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A Pre-Convention 
Message
by the Rev. Susan Russell

At the 1995 memorial service for 

Bishop John Krumm held at our 

Cathedral Center in Los Angeles I 

had the privilege of hearing Bishop 

George Barrett reminisce about 

their 60-year friendship. “John,” he 

said—stabbing his long, boney fin-

ger into the air for emphasis, “was 

never disillusioned by the church 

because he never had any illusions 

about the church!”

They are words of wisdom I have 

had occasion to recall in the 

decade since I heard them. And 

the closer we get to Columbus 

and the 75th General Convention 

of the Episcopal Church the more 

frequently I seem to have occasion 

to recall them—for there are days 

when it is very easy indeed to be 

disillusioned by the church when 

it disappoints us again. And again. 

And again.

At this very moment my inbox 

is full of poignant emails from 

those hurt one-time-too-many 

by language that demeans, mar-

ginalizes and excludes the LGBT 

from full inclusion in the Body 

of Christ coming from the very 

church they trusted to comfort 

and nurture them. My mailbox 

includes countless laments from 

those discouraged and disheart-

ened by the ongoing experience 

of having our vocations and 

relationships used as bargain-

ing chips in the game of global 

Anglican politics. And my own 

heart is wearied and wounded 

by the constant demands of the 

point-counterpoint debates that 

dominate our discourse in arenas 

where the spin is often deemed 

more important the substance.

“How did John Krumm do it?” I 

wonder. John Krumm loved this 

church—and he served it joyfully 

and well for the nearly 60 years 

of his ordained ministry. And I’m 

wondering today if it was because 

he had no illusions about the insti-

tutional church that he was free to 

focus on the ideal of the incarna-

tional church: the Body of Christ 

we are called to be. Because he 

had his feet firmly planted on the 

From the Editor
by Doug Ball

General Convention 2006 

in Columbus, Ohio is rapidly 

approaching as we all know by 

now, and this issue of the VOICE 

is arriving at your doorstep in 

plenty of time for you to digest it 

before the convention doors open 

in June.

Susan, our national president, give 

her perspective in The President’s 

Pre-Convention Message on 

current dashed expectations for 

change in the institutional church 

and what roles faith, hope, and 

love play in the ongoing building 

of the Body of Christ in the here 

and now. Don’t miss the articles 

on Integrity’s planning for General 

Convention along with Claiming 

the Blessing’s Platform for GC 

2006 crafted this past March. Jay 

Mills has given us generously again 

two articles, the first The General 

Convention Blues so apropos for 

this season and Leviticus in his 

ongoing series for the VOICE mag-

azine. And do read about the new 

Integrity venture this year entitled, 

The Columbus Campaign by David 

Norgard. This is the first time that 

national Integrity has hired a fund 

raiser to bring in the money that 

is needed for Integrity’s pres-

ence at General Convention. As 

of this writing, the campaign goal 

has almost been met, and I think 

Integrity members should thank 

the national board for its farsight-

edness on this matter. Speaking of 

money, Frank Dowd has prepared 

a treasurer’s report for us which is 

very favorable indeed.

On behalf of the board of direc-

tors, I wish the very best for all, 

lay and clergy deputies and bish-

ops, who are going to General 

Convention in June and please 

keep them and specially our 

Integrity leadership and volunteers 

in your thoughts and prayers as 

the deliberations take place.
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rock, the shifting sands did not 

overwhelm him. I’ve thought a lot 

about John Krumm in these last 

few weeks. I thought about his 

long and faithful life and the many 

changes he must have seen over 

the course of it. I thought about 

his willingness to be an agent 

of change—to venture into the 

unknown future God called him 

to. And I thought about the many 

fears he must have overcome in 

order to respond to that call so 

bravely and faithfully.

“Doubt is not the opposite of 

faith,” writes Anglican theologian, 

Verna Dozier, “Fear is. Fear will not 

risk that even if I am wrong I will 

trust that if I move by the light that 

is given me, knowing that it is only 

finite and partial I will know more 

and different things tomorrow than 

I know today, and I can be open to 

the new possibility I cannot even 

imagine today.”

It is that kind of faith that has 

empowered the leadership of 

Integrity to offer its thirty-plus 

years of witness and advocacy 

and it is that kind of faith that 

will continue to move the church 

forward until the 1976 resolu-

tion becomes a reality; until “full 

and equal claim on the pastoral 

care, love and acceptance” of the 

church will finally be available to all 

its members. The journey toward 

that full and equal claim is not a 

“wind-sprint,” it’s a marathon. And 

for those who started the race 

thirty-plus years ago the church we 

know today represents new pos-

sibilities they could not—perhaps 

dared not—even imagine when 

they started.

God is clearly not finished with 

ANY of us yet, but today I would 

like to offer the advice of a former 

rector for the work ahead of us: 

Set audacious goals and celebrate 

incremental victories. Our auda-

cious goal is nothing less than the 

full inclusion of all the baptized in 

the Body of Christ. And in the long, 

long race toward that prize there 

have been both incremental victo-

ries to celebrate and incremental 

set backs to absorb. I expect the 

days ahead will include both.

And so my prayer for all of us as 

we journey toward Columbus and 

look beyond is that we might be 

given the strength to move by the 

light we have been given—even 

when it is only finite and partial. 

That we might be given the cour-

age to speak the words “Fear Not” 

when someone needs to hear 

them—and to thank God when 

someone is willing to speak them 

to us. And that we might be given 

the grace to trust that God has 

not brought us this far not to have 

somewhere for us to go next.

We need not fear as we ven-

ture into the future because of 

the promise that God is already 

there waiting for us. I close with 

an assurance of that promise, 

summed up in the words of a 

blessing attributed to the Bishop 

of Newark:

O Lord our God,

Send us anywhere you  

would have us go

Only go there with us.

Place upon us any burden you 

desire

Only stand by us to sustain us;

Break any tie that binds us,

Except the tie that binds us to you.

And may the blessing of God 

Almighty

Be with us this day and forever-

more.

Amen

“ Set audacious goals 
and celebrate  
incremental victories.”
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January–December 2005 Total
Income
 Appeals
  Hopkins Fund for Global Mission . . . . . . . . . . . 300.00
  Uganda . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 190.00
 Total Appeals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $490.00
 Dues
 Total Dues . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $46,656.00
 General Convention Income
  Contributions  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15,890.00
 Total General Convention Income . . . . . . . . . $15,890.00
 Gifts
 Total Gifts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$14,613.00
 Grants
  Unrestricted Grants  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,842.76
 Total Grants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $1,842.76
 Interest . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 798.78
 Legacies & Bequests . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 214,751.41
 Miscellaneous Income
  Decertified Chapter . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1,412.06
 Total Miscellaneous Income . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$1,412.06
 Parish Partners . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .3,475.00
 Pledges  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,240.00
 Refunds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 265.14
 Sales of Merchandise . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 448.00
  Book of Ugandan Revelations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 65.00
 Total Sales of Merchandise . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $513.00
 Services . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10.00
 Shipping Charges Income . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16.90
Total Income . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $305,974.05
Expenses
 Administration
  Bank charges . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 650.35
  Executive Secretary  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15,600.00
  Office supplies . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 367.29
  Postage . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,386.94
  Printing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .7,592.30
  Telephone/Internet  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .2,573.41
 Total Administration . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$33,170.29
 Board of Directors
  Meeting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .4,370.84
  Travel . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13,934.31
 Total Board of Directors  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $18,305.15
 Chapter Contribution . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,688.00
 Chapter Dues  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,085.00
 Consultant . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 500.00
 Development . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .17.82
  Advertising  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 968.00
  Data Processing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .9,764.28
  Development Consultant . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,000.00
  Postage . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 63.94
  Printing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 236.59
 Total Development . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $14,050.63
 General Convention Expenses
  Booth  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,430.00
  Miscellaneous . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 177.93
  Postage . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 621.94
  Printing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .2,124.00
  Project Manager . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,000.00
 Total General Convention Expenses  . . . . . . . . .$5,353.87
 International participation
  Uganda Designated
  Total Uganda Designated . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $7,300.00
 Total International participation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $7,300.00
 Office
  Postage . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23.30
 Total Office . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $23.30
 Postage and Delivery  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 391.19
 Professional Fees
  Accounting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .4,326.00
 Total Professional Fees . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$4,326.00

 Program
  Claiming the Blessing  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,822.80
  Director Initiative  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,362.71
  Memberships . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 550.00
 Total Program  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$4,735.51
 Regional
  Midwest  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 100.00
  Northeast . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 367.77
  Southeast . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,549.41
  Western . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 547.79
 Total Regional  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$2,564.97
 Voice of Integrity
  Data Processing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 345.00
  Mailing  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 100.00
  Postage . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 358.90
  Printing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .3,871.57
  Processing/design . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 945.00
 Total Voice of Integrity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$5,620.47
Total Expenses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $105,114.38

Net Operating Income  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $200,859.67

Net Income  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $200,859.67

Prepared April 12, 2006 by Frank Dowd, Treasurer
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Integrity Balance Sheet (As of December 31, 2005)

ASSETS Total
Current Assets
 Bank Accounts
  Bank of America Money Market . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 200,579.25
  Bank of America Rochester . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,890.44
  Checking-First Savings . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.00
  First Savings, C.D. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.00
  Network For Good . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,750.00
  Opening Balance Equity  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.00
  Hopkins Fund . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,406.16
 Total Bank Accounts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $216,625.85
 Accounts Receivable
  Accounts Receivable  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -308.55
 Total Accounts Receivable  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -$308.55
 Other Current Assets
  Undeposited Funds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17,381.00
 Total Other Current Assets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $17,381.00
Total Current Assets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $233,698.30
TOTAL ASSETS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $233,698.30

LIABILITIES AND EQUITY
Liabilities
 Current Liabilities
  Accounts Payable
   Accounts Payable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.00
  Total Accounts Payable  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $0.00
  Other Current Liabilities
   Payroll Liabilities  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.00
  Total Other Current Liabilities  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $0.00
 Total Current Liabilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $0.00
Total Liabilities  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $0.00
Equity
 Hopkins Fund for Global Mission . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,886.63
 Opening Bal Equity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24,034.45
 Retained Earnings . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -1,082.45
 Net Income . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 200,859.67
Total Equity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $233,698.30
TOTAL LIABILITIES AND EQUITY . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $233,698.30

Prepared April 12, 2006 by Frank Dowd, Treasurer

Integrity — 2005 Profit & Loss
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Several members have asked for 

Integrity’s legislative strategy during 

General Convention. Below is our 

overall strategy.

Before General 
Convention…

We encourage Integrity members 

to use an online form (www.integ-

rityusa.org/resolutions) to report 

General Convention resolutions 

passed by their diocesan conven-

tions and provincial synods.

Integrity’s national leadership is 

conferring with our allies in The 

Consultation (which met in Seattle) 

and the Claiming the Blessing coali-

tion (which met in Columbus during 

March) on our General Convention 

platforms. These platforms are the 

next two articles in the Voice.

We encourage local Integrity repre-

sentatives (especially from chapters, 

networks, and circles) to schedule 

meetings with their bishops and 

deputies during April and May. The 

purpose of these meetings is to 

share Integrity’s platform and deter-

mine the level of support from bish-

ops and deputies. Local representa-

tives are encouraged to report the 

outcome of these meetings using 

an online form (to be created).

We will publish an ad in Episcopal 

Life and the Living Church during 

May, explaining the key planks of 

our platform.

We will identify a deputy and bish-

op to serve as Integrity’s “floor lead-

ers” during General Convention.

During General 
Convention…

We will publish an ad in the first 

edition of the Convention Daily 

explaining our platform.

During registration, we will hold a 

briefing for all bishops and depu-

ties who wish to attend.

We will distribute resolution status 

reports to bishops and deputies at 

the beginning of each day. These 

reports will list resolutions of spe-

cial concern to Integrity, their sta-

tus, and our position on them.

Our volunteers will monitor key 

committee meetings and sessions 

of both houses of convention.

When appropriate, we will enlist 

speakers to address key resolu-

tions in committee meetings and 

in both houses.

The leadership team will work 

closely with floor leaders and leg-

islative volunteers to respond to 

developing situations in commit-

tees and in both houses.

We will hold nightly status and 

strategy meetings that are open  

to members and allies.

(Ed. Note: The following platform 

was crafted by the CTB Steering 

Committee in conjunction with the 

Integrity Board of Directors when 

they met in Columbus, Ohio in 

late March.)

A Proclamation 
for the Episcopal 
Church
The Claiming the Blessing (CTB) 

Steering Committee is an all-vol-

unteer committee representing 

a broad constituency of progres-

sive Episcopal voices. Members 

are LGBT and straight, lay and 

ordained, old and young –all with 

a deep love of The Episcopal 

Church and a firm commitment  

to classic Anglicanism.

As baptized Christians, we commit 

our lives to:

· the celebration of the goodness 

of all creatures and creation as 

given to us by God;

· our relationship with Jesus the Christ;

· the discernment of truth as 

revealed in Holy Scripture and 

the work of the Spirit;

· the indivisibility of spirituality, 

prayer and politics as modeled by 

the prophets and apostles;

· peace with justice as proclaimed 

by Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.;

· truth and reconciliation as articulat-

ed by Archbishop Desmond Tutu;

· the vision of the Beloved 

Community as revealed in  

the table fellowship of Jesus.

We come to the 2006 General 

Convention in Columbus com-

pelled to communicate our iden-

tity, articulate our beliefs and con-

vey our sense of call to prophetic 

action and pastoral presence.

Therefore, we call the Church to:

· Work for full civil marriage equality.

· Clarify our theology of marriage, 

family and human sexuality.

· Oppose the limitation of adoption 

and other civil contracts on the basis 

of sexual orientation, marital status, 

gender identity and expression.
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· Study the role of clergy as civil 

magistrates in marriage.

· Reaffirm the sacredness of long-

term committed relationships, as 

articulated in D039” “We expect 

such relationships will be char-

acterized by fidelity, monogamy, 

mutual affection and respect, 

careful, honest communication, 

and the holy love which enables 

those in such relationships to see 

in each other the image of God.” 

(GC 2000)

· Authorize the development of 

liturgical rites of blessings where 

civil marriage, civil unions and 

domestic partnerships are a  

reality, and elsewhere.

· Support universal domestic  

partnership benefits.

· Affirm human rights for lesbian, 

gay, bisexual and transgender 

(LGBT) people worldwide.

· Work for an end to the violence 

against LGBT people throughout 

the global village.

· Engage the international commu-

nity in a listening process which 

includes the active voices and full 

presence of LGBT people.

· Embrace a theology of abun-

dance; reject the theology of scar-

city, fear and scapegoating; and 

commit ourselves to proclaim and 

live the good news of Christ Jesus.

· Reaffirm that all orders of ministry 

are open to all the Baptized who 

are otherwise qualified.

· Establish as church policy the 

commitment not to meet in 

those places where justice and 

liberation for all God’s children, 

including LGBT people, are 

absent in state law or local 

ordinance.
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(Ed. Note: The Consultation 

met earlier this year in Seattle, 

Washington to prepare this report.)

The Consultation 
Platform
The Consultation is a coalition of 

eleven independent organizations 

in the Episcopal Church committed 

to peace with justice. We come to 

the 2006 General Convention in 

Columbus understanding clearly 

that the Episcopal Church is once 

again at a watershed moment in 

history. Now more than ever, it is 

critical to articulate what we believe 

and what we are called to do.

We affirm the goodness of all creation.

• We join our voices with God, 

who, after completing all of 

Creation said, “It is very good.”

• We see the image of God in one 

another and in all of Creation.

• We are inextricably linked in an 

interdependent web of Creation.

We have sinned and fallen short of 

the mark.

• We fail to recognize the image of 

God and the Christ in others and 

ourselves.

• We have by our action and inac-

tion perpetuated a culture of 

greed, domination, and violence.

• We in the Episcopal Church have 

been complicit in this sin.

We have allowed our governance 

to be distorted.

• We believe that all the baptized 

are called to share in the gover-

nance and mission of the Church 

at all levels.

• We see the increase of power 

claimed by the episcopate as an 

imbalance in the Body.

• We compromise the church as 

sign and witness by not sharing 

our resources.

We reaffirm the promises of our 

Baptismal Covenant

• to continue in the apostles’ teach-

ing and fellowship, in the break-

ing of bread and in the prayers.

• to persevere in resisting evil and, 

whenever we fall into sin, to 

repent and return to the Lord.

• to proclaim by word and example 

the Good News of God in Christ.

• to seek and serve Christ in all persons, 

loving our neighbor as ourselves.

• to strive for justice and peace 

among all people and to respect 

the dignity of every human being.

Therefore, we call the Church, 

gathered at this 2006 General 

Convention, to:

1. Continue the radical reformation 

of the Church.

• remove all canonical obstacles to 

exercising the full baptismal minis-

try in the whole life of the Church.

• conform the canons to the bap-

tismal theology of The Book of 

Common Prayer.

2. Invest in economic justice and 

eliminate poverty.

• support the U.N. Millennium 

Development Goals fully, includ-

ing the 0.7% allocation of funds.

• affirm worker justice, including 

the right to unionize.

• advocate for a living wage and 

health care for all.
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Resolutions  
on LGBT Issues 
Expected to 
Be Considered 
at General 
Convention 2006
Below are the resolutions that 

Integrity is aware of as of early 

April 2006 and Integrity’s position 

on them. “A” resolutions are from 

interim bodies. “B” resolutions are 

from bishops. “C” resolutions are 

from diocesan conventions and 

provincial synods. “D” resolutions 

are from deputies. Explanations are 

omitted to conserve space.

“A” Resolutions

Submitted by: Special Commission 

on the Episcopal Church and the 

Anglican Communion

Resolution A160 Expression of 
Regret—AGAINST

Resolved, the House of _____ 

concurring, That the 75th General 

Convention of the Episcopal Church 

join the House of Bishops’ March 

2005 “Covenant Statement” in 

expressing “our own deep regret 

for the pain that others have expe-

rienced with respect to our actions 

at the General Convention of 2003 

and we offer our sincerest apology 

and repentance for having breached 

the bonds of affection in the Anglican 

Communion by any failure to consult 

adequately with our Anglican partners 

before taking these actions.”

Resolution A161 Election of 
Bishops—AGAINST

Resolved, the House of _____ 

concurring, That the 75th General 
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• invest in economic justice to 

eliminate poverty.

• ask the Church Pension Group to 

provide equitable retirement poli-

cies for women.

3. Make reparation for slavery.

• commission a report to describe 

the Church’s culpability, preserve 

this chapter of our history, and 

make recommendations for 

compensation.

• support public legislation  

and compensation.

• apologize publicly for the 

Church’s role in this violation  

of basic human rights.

4. Dismantle racism.

• call upon every diocese to man-

date anti-racism training.

• deepen our commitment to 

inclusive representation on slates 

for leadership at all levels of the 

Church.

5. End the culture of violence

• work for the end of violence 

against women and children 

throughout the global village.

• work to change federal budget 

priorities that fuel the culture of 

violence at the expense health and 

welfare at home and peace abroad.

• include in Safe Church training ori-

entation to issues of domestic vio-

lence and appropriate responses.

• confess the violence inherent in 

using language for worship that 

is not inclusive, expansive, and 

hospitable.

6. Build a culture of peace.

• call for an end to the war in Iraq.

• offer training in creative peace-

making in every diocese.

• inform our young people of the 

conscientious objector registry at 

the Episcopal Church Center.

• add peace, justice, and nonvio-

lence studies to the curricula of 

all Episcopal schools, colleges, 

and seminaries.

• encourage investment in enter-

prises that bring peace and pros-

perity to areas of conflict.

7. Clarify our theology of marriage, 

family, and human sexuality

• oppose the limitation of adop-

tion and other civil contracts on 

the basis of sexual orientation or 

marital status.

• relieve the clergy from their 

responsibility as civil magistrates 

in marriage.

• reaffirm that all orders of ministry 

are open to all the Baptized who 

are otherwise qualified.

8. Promote environmental justice

• mandate detailed energy audits 

and conservation measures, 

including recycling, in all Episcopal 

Church facilities and programs.

• commit the Episcopal Church to 

purchasing electric power from 

renewable sources.

• call for the federal government 

to fund fully its Environmental 

Protection Agency Superfund.

• call upon our government to 

recommit to the Kyoto Protocols.

9. Reflect our mission priorities in 

Program, Budget, and Finance

• Urge Program, Budget, and 

Finance to restore the original 

askings for mission and eco-

nomic justice programs.
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Convention of the Episcopal 

Church regrets the extent to which 

we have, by action and inaction, 

contributed to strains on commu-

nion and caused deep offense to 

many faithful Anglican Christians 

as we consented to the consecra-

tion of a bishop living openly in a 

same-gender union. Accordingly, 

we urge nominating committees, 

electing conventions, Standing 

Committees, and bishops with 

jurisdiction to exercise very consid-

erable caution in the nomination, 

election, consent to, and consecra-

tion of bishops whose manner of 

life presents a challenge to the 

wider church and will lead to fur-

ther strains on communion.

Resolution A162 Public Rites 
of Blessing for Same-Sex 
Unions—AGAINST

Resolved, the House of _____ 

concurring, That the 75th General 

Convention of the Episcopal 

Church affirm the need to main-

tain a breadth of private responses 

to situations of individual pastoral 

care for gay and lesbian Christians 

in this Church; and be it further

Resolved, That the 75th General 

Convention concur with the 

Windsor Report in its exhorta-

tion to bishops of the Anglican 

Communion to honor the 

Primates’ Pastoral Letter of May 

2003, by not proceeding to 

authorize public Rites of Blessing 

for same-sex unions, until some 

broader consensus in the Anglican 

Communion emerges; and be  

it further

Resolved, That the 75th General 

Convention advise those bish-

ops who have authorized public 

diocesan rites that, “because of 

the serious repercussions in the 

Communion,” they heed the invi-

tation “to express regret that the 

proper constraints of the bonds 

of affection were breached by 

such authorization” (Windsor 

Report 144).

Resolution A163 Pastoral 
Care and Delegated Episcopal 
Pastoral Oversight—FOR

Resolved, that the House of _____ 

concurring, That the 75th General 

Convention of the Episcopal 

Church affirm the centrality of 

effective and appropriate pastoral 

care for all members of this church 

and all who come seeking the aid 

of this church; and be it further

Resolved, That the 75th General 

Convention commit the Episcopal 

Church to the ongoing engage-

ment of and sensitive response 

to the request and need of all the 

people of God – in particular, but 

not exclusively, those who agree 

and those who disagree with the 

actions of this body, those who 

feel isolated thereby, and gay and 

lesbian persons within and without 

this Church; and be it further

Resolved, That the 75th General 

Convention recognize the agoniz-

ing position of those who do not 

feel able to receive appropriate 

pastoral care from their own bish-

ops, and urges the members of 

the House of Bishops to seek the 

highest degree of communion 

and reconciliation within their own 

dioceses, using when necessary 

the Delegated Episcopal Pastoral 

Oversight (DEPO) process detailed 

in the March 2004 statement of 

the House of Bishops, “Caring for 

All the Churches;” and be it further

Resolved, That the 75th General 

Convention urge continued 

attention to the proper main-

tenance of historic diocesan 

boundaries and the authority of 

the diocesan bishop.

Resolution A165 Commitment 
to Windsor and Listening 
Processes—FOR

Resolved, the House of _____ 

concurring, That the 75th General 

Convention of the Episcopal 

Church commend the Windsor 

Report as an important contribu-

tion to the process of living into 

communion across the Anglican 

Communion; and be it further

Resolved, That the 75th General 

Convention commit the Episcopal 

Church to the ongoing “Windsor 

Process,” a process of discern-

ment as to the nature and unity 

of the Church, as we pursue a 

common life of dialogue, listening, 

and growth, formed and informed 

by the Baptismal Covenant and 

Eucharistic fellowship; and urges 

all members of this church to 

commit themselves to the call of 

communion and interdependent 

life; and be it further

Resolved, That the 75th General 

Convention commend the 

steps taken by the Anglican 

Communion Office in begin-

ning a formal “Listening Process” 

across the Communion, as com-

mended by resolution I.10 of the 

1998 Lambeth Conference; and 

be it further

Resolved, That the 75th General 

Convention commend for further 

study and as part of the continued 

Listening Process the document 

To Set our Hope on Christ, pre-

pared for the 13th Meeting of the 

Anglican Consultative Council by 

the Office of the Presiding Bishop; 

and be it further

Resolved, That the 75th General 

Convention express its gratitude 

to the women of the Anglican 

Consultative Council’s Delegation 

to the United Nations Consultation 
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on the Status of Women for pro-

viding a model of dialogue and 

engagement on issues of concern 

to all; and asks that this model 

be considered for implementa-

tion in the Windsor and Listening 

processes across the Anglican 

Communion; and be it further

Resolved, That the 75th General 

Convention commends the report 

“One Baptism, One Hope in God’s 

Call” of the Special Commission 

on the Episcopal Church and 

the Anglican Communion as 

a resource in the Windsor and 

Listening processes.

Resolution A167 “Full and 
Equal Claim” for All the 
Baptized—FOR

Resolved, the House of _____ 

concurring, That the 75th General 

Convention of the Episcopal Church 

reaffirm that gay and lesbian persons 

are by Baptism full members of the 

Body of Christ and of the Episcopal 

Church as “children of God who 

have a full and equal claim with all 

other persons upon the love, accep-

tance, and pastoral concern and care 

of the Church” (GC 1976-A069); 

and be it further Resolved, That the 

75th General Convention reiterate its 

apology “on behalf of the Episcopal 

Church to its members who are gay 

or lesbian, and to lesbians and gay 

men outside the Church, for years 

of rejection and maltreatment by 

the Church,” and recommit to “seek 

amendment of our life together 

as we ask God’s help in sharing 

the Good News with all people” 

(GC1997-D011); and be it further 

Resolved, That the 75th General 

Convention reiterate that “our bap-

tism into Jesus Christ is inseparable 

from our communion with one 

another, and we commit ourselves to 

that communion despite our diversity 

of opinion and, among dioceses, a 

diversity of pastoral practice with the 

gay men and lesbians among us” 

(GC2003–C051).

Resolution A168 Human Rights 
for “Homosexual Persons”—FOR

Resolved, the House of _____ 

concurring, That the 75th General 

Convention of the Episcopal 

Church reaffirm “its conviction that 

homosexual persons are entitled to 

equal protection of the laws with 

all other citizens, and calls upon 

our society to see that such protec-

tion is provided in actuality” (GC 

1976–A071); and be it further

Resolved, That the 75th General 

Convention affirms the statement 

in the Windsor Report paragraph 

146: “Moreover, any demon-

izing of homosexual persons, 

or their ill treatment, is totally 

against Christian charity and basic 

principles of pastoral care. We 

urge provinces to be proactive in 

support of the call of Lambeth 

Resolution 64 (1988) for them to 

‘reassess, in the light of … study 

and because of our concern for 

human rights, its care for and atti-

tude toward persons of homosexu-

al orientation’”; and be it further

Resolved, That the Standing 

Commission on Anglican and 

International Peace with Justice 

Concerns seek ways to address 

this concern through the Anglican 

Communion Office.

“C” Resolutions

Submitted by: Convention of the 

Diocese of Alabama

Response to the Windsor 
Report and Call to Bear One 
Another’s Burdens—AGAINST

Resolved, the House of _______ 

concurring, that the Episcopal 

Church, as gathered in the 75th 

General Convention, is called to 

be the Body of Christ and Christ’s 

witness in the world and, as such, 

we commit to strive for healing and 

reconciliation as called for in the 

Windsor Report, remembering that 

“there is one body and one spirit…

one Lord, one faith, one baptism, 

one God and Father of all, who is 

above all and through all and in all” 

(Eph. 4:4–5); and be it further

Resolved, that in response to the 

request of the Windsor Report 

we express our corporate regret 

for having damaged the bonds of 

affection among us in the Anglican 

Communion; and be it further

Resolved, that while we acknowl-

edge that there are differences 

of opinion regarding issues of 

human sexuality which exist 

among members of our Province 

and the Anglican Communion, our 

spiritual unity in Christ is grounded 

in the call to “bear one another’s 

burdens, and so fulfill the law of 

Christ” (Gal. 6:2); and be it further

Resolved, that we commit to bear 

one another’s burdens, exercising 

patience, love, discipline, imagina-

tion and courage, by participating 

fully in the listening process as 

called for in the Windsor Report; 

and be it further

Resolved, that we call upon each 

of our dioceses to honor the spirit 

of the Windsor Report and to be 

responsive to its recommendations 

as we actively and prayerfully seek 

a deeper consensus on these mat-

ters; and be it further

Resolved, that we commit to 

the study of the concept of an 

Anglican Covenant, including 

Resolution 11 of the Lambeth 

Conference of 1888, which will 

enable us to strengthen our com-

mon life and mission and enrich 
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the unity in diversity that we value 

in the Anglican Communion.

Submitted by: Convention of the 

Diocese of Newark

Future General Conventions 
Not to Be Held In States That 
Prohibit Domestic Partnership 
Benefits—FOR

Resolved, the House of _____  

concurring, That the 75th 

General Convention direct that 

the Joint Standing Committee 

on Planning and Arrangements 

shall not propose to this or any 

future General Convention for its 

approval any site for an upcom-

ing General Convention which is 

located in a state that prohibits 

domestic partnerships or the 

rights associated therewith.

The Importance of the 
Anglican Communion—FOR

Resolved, the House of _____ 

concurring, That the 75th General 

Convention declare that the 

Anglican Communion is a precious 

gift which we treasure, that there 

is and always has been a wide 

diversity of disciplines practiced by 

various parts of the Communion, 

and we therefore affirm the right 

and obligation of every province 

to apply the Gospel and its values 

to its specific cultural context, and 

to respect the decisions that other 

provinces make for their people.

Submitted by: Convention of the 

Diocese of Rochester

A Resolution Responding to 
the Windsor Report for the 
2006 General Convention—FOR

Resolved, the House of _________ 

concurring, That this 75th General 

Convention adopt the following 

statement as its response to the 

Windsor Report:

The 75th General Convention 

expresses its deep desire to remain 

a member church of the Anglican 

Communion, which we understand 

to be a fellowship of churches 

in communion with the See of 

Canterbury, committed to mission 

together for the sake of the Gospel 

of Jesus Christ in a spirit of mutual 

respect and forbearance. We under-

stand and regret that decisions made 

at the 74th General Convention 

have caused a strain in this spirit and, 

indeed, been received by many in 

the Communion as an unacceptable 

deviation from Scripture and the 

tradition of the Church. We acknowl-

edge that this is true even within our 

own church. We wish to state clearly 

that we have no desire to impose a 

uniformity of position either in our 

own church or the Communion itself 

on these matters. We cannot, how-

ever, as a church, receive the state-

ment of resolution 1.10 of the 1998 

Lambeth Conference, “rejecting 

homosexual practice as incompatible 

with Scripture,” as definitive Anglican 

teaching on this matter.

We do not believe that the current 

controversy regarding different 

understandings of the place of 

our members who happen to be 

homosexual in their orientation is 

a matter on which our essential 

unity depends. We believe that 

our unity as a Church is best 

expressed by our commitment 

to serve together in mission to 

the world, and that the theo-

logical essentials that unite us are 

best expressed in the Chicago- 

Lambeth Quadrilateral.

We acknowledge the House of 

Bishop’s Delegated Episcopal 

Oversight Plan (DEPO) as an impor-

tant tool for maintaining our essen-

tial unity in a time of strain. We 

also accept the Executive Council’s 

decision to voluntarily withdraw 

our members from the Anglican 

Consultative Council (ACC) until 

the Lambeth Conference 2008. 

However, we look forward to our full 

participation in that Conference and 

our return to full participation in the 

ACC following it.

We also acknowledge the listen-

ing process begun by the ACC in 

2005 and urge that in all member 

churches of the Communion it 

include the voices of faithful gay 

and lesbian Anglicans. We com-

mend the document To Set our 

Hope on Christ as a positive con-

tribution of the Episcopal Church 

to this process.

Finally, we affirm the place of our 

members who are gay and lesbian, 

both laity and clergy. In this affirma-

tion we believe the words of To Set 

Our Hope on Christ, to be an accu-

rate description of the experience 

of a majority of us that “For forty 

years, members of the Episcopal 

Church have discerned holiness in 

same-sex relationships and have 

come to support the blessing of 

such unions and the ordination or 

consecration of persons in those 

unions” (section 2.0).

“D” Resolutions

Resolutions with the following 

intents are expected to be filed by 

General Convention deputies…

· Calling upon all states to provide 

same-sex couples equal access 

to civil marriage—FOR

· Establishing a special committee 

to study issues related to the 

appropriate role of the church 

acting as agent of the state in 

marriage—FOR
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No Turning Back!

by John Clinton Bradley, 
General Convention  
Project Manager

In the wake of the Windsor Report and 

conservative threats to split the Anglican 

Communion, General Convention will 

be under extraordinary pressure to 

press the “pause” or “rewind” button 

on equality for LGBT Episcopalians. 

Over 20 full-time Integrity volunteers 

will work in four teams to make sure 

that does not happen…

· Our Legislative Team will moni-

tor resolutions affecting LGBT 

Episcopalians and work with 

supportive bishops and depu-

ties for the most positive legis-

lative outcome.

· Our Booth Team will staff a booth 

in The Consultation exhibit area 

(booth #160) to distribute edu-

cational materials and engage in 

substantive conversations with 

bishops, deputies, and visitors on 

LGBT issues.

· Our Communications Team will 

work the media—helping them 

understand Integrity’s perspective 

on key resolutions and events.

· Our Nerve Center will provide 

logistical support to the other 

three teams.

There are two ways you can 

support Integrity’s General 

Convention efforts. First, make 

a contribution to Integrity’s 

Columbus Campaign. You can 

mail a check to Integrity, 620 

Park Avenue #311, Rochester, NY 

14607-2943 or use your credit 

card by clicking the Donate Now 

button at www.integrityusa.org.

Second, talk to your bishops 

and deputies before General 

Convention. Discuss the expected 

resolutions and ask how your bish-

ops and deputies plan to vote on 

them. Report the results of your 

conversations using the online 

form at www.integrityusa.org.

If you are an Integrity member and 

visiting General Convention, you 

are welcome to stop by our booth 

and attend our nightly debrief-

ing sessions (10 pm, Olentangy 

Room, Courtyard Downtown 

Columbus, 35 W Spring St).

For up-to-date information before and 

during convention, visit www.integri-

tyusa.org/gc2006 and subscribe to 

the Integrity News e-mail list.

Briefing for Bishops & Deputies 
Sunday, June 11, 6 PM 

Olentangy Room 

Courtyard by Marriott 

35 W. Spring St

Come learn more about the issues 

that are of particular concern to 

lesbian, gay, bisexual, and trans-

gender [LGBT] Episcopalians dur-

ing General Convention!

Visit www.integrityusa.org/gc2006 

for our platform and up-to-date 

information on resolutions being 

tracked by Integrity.

Integrity Eucharist & Reception 
Friday, June 16, 7 PM 

Trinity Episcopal Church 

125 E Broad St 

Preacher 

The Rt. Rev. Gene Robinson 

Bishop of New Hampshire 

Presider 

The Rev. Susan Russell 

President of Integrity

All LGBT clergy are invited to vest 

and process. Rainbow stoles if 

available. If you plan to process, 

please RSVP by sending an e-mail 

message to eucharist@integrityusa.

org or by visiting the Integrity table.
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· Authorizing use of the marriage rite 

and the rite for Blessing of a Civil 

Marriage in the Book of Common 

Prayer for same-sex couples in 

those jurisdictions that permit 

same-sex marriage, and further 

authorizing modification of gender 

references in the rites to accom-

modate such marriages—FOR

· Directing the Standing 

Commission on Liturgy and Music 

to prepare rites for inclusion in 

the Book of Occasional Services 

to bless couples in domestic part-

nerships and civil unions—FOR

· Directing the Standing 

Commission on Liturgy and 

Music to prepare rites for inclu-

sion in the Book of Occasional 

Services to bless couples for 

whom marriage is not avail-

able—FOR
EX

PE
C

TE
D

 R
ES

O
LU

TI
O

N
S



 Voice of Integrity 13

SPRING 2006

Voice of Integrity

The General 
Convention Blues
The Rev. Edward J. Mills III

The Rt. Rev. Gene Robinson has 

just entered a treatment facility for 

alcohol abuse. We have all been 

battered over human sexuality 

since General Convention last. 

Everyone I know, myself included, 

can look back in horror to bad 

behavior when in conflict about 

it. We are beginning to mend 

and…General Convention is upon 

us again in June. There have been 

periods in the last two years that, 

I must admit, I just wanted to 

retire early, go home, and never 

go to church again. However, 

over the last few months, I have 

awakened to a new heart about 

all this and would like to suggest 

two things we might do, individu-

ally and collectively, to thrive while 

the world spins, seemingly out of 

control, around us.

One of those things is to come 

together around what truly unites 

us, what we truly share together. 

On Sunday 12 February I preached 

about this (you can listen to the 

sermon at http://www.saint-pauls.

org). In that sermon I suggested 

that we can unite in the faith articu-

lated in the baptismal creed, The 

Apostle’s Creed (Book of Common 

Prayer, page 96) and the Church’s 

Creed, the Nicene Creed (Book 

of Common Prayer, page 358). 

Both creeds, particularly the Nicene 

Creed, were hammered and shaped 

upon the anvil of controversy and 

dispute every bit as bitter as our 

own conflicts. For centuries they 

have united us and they have been 

the prisms through which we have 

interpreted Holy Scripture. They hold 

up what we believe that God has 

most clearly revealed to us about 

God, humanity, redemption and 

God’s love. Most of the issues of 

dispute in the Church, as important 

as they may be, are much farther 

out on the periphery of importance 

than those articles of faith articulated 

in the creeds. I suggest that we 

unite around what we agree upon 

and learn to be accepting of each 

other regarding the important mat-

ters that divide us. Debate, argue, 

dispute with each other, even hurt 

each other and then make amends, 

but we must fine a common ground 

upon which to stand.

The other is to make conscious 

decisions about how we respond to 

the conflict swirling around us. Truly, 

hardship can either make us bitter, 

or it can, by God’s grace, make us 

better. We have choices. We can 

make the decision that, no matter 

how afraid we may be, how we may 

hurt, we will allow God to use these 

experiences to forge us as things of 

beauty. I would like to suggest one 

of my favorite poets, John of the 

Cross, as a shining example of how 

one man did exactly that.

John of the Cross, born Juan de 

Yepes in 1542, lived his entire life in 

a terrible period of Spanish history. 

His life was lived in the shadow of 

a century of Spanish and Church 

repression of Jews, Jewish converts 

to Christianity (who were never 

trusted as “true” Christians), and 

Muslims in Spain. During this time 

also transpired the Spanish plunder 

and genocide in the New World 

(read Bartolome de las Casas for a 

first hand account). In turn, in John’s 

lifetime, the Inquisition turned its 

merciless eyes on Protestants and 

reformers such as John and Teresa 

of Avila. He was kidnapped and 

imprisoned twice, the second time 

imprisoned for eight months in 

Toledo. Willis Barnstone tells us of 

his imprisonment:

Juan de la Cruz’s unlit cell was 

actually a small cupboard, not high 

enough for him to stand erect. He 

was taken each day to the refec-

tory, where he was given bread, 

water, and sardine scraps on the 

floor…. While he knelt on the 

ground, the monks walked around 

him, scourging his bare back with 

their leather whips. … He was tor-

tured with such zeal that his shoul-

ders remained crippled for the rest 

of his life. …for most of six months 

he was given no change of cloth-

ing and was infested with lice. He 

had dysentery from the food and 

thought he was being poisoned.

Finally, he escaped. His response 

to his suffering was his poetry. He 

turned his private Hell into a thing 

of beauty. Listen to the words of  

O Living Flame of Love.

O living flame of love,

how tenderly you wound 

my soul in her profoundest core!

you are no longer shy.

do it now, I ask you: 

break the membrane of our 

sweet union.

O soothing cautery!

O wound that is a joy! 

O gentle hand! O delicate touch

tasting of eternity,

repaying every debt. 

Killing, you turn my death to life.

O lamps of human fire,

in deep transparency 

the lowest caverns of the 

senses,

once shadowy and blind,
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flare in light and warmth 

and wake the lover with amaz-

ing joy!

How lovingly and soft

you make my breasts recall 

where you alone lie secretly;

and with your honeyed breath,

replete with grace and glory, 

how tenderly you make me love.

John of the Cross wrote volumi-

nously, but only a small portion 

of his writing is in verse. All of his 

poetry was written while he was 

being tortured by the Church in 

Toledo, or shortly afterwards. He 

could have allowed it to break him, 

to embitter him. Instead, he let 

his hardship and suffering, by the 

grace of God, transform him. He 

left us works of exquisite beauty in 

his poetry that point the way for us 

as well. We too have the decision 

before us as to how we will let the 

broken world around us change us. 

Will we become bitter, or better?

(All quotes are from Willis 

Barnstone’s The Poetry of St. John 

of the Cross.)

God’s peace, 

Jay

The Columbus 
Campaign
By The Rev. David L Norgard

Every three years for thee decades 

now, Integrity has had an effective 

presence at the General Conventions 

of the Episcopal Church and every 

triennium one of the special chal-

lenges for this critical ministry has been 

funding it. This year, with the aim of 

addressing the challenge before the 

fact, Integrity’s Board of Directors decid-

ed to conduct a special, extensive cam-

paign to support its work in Columbus. 

Since December 2005, it has been 

my privilege to direct that work known 

as the Columbus Campaign.

Not unlike most fund-raising 

endeavors, the Columbus Campaign 

has been comprised of several 

phases oriented toward Integrity’s 

various parts and constituencies: 

members and other individual sup-

porters, churches and chapters, dioc-

esan networks and congregational 

circles. Everyone who has a stake in 

the outcome of our advocacy and 

witness has been asked to partici-

pate and, indeed, people from all 

parts of the organization and across 

the country have done so

A pair of anonymous supporters 

helped us get off to a very strong 

start with an extraordinary matching 

gift challenge of $10,000. Equally 

amazing was how quickly members 

responded. We met the challenge, 

matching the gift fully within weeks 

of its announcement. It was then fol-

lowed by two more (one for $2500 

and another for $1000), both of 

which have been met. We all owe a 

debt of gratitude to these individu-

als who challenged many to greater 

generosity and, in so doing, provided 

one of the unanticipated highlights 

and blessings of this campaign.

Another highlight has been the 

extraordinary hospitality offered by 

many in service of the campaign. 

Integrity of the Desert hosted the 

first of a series of six events around 

the country and each has been 

(or will be!) successful in gathering 

thousands of dollars of support for 

the cause. I commend the follow-

ing for their special commitment 

of time and talent: Integrity of the 

Desert (Palm Springs CA), Integrity 

Rochester (NY), Ascension Church 

(New York, NY), Integrity Memphis 

(TN), Integrity San Diego (CA), and 

long-time members Bob Fuller & 

Manny Parian (San Francisco CA).

The financial goal of the campaign 

is $65,000 and, as of the date of 

this writing, we are within $10,000 

of achieving it. The total figure repre-

sents the costs of arranging for and 

supplying both an exhibit booth and 

communications center as well as 

housing and otherwise supporting 

the volunteers who give their hearts 

and minds (not to mention consid-

erable vacation time) to the effort. 

As Integrity has come to enjoy the 

reputation of being one of the most 

effective groups who attend conven-

tion, our financial supporters have 

reason to marvel at what is accom-

plished with their contributions.

Nevertheless, any financial cam-

paign, no matter how successful in 

terms of dollars raised or number 

of people participating, is really only 

an instrumentality by which to real-

ize a greater goal. It is a means to 

an end. The Columbus Campaign, 

for all its phases and mailings and 

gatherings, is just this: a path to 

helping a church we love mature 

enough in wisdom and love so 

that it means what it says. The real 

aim is to help our church see and 

believe that “all” really means ALL.
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The Bible and 
Homosexuality: 
The Abomination 
of Leviticus
The Rev. Edward J. Mills III

[This article is the third in a series 

of articles examining each of the 

proof texts from the Bible that are 

used to argue that homosexuality 

is sinful. Each article will examine 

one of these texts in the light of 

current scholarship.]

In this essay I shall address the two 

passages that are, arguably, the most 

commonly used passages to con-

demn homosexuality, Leviticus 18:22 

and 20:13. They read, respectively: 

You shall not lie with a male as with 

a woman; it is an abomination, and, 

If a man lies with a male as with a 

woman, both of them have commit-

ted an abomination; they shall be put 

to death, their blood is upon them 

(Revised Standard Version).

What could be clearer, less 

ambiguous, and less open to inter-

pretation? Surely, if one regards 

the Bible as God’s Word then 

the popular bumper sticker that 

reads, “God said it, I believe it, that 

settles it.” applies. But, does it?

First of all, this text if read literally 

and applied, only forbids male 

homosexual activity, not female. 

In fact female homosexual activ-

ity, if mentioned at all in the 

Bible, is only mentioned once 

in the Book of Romans in the 

New Testament. I will, for now, 

assume that these two passages 

might, in fact, condemn male 

homosexual activity (though I will 

suggest, by the end of this essay 

that, indeed, they do not if trans-

lated and interpreted properly).

A second point is that if one is 

to take these passages at face 

value, then male homosexual 

behavior must be a capital 

offense. The offenders must be 

put to death for their offence. 

The Church did, in fact, take this 

second half of Leviticus 20:13 

to heart for hundreds of years 

and did execute homosexuals. If, 

however, we chose to not take 

the second half of this verse 

literally, then one must explain 

why the first half of the pas-

sage must be taken literally, as 

well as that of Leviticus 18:22. 

The truth of the matter is that 

the Church has always had to 

interpret the text of the Bible 

and make the difficult decisions 

between the passages it reads 

and enforces literally and the 

many it chooses not to read and 

enforce literally. Once one actu-

ally reads the Bible carefully, the 

adage: “God said it, I believe it, 

that settles it.” is specious. It is 

great propaganda; it makes a 

great sound-bite, but it is impos-

sible to truly put into application.

To further complicate matters here, 

in the passages immediately fol-

lowing these two passages we also 

find the following commands:

1. If anyone insults his father or his 

mother, he shall be put to death. 

(Lv. 20:9)

2. If a man lies with a woman in her 

(menstrual) infirmity and uncov-

ers her nakedness…; both of 

them shall be cut off from among 

their people. (20:18)

3. When the daughter of a priest 

defiles herself through harlotry, it 

is her father whom she defiles; 

she shall be put to death. (21:9)

4. And when you reap the harvest 

of your land, you shall not reap 

all the way to the edges of your 

field, or gather the gleanings 

of your harvest; you shall leave 

them for the poor and the strang-

er. (23:22)

Why, if we enforce Leviticus 18:22 

and 20:13, do we not enforce 

these as well? Is not our reading  

of the Bible rather arbitrary?

In fact the Law of Moses explicitly, 

absolutely, and repeatedly forbids 

usury (loaning money at inter-

est); the very foundation of our 

current economic system. There 

is no ambiguity about the Biblical 

forbiddance of usury, yet we all 

participate in the practice daily. 

The Law also explicitly, absolutely, 

and repeatedly commands God’s 

people to tithe (and much more) 

from their income, a practice 

that has been endorsed by the 

Church, but not widely practiced. 

It also commands God’s people 

to keep the Jewish Sabbath 

(Saturday) and to violate it was a 

capital offense. Christians observe 

Sunday as our “Sabbath” because 

it is the day of Jesus’ resurrection, 

but I know of no Christian who 

observes the absolute ban on 

work of the Jewish Sabbath. The 

Law also explicitly, absolutely, and 

repeatedly forbids God’s people 

to consume any pork or shell fish 

(so much for shrimp cocktail or 

lobster bisque!)
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The point here is, that since the 

Historical Jesus walked the earth 

in the first century C. E., his follow-

ers have had to, each generation, 

make the difficult decisions about 

what parts of the Law of Moses 

are binding for all time and which 

are time bound; which are relics of 

a specific time and culture. These 

decisions became matters of 

great consequence in the English 

Reformation when the Anglican 

Church was fighting a dual battle 

against both Rome and Puritanism 

in how to interpret the Bible. 

The Preface of the First Book of 

Common Prayer and the Articles 

of Religion (printed on pages 866 

and 867ff, respectively, in our cur-

rent Book of Common Prayer) are 

redolent with references to these 

sort of debates which raged in the 

16th century, and Articles VII and 

XXXIV deal specifically with these 

sort of issues. In short, if, in fact, 

Leviticus 18:22 and 20:13 do for-

bid male homosexual activity, the 

Church must decide if and why 

this prohibition is still binding for 

“Christian men”, using the words 

of Article VII. I would suggest that 

if Leviticus 18:22 and 20:13 do, 

in fact, forbid male homosexual 

behavior, the Church must ascer-

tain four things before we make 

them binding for today’s Church:

1. Whether these two prohibi-

tions are explicit, absolute, and 

repeated enough in Holy Writ to 

be compellingly clear as God’s 

command for all time.

2. Whether these prohibitions match 

other similar explicit, absolute, 

and repeated prohibitions in 

other parts of God’s Word.

3. Whether there are compelling 

reasons for obeying this pro-

hibition when we do not find 

compelling reasons to follow the 

Law’s commands on usury, the 

Sabbath, tithing, and eating pork 

or shell fish.

4. Why, in fact, if we forbid male 

homosexuality because of these 

two brief passages, we then do 

not enforce the entire text of 

Leviticus 20:13 and enforce the 

death penalty for those who 

violate it.

I do not believe that we can, in 

fact, meet the challenge of any of 

these four interpretive questions, 

and therefore cannot take the two 

passages from Leviticus as binding 

for the Church today.

Beyond all this, I would suggest 

that Leviticus 18:22 and 20:13 do 

not in fact prohibit male homo-

sexual behavior in the first place. I 

would argue that we have, in fact, 

mistranslated and misinterpreted 

them. As I read and re-read the 

Hebrew texts of these two com-

mands from Leviticus, I read 

them within the context of the 

long strings of prohibitions in the 

Hebrew texts in which they are 

embedded. I notice something 

very peculiar about them. They 

are both couched in very peculiar, 

very idiosyncratic Hebrew. They are 

written in a very different phraseol-

ogy than the sexual prohibitions 

around them. Literally translated, 

they should be translated “With 

a man you shall not lie with the 

lying of a woman.” and “If a man 

lies with a man with the lying of 

a woman...” respectively. I began 

to wonder why the author might 

have worded these command-

ments in such a unique way and 

what he might actually be prohibit-

ing. In time, I began to connect 

them to what we do know about 

similar things going on in another 

Mediterranean culture at roughly 

the same time – that of Greece.

I have long been fascinated by the 

similar and simultaneous histori-

cal development of the Hebrew 

and Greek peoples, cultures, and 

literature from about the years 

1300 through 300 B. C. E. They 

both emerge from the Late Bronze 

Age/Early Iron Age with similar 

epic traditions and cultures (as 

different as they also might be). 

They both are, during this period, 

transitioning from more tribal 

origins to more urban, complex 

cultures; from a more heroic cul-

ture to more literate, scribal, and 

bureaucratic states. Both cultures 

are defined by their own great epic 

stories, in Greece “Homer’s” Iliad 

and Odyssey and for the Hebrew 

people “Moses’” stories of the 

Exodus from Egypt, the revelation 

at Sinai, and Wilderness Wandering 

and “Joshua’s” Conquest of the 

Promised Land (In the biblical 

books of Exodus through Joshua). 

Both epics relate events believed 

to have taken place in the 13th 

century B. C. E. Having been 

passed along orally for centuries 

these great defining epics begin 

to be written down at roughly the 

“The truth of the matter 
is that the Church has 
always had to interpret 
the text of the Bible 
and make the difficult 
decisions…”
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same time, (very loosely) from the 

9th to the 4th centuries B. C. E. In 

thinking about all this, I began to 

wonder if there might be some-

thing going on in contemporary 

Greek culture that might shed light 

upon exactly what Leviticus 18:22 

and 20:13 might be referencing. I 

then made the connection.

We know that male homosexuality 

was, in fact, greatly esteemed in 

Greek culture, in fact, it was gener-

ally preferred to heterosexual rela-

tionships. It was done so in a very 

male dominated, machismo, status 

driven culture which also hap-

pened to be quite misogynist. We 

also know that, in Greek culture 

(among adult male citizens, an 

important distinction); there was a 

widely practiced mentorship which 

older men practiced with younger, 

post majority, men. They would 

take on these young men as men-

tors and that mentorship almost 

always involved being lovers. The 

older man was the “active” partner 

in the sexual relationship while 

the younger man was the “pas-

sive” member of the pair, taking 

the “woman’s” role, if you will. 

Eventually the young man would 

grow beyond this mentorship and 

would quite often end up similarly 

mentoring other young men.

There were very few sexual, spe-

cifically homosexual, practices 

that were frowned upon by Greek 

citizens, but there was in fact 

one that was. This was any older 

man who continued, beyond the 

mentoring of young adulthood, to 

prefer the passive role of homo-

sexual love and sex. That behavior 

was, I fact, quite distasteful to 

most Greek men. It was so, oddly, 

not because of the act itself, but 

because it made a man behave 

like a woman. He was, hence, act-

ing like a woman, a great disgrace 

for any Greek man in this very 

status driven society. This distaste 

for the preference for the passive 

homosexual role was a function of 

the machismo, misogynist, status 

driven nature of Greek culture, 

not a comment on any distaste 

for homosexuality in general. And, 

in fact, this prohibition fits exactly 

Leviticus’ odd prohibition of “a 

man lying with a man with the 

lying of a woman.”

Hence, I would argue, and argue 

strongly, that Leviticus 18:22 and 

20:13 do not in any way forbid 

homosexual love at all, but only 

those who to act like women 

during homosexual lovemak-

ing. They are, in fact, a function 

of the misogyny of all ancient 

Mediterranean cultures, and do 

not have any relevance to any 

modern practices whatsoever. As 

a final note, I am not suggesting 

here that the Hebrew culture that 

paralleled that of Greek culture 

in many ways had a similar high 

regard for homosexuality. I simply 

am calling attention to the quirki-

ness of the Hebrew in these two 

texts that read far more naturally 

as prohibitions of men acting like 

women, a behavior that we 

know was culturally shunned in 

the parallel Greek world. Other 

“female” behaviors on the part 

of men were also shunned in 

the Hebrew culture as well. I do 

not think we have enough textual 

evidence to know with any surety 

what the Hebrews believed about 

homosexuality. It was either never 

there or was cleaned up by later 

scribes. Moreover, any contempo-

rary Greek reader would, however, 

have read our two passages as 

commands to act like men, not as 

commands forbidding homosexu-

ality. I suspect that contemporary 

Hebrew readers would have as 

well. Furthermore, contemporary 

Greek readers would also have 

assumed that the relationship 

between David and Jonothan 

was that of lovers the same way 

that they would have assumed 

that Achilles and Patroclus, in the 

Iliad, were lovers. But, what they 

would have assumed and what 

modern scholarship can docu-

ment are vastly different things. 

We simply do not have the neces-

sary evidence to even speculate 

about what the ancient Hebrews 

believed about homosexual-

ity. I am sure, however, of what 

Leviticus 18:22 and 20:13 are 

forbidding, and it is not homosexu-

ality in general.

And this raises the central ques-

tion about these two passages: 

Do we really wish to prohibit a 

“passive”, “feminine” role in either 

homosexual or heterosexual love 

simply because of an ancient cul-

tural disdain of women in general? 

I think not. I would suggest we 

must simply let the commands of 

Leviticus 18:22 and 20:13 die the 

obscure death they deserve.

Next edition: Romans.
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Integrity Membership Information Change Form

Old Information

New Information

Integrity Membership Form 
Please mail your check or money order with this form to: Integrity, 620 Park Ave, #311, Rochester, NY 14607-2943. 

Name(s)

Address

City      State  ZIP

Phone

E-mail

Chapter Diocese

 

I want to share in Integrity’s work for justice for     Individual Annual Membership, $35 

LGBT folk! Please enter my membership as checked     Couple Annual Membership, $60 

and begin my subscription to the Voice of Integrity.    Low Income/Students/Seniors, $10

Please mail this form to: Integrity, 620 Park Ave, #311, Rochester, NY 14607-2943.

Name(s)

Address

City      State  ZIP

Phone

Email

Chapter      Diocese

Name(s)

Address

City      State  ZIP

Phone

Email

Chapter      Diocese
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Become an Integrity Partner!
Does your congregation or organization share Integrity’s vision? If so, 
we urge you support our ministry by becoming a corporate partner. 
Partners receive:

• a subscription to Voice of Integrity

• a partnership certificate suitable for display, and

• a listing on Integrity’s web site and in Voice of Integrity. (Both are a great 
way to announce that you are welcoming to LGBT folk!)

A complete list of all Integrity partners can be found at  
www.integrityusa.org/partners/.

Name of Congregation/Organization

Contact Person (for Integrity use only)

Address

City State ZIP

Telephone

E-mail

Web Page

Level of Support  $75 (min)  Other ____________

Signature of senior clergy person

Mail this form, along with you your check made payable to “Integrity” to:   
Integrity, 620 Park Ave, #311, Rochester, NY 14607-2943

Integrity Partnership Form
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CONTRIBUTE TO INTEGRITY ONLINE! 

Integrity accepts online credit card donations via Network For Good. You may designate your gift for a special project—such as the 

Hopkins Fund For Global Mission—if you wish. You may also make your gift in honor of a friend or family  

member, and notify them of your gift by e-mail. All donations are tax deductible. To make a donation, click the Donate Now button at:

www.integrityusa.org

The bylaws of national Integrity 

mandate that a new Board of 

Directors be elected during May 

2006. A Nominating Committee—

composed of representatives 

from each region—was appointed 

by President Susan Russell 

last autumn. The Nominating 

Committee solicited nomina-

tions from the membership; the 

deadline for filing nominations 

was March 15th. The Nominating 

Committee has determined that 

the candidates below meet the 

qualifications to run for office…

President 
The Rev. Susan Russell  

(Pasadena, CA)

Secretary 

Mr. Carl Eric Johnson (Rye, NH) 

Treasurer 
Mr. Frank B. Dowd (Naples, FL) 

Midwest Regional Vice President 
Dr. Robert Bennett  

(Columbus, OH) 

Northeast Regional  
Vice President 
Mr. Neil Houghton (Rochester, NY) 

South Central Regional  
Vice President 
Ms. Barbara “Barbi” Click  

(Fort Worth, TX) 

Southeast Regional  
Vice President 
Mr. Brad LaMonte (Birmingham, AL) 

Western Regional  
Vice President 
Mr. William H. “Bart” Bartosh  

(San Miguel, CA) 

The Rev. Thomas S. Bigelow 

(Seattle, WA) 

The Rev. Robert Haydon DeWolfe 

(Honolulu, HI) 

Biographies and photos of the candi-

dates can be viewed at www.integri-

tyusa.org/election/biographies.pdf

All members whose dues are 

current will receive biographies 

and ballots by mail during the last 

week of April. Households will 

receive two ballots. Individuals will 

receive one ballot. Ballots must 

be postmarked by May 30th and 

mailed to the chapter that has 

been appointed the teller:

Dignity-Integrity/Phoenix 

PO Box 34561 

Phoenix, AZ 85067-4561
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