In the light of the coming changes in the polity of the PCUSA, it is our desire that every one of our congregations retain the unity and fellowship we have long enjoyed as members of this presbytery and fulfill their calling to advance the kingdom of God.

We recommend that the presbytery authorize the establishment of a fellowship of Presbyterian congregations which each of its member congregations or ministers may join if they so choose, while remaining particular congregations or ministers of the presbytery.  The fellowship’s purpose will be to further the Great Ends of the Church (G-1.0200) by providing for its congregations an opportunity
1. to express the essential tenets of the Reformed faith more clearly than the current polity of the Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.) allows.
2. to hold its member congregations and officers accountable for upholding these tenets as defined by the fellowship.
3. to form groups within the fellowship to further such accountability and communion.

4. to insist that all those who are called to office in the Church lead a life in obedience to Scripture and in conformity to the historic confessional standards of the church.  Among these standards is the requirement to live either in fidelity within the covenant of marriage between a man and a woman (W-4.9001), or chastity in singleness.  Persons refusing to repent of any self-acknowledged practice which the confessions call sin shall not be ordained and/or installed as deacons, elders, or ministers of the Word and Sacrament by any congregation in the fellowship.

5. to maintain or form mission partnerships with other Reformed bodies both nationally and internationally.

Rationale
The Rationale for each point follows:

1.  The Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.) has consistently refused to define the “essential tenets of the Reformed faith” which the officers of the Church are nevertheless required to “receive and adopt” (W-4.4003).  As recently as the year 2004, the 216th General Assembly refused even to reorganize the content of G-2.0300-.0500 in order to make it clear that these paragraphs are simply “among the tenets deemed essential to an understanding of the Reformed Faith” (GA Minutes, 2004, Part I, p. 608).  This lack of specificity has not served the Church well.

Moreover, the General Assembly has refused to allow individual sessions and presbyteries the right to raise up specific tenets or standards of the Church as essential for themselves.  The General Assembly Permanent Judicial Commission (GAPJC), in Bush et al v. Presbytery of Pittsburgh (Remedial Case 218-10), says that presbyteries and sessions may not say ahead of time that they will in fact enforce certain parts of the constitution, even where it comes to examining candidates for ordination:  “Restatements of the Book of Order, in whatever form they are adopted, are themselves an obstruction to the same standard of constitutional governance no less than attempts to depart from mandatory provisions.”  This is because, according to Bush, such restatements imply that specific standards can, in fact, be neglected or ignored.  And so, Bush requires the standards of the church to be applied to candidates only on a case-by-case basis.
At the same time, governing bodies at all levels of the Church have the responsibility to “bear testimony against error in doctrine and immorality in life” and to “resolve questions of doctrine and of discipline” (G-9.0102b).   In order for the congregations of this presbytery publicly to profess the Christian faith, and therefore to bear faithful testimony against error, it is thus necessary for them to join a fellowship that is not under the direct control of the General Assembly.  The fellowship will be free to make clear what its member congregations believe to be the essential tenets of the Reformed faith, even while this presbytery is not free to make such a statement within its current ecclesiastical context.

2 and 3. Because the General Assembly has refused to specify the essential tenets of the Reformed faith, the officers of the Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.) have had too much latitude in matters of belief.  Moreover, the General Assembly has stated that officers even have the opportunity to declare that they will not in fact be bound by specific requirements of the Church’s polity.  By adopting an overture from John Knox Presbytery, the 218th General Assembly made this clear:  “Section G-6.0108 requires examining bodies to give prayerful and careful consideration, on an individual, case-by-case basis, to any departure from an ordination standard in matters of belief or practice that a candidate may declare during examination” (GA Minutes, 2008, Part I, p. 379). The Stated Clerk’s Advisory Opinion #22 says this about the General Assembly’s action:  “We believe this modifies the 2008 GAPJC decision of Bush v. Presbytery of Pittsburgh, in that the scrupling of either belief or practice is now allowed.”

Standards which can be set aside at will are not standards at all, and rules which do not have to be followed are not rules.  Since by its action, the General Assembly has not permitted this presbytery to hold its members accountable in any meaningful way, it is necessary for its ministers and congregations to belong to another fellowship in which they are free to do so.  It may be necessary for the fellowship to form sub-groups within itself to make such mutual accountability truly effective.
4. On July 10, 2011, this requirement will be stricken from the Book of Order.  In order for the congregations of this presbytery to uphold their beliefs, it will thus become necessary for them to form a fellowship in which such an expression will be permitted.
5. One of the principal arguments against altering the ordination standards of the Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.) cites the affect this will have on our mission partners around the world.  If the upcoming change in our ordination standards causes the relationship between our denomination and our worldwide mission partners to be severed, it will be important for the congregations of this presbytery to be able to relate to our mission partners through an organization distinct from the Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.).  The fellowship authorized by this presbytery should fill that need.
