theme in the evenings)
led by J. Philip Newell, Companion Theologian for the
Community of Casa del Sol; Alison Newell, Teacher of
Spiritual Direction in Scotland; Rabbi Nahum Ward-Lev of
Santa Fe, NM, and a representative of the Islamic Commu-
nity of New Mexico.

More information — both general and about each of the
seminars — is on the Witherspoon website:
http:/lwww.witherspoonsociety.org/2008/
ghost%20ranch%2008.htm

For more information, and to register, go to the Ghost
Ranch website: http://www.ghostranch.org/
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The Editor’s Spot

“Missional church” —
a slogan or a reality?

by Doug King

The term “missional church” has
appeared frequently in recent discus-
sionsof the new Form of Government
proposal. The use of the term —
especially by someevangelical groups
—seemsto be apositive description of
the*FOG” report, indicating what they
see as a more flexible structure that
serves the primary purpose of the
church, whichismission.

This primacy of mission is not a new
discovery, but it's very helpful to be
reminded of it. My experience in
“mission” (as working outside the
U.S.)) was long ago, in the 1960s and
"70s, when | spent ten years working
with the Christian churches in
Indonesia. But | believe as strongly
now as | did then, that mission is the
heart of the church’s life, and of the
Christian’ scalling.

The idea of a “missional church”
concerns me, though. | worry that it
can be used as a distraction, when
being “missional” is set over against
everything else that the church is and
does. Mission sometimes seemsto be
viewed as a set of activities, and set
over against the structures for
institutional support, which seemtobe
dismissed as just the demands of
stodgy bureaucrats(mainly “in Louis-
ville” with an implied “Yech!”).
Certainly any large organization can
become rigid and ineffective and
irrelevant. But it’s hard to find any
group of people engaging for any
length of timeinacoherent activity (to
win baseball games, to teach kids to

read, tohelpsick peopleget well, or for

_ that matter, to raise children) without

somekind of persisting structure, with
rules and patterns of behavior and
consistent expectations of one anoth-
er.

Witherspoon Board member Bill
Dummer has contrasted the notion of
a“missional community” witha“main-
tenance congregation,” whose main
concern is “keeping the local church
machinery running just for the folks
inside.” Certainly weall know —and
probably love—congregationslikethis.
We need to recognize that “mainte-
nance” isnecessary and good —but is
never enough.

So we need a balance between
mission and maintenance. The great
Geman theologian Emil Brunner
offered the insight that “The church
exists by mission as fire exists by
burning.” Missionissimply what we
do when we're being the church. A
churchthat losesitsmissionisevery bit
aseffectiveasafirethat hasgone out.
Just ashes.

So what is that mission?

In the second half of the 20" century,
under the leadership of the global
ecumenical movement (which grew
out of the earlier “missionary move-
ment”), we began to seeour churches
mission as a three-fold engagement
withtheworld. Following thework of
New Testament scholars, we under-
stood thechurchascalledtoengagein
marturia, koinonia, and diakonia —
witness, fellowship (or community),
and service.

As our church gathers once again for
the General Assembly, we might
benefit by being guided by this
wholistic vision of being a“missional
church.”

We can engage in witness to the
world around us — our near and far

neighbors — as we help people to see
their livesinthelight of Jesus' deeply
human and profoundly Godly life.
Thus they may come to know that all
of us are loved, and to know that our
ways of living together, with our
abuses of power and wealth, are
always under the judgment of God.
Thiswitness, likethat of the prophets,
is aways both an announcing of love
and grace, and a denouncing of the
injustice and violence that violate the
sacred value of God's creatures.

And we can take seriously our call to
community — to caring for one
another, and to welcoming the
strangers at our doors asif they were
“family” —asindeed they are. And so
we may come closer to showing the
world what the Reign of God can be
for all of us.

Andfinally, we can engagein service
—following Jesus’ exampleby healing
the sick, feeding the hungry, and
responding to all the other forms of
human need. More than that, as we
see in our Presbyterian mission
programs around the world, we must
engage the structures and systems of
society, resisting their exploitationand
pollution and other violations of
humanity and nature.

May thisgreat gathering of our church
in San Jose be an occasion for
celebrating all that we are doing in
mission—proclaimingthe Good News,
resisting the evils being done through
violence and the materialism of the
globa market economy; building up
our church asacommunity of careand
respect and welcome; and helping
people — both faceto-face and
through broader social and political
changes—tolivefuller,joy-filledlives.

If we do this we will truly be a
missional church. Anditwill begood
—for us and for God’s creation. @
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Membership Meeting following Awards Luncheon
will elect new officers

Because our last class of officers was elected late, we have not conducted an
election by mail for the officers who should, according to our by-laws, be elected
by a ballot in this issue of Network News. Therefore a slate of officers will be
presented to our membership meeting on Sunday, June 22. The Luncheon will
begin at 12:30, and the business meeting will be convened when the lunch
gathering concludes, probably around 2:30.

Offices to be filled will include one Co-Moderator, Treasurer, Membership Coordi-
nator, Issues Analyst, and at least one member at large.

The Nominating Committee will welcome your suggestions — and it’s just fine to
suggest yourself. So please send us your suggestions!

Just copy or clip this form, and send it to the chair of the Nominating Committee:
The Rev. Edie Gause
2889 San Pasqual St. #D91
Pasadena 91107-5364
(626) 792-8191
momgause@sbcglobal.net

I would like to suggest for

Position on Board:

Name:

Address:

Phone(s):

E-mail:

My name/address:

Phone/e-mail:

Please add a note with any other information that would be helpful:

If you're at the
Assembly

Please visit

our booth -

# 117 in the Exhibit
Hall!

You'll find it, we hope,
located on an outer wall
where people will enter/exit the hall.
Our next door
neighbors will be the
Knox Fellowship
and Amish Furniture.
(Should be a place for
interesting conversations!).

We'll provide you with
a warm welcome, useful handouts,
up-to-date information,
a chance to sit and chat —
and perhaps most important,
a huge selection of buttons
and M&Ms
(or turn them around so they’ll be
W&WS).

And if you can get to our
Witherspoon Awards

Luncheon
on Sunday, June 22
following the Assembly Worship,
please come!

Check at the Assembly Ticket Desk
about the availability of tickets

or come by the Witherspoon booth,
and we'll see what we can do.

Most of our Board members will
be at the Assembly, and will have
our cell phones, as listed on the
next page.
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OFFICERS OF THE WITHERSPOON SOCIETY

Co-Moderator (2008-10)

Jake Young

North Anderson Community Church,
Presbyterian

4200 Liberty Highway

Anderson, SC 29621

W - 864-225-3575

H - 864-231-8067

C-217-494-3030

E-mail: jakeayoung@yahoo.com

Co-Moderator (2006-08)

Trina Zelle

169 W. LaVieveLane
Tempe, AZ 85284

H - 480-458-0536
C-480-522-4707

E-mail: zellerev@cox.net

Secretary/Communicator (2008-10)

Mitchell Trigger

First Presbyerian Church

35 Church Street

Rockaway, NJ 07866
H-973-784-4818

W -973-627-1059
F-973-083-0090

E-mail: mitch@revtrigger.org

Treasurer (2006-08)

Darcy Hawk

4007 Gibsonia Road

Gibsonia, PA 15044-8312

H - 724-443-0748

W - 724-443-2092
C-412-585-3317

E-mail: djhawk@zoominternet.net

Issues Analyst  (2006-07)

Eugene TeSelle

1925 19th Avenue South
Nashville, TN 37212

H - 615-297-2629
C-615-509-0087

E-mail: teselle@bellsouth.net

Member ship Coordinator (2006-08)

John Harris

70-21 Forest Ave
Ridgewood, NY 11385
H - 347-907-9372
E-mall:

membershipooordinator@witherspoonsociety.org

Membersat Large

Peter Barnes-Davies (2006-08)
1200 Cherokee Rd. #1

Louisville, KY 40204

H - 502-479-1613

C-502-445-2452

E-mail: noublieribaanc@gmail.com

Bill Dummer (2006-08)

5109 W Washington Blvd
Milwaukee, WI 53208-1704

H - 414-475-0076

E-mail: gardenerdummer@yahoo.com

Gusti Newquist (2008-10)

92 Hudson Street

Somerville, MA 02143

H - 502-552-4840

E-mail: gusti_newquist@yahoo.com

Barbara Renton (2008-10)
2891 State Highway 7
Bainbridge, NY 13733-3321

H - 607-967-4819

E-mail: renton@frontiernet.net

Catherine C. Snyder (2008-10)
305 Washington St SW
Blacksburg, VA 24060

H - 540-552-0682

W - 540-552-2473

E-mail: cooper.house@bev.net

Newsletter Editor and
Member ship Secretary
(1993 ... No designated term)

Doug King

2800 White Oak Drive
Decatur, GA 30032-4346

H - 404-254-4528
C-952-270-8134
F-404-254-2631

E-mail: dougking2@aol.com

Bookkeeper
(2003 ... No designated term)

Susan Robertson

9650 Clover Circle

Eden Prairie, MN 55347
H-952-941-6494
C-952-836-5058

E-mail: sumaclane50@aol.com

G.A.Booth Coordinator
(2003 ... No designated term)

Vicki Moss

70-21 Forest Ave
Ridgewood, NY 11385

H - 347-907-9849

E-mail: luseana@mac.com

The next issue of
Network News

will bring you reports and
analysis from the 218" General
Assembly.

There will be other items of
interest to all who are
committed to furthering

the reign of God in the world.

If you have news or comments
you'd like to add to the
collection, please let us know!

Please contact Network News
editor Doug King:
2800 White Oak Drive
Decatur, GA 30032-4346
Phone: 404-254-4528
E-mail: dougking2@aol.com

Deadline for the Summer
issueis July 20, 2008.
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