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49th GENERAL ASSEMBLY OVERTURES 

Pre-General Assembly Preparations by Rev. Fred Greco. 
PLEASE NOTE: 
 The assessments below are my own, but they are also informed by discussions and materials prepared by others. In a similar 
way, I know that I may be persuaded by the debate at the Assembly. It is also possible that one or more Overtures could be amended 
by the work of the Overtures Committee in such a way as to convince me to change my mind. Further, in all my comments, I am 
commenting as a churchman and presbyter. Nothing in these comments should be taken as addressing any pending or impending 
matter before the Standing Judicial Commission. You may forward this to others so long as this document is not altered and this 
disclaimer is included. 
 Find the full text of the overtures at: http://www.pcaac.org/general-assembly/overtures/. 
 
AN INITIAL THOUGHT: In past years, I have proposed a docket for the Overtures Committee (OC), setting forth the order in 
which the OC takes up the overtures. It helped the committee get through the significant amount of work before it. This year, I am 
not serving on the OC, but it is my hope that the OC will adopt a docket to take up overtures in groups by topic. This makes it 
easier to deal with multiple overtures on the same topic and helps to ensure that the best overture of the group is the starting point. 
Additionally, because overtures proposing amendments to the Rules of Assembly Operations (RAO) require a vote of not only a 2/3 
majority but also a majority of the total enrollment of commissioners (RAO 20), a partial OC report early Wednesday morning with 
the RAO overtures would be wise. 
 
PLEASE NOTE (6/16): I have fixed several typos, including in my recommendation on Overture 6, in 
Attachment 1 and Attachment 2. The original version also did not include what is now Overture 40 and 
has the following two renumbered as 41 and 42. I have also revised my recommendation for Overture 1, 
based on helpful comments by David Coffin. I have added revisions to Overture 8 which I believe improve 
it after interaction with others. Finally, the formatting of Attachment 2 needed correction to show what 
should be deleted and added properly. 
  

# SUBJECT POSITION PRESB COC 
2021-19 
 
 

Amend BCO 38-1 and 42-
2 to Allow Appealing a 
Censure in a Case without 
Process 

AFFIRMATIVE. 

This is a helpful change that clarifies due process rights for 
a censured person. There has been confusion regarding 
BCO 38-1 Complaints, not the least of which is that a 
person who is not the subject of the censure could file a 
complaint and supersede the censured person. Changing 
to an appeal prioritizes the censured person’s case. 

Pacific 
Northwest-
REVISED 

OC 

2021-20 
 
 

Amend BCO 31-10 and 
33-4 on Pre-trial Non-
Disciplinary Suspensions 

AFFIRMATIVE. 

The overture will clarify and raise the bar for suspending 
the official functions of an officer under process and 
preventing a member from approaching the Lord’s Table. 
This is a good overture, and the rationale is well thought 
out. 

Pacific 
Northwest 

OC 

2021-21 
 

Amend BCO 42-6 and 
Vote Required for 
Maintaining Censure 
during an Appeal 

AFFIRMATIVE. 

The argument is the same as for Overture 20. 

Pacific 
Northwest 

OC 

http://www.pcaac.org/general-assembly/overtures/
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# SUBJECT POSITION PRESB COC 
2021-34 
 

Amend BCO 38-1 re 
Confession Timing for 
Case Without Process 

AFFIRMATIVE. 

The reality of discipline cases is that they are rarely clear 
and clean processes. The accused may well be brought to a 
sense of his guilt by the filing of an indictment and 
therefore seek to come forward and make his offense 
known. It could also be the case that the accused would 
make an offense known that is not identical in all respects 
to the indictment or investigatory material. The 
prosecutor should have the discretion to allow the matter 
to move ahead as a 38-1 case without process if that 
appears in the best interest of justice and the honor of 
Christ. At the same time, the prosecutor should be free to 
move ahead with the case of process. All of this is better 
served by not making such discussions admissible. 

Pacific 
Northwest 

OC 

2021-35 Amend BCO 38-1 re 
Counsel for Case Without 
Process 

AFFIRMATIVE. 

Because discipline cases are complex and difficult, it seems 
to advance the cause of justice to allow for assistance to 
the accused at any point in the process. This is preferable 
to assuming PCA members know all the intricacies of the 
Rules of Discipline. Limitations on who may be counsel 
(32-19) should prevent any misuse. 

Pacific 
Northwest 

OC 

2021-40 Amend BCO 32-13 and 
35-5 to Allow Victim 
Protection Provisions 

AFFIRMATIVE AS AMENDED. 

The issue of witnesses has been made more complex, both 
in the Church and with the civil magistrate, by cases of 
abuse and minors as witnesses. This Overture, however, is 
needlessly complicated and limits the reasonable 
accommodations a court could provide to only certain 
kinds of cases. Better to link those accommodations to the 
type of witness than in the kind of case (which could be 
multi-faceted or confusing). I prefer an amended version 
primarily suggested by David Coffin, to which I have 
added some additional language, particularly not to limit 
new 35-4 to minors, but instead to give the court broader 
discretion in this. We should also note that 
accommodations are already given to witnesses at a 
distance (BCO 32-8). See Attachment 1. 

Tennessee 
Valley 

OC 

2021-41 Amend BCO 35-1 to 
Expand Potential Witness 
Eligibility 

NEGATIVE. 

It has always been the case that potential witnesses would 
not believe in God. Yet, our standard has always been that 
because we cannot judge the heart of witnesses, we need 
some proof that they are credible. Further, even if we 
remove the offending sentence in BCO 35-1, such a 
witness would not be able to take the oath in BCO 35-6. 

Tennessee 
Valley 

OC 
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# SUBJECT POSITION PRESB COC 
1 Docket Overtures 

Committee Report as a GA 
Order of the Day 

AFFIRMATIVE AS AMENDED. 

I hope a (germane) substitute can be proposed to amend 
RAO 15-8.a as a new last sentence: 

“The report shall be docketed as a special order 
immediately following the special order for the 
Nominating Committee (cf. RAO 8-4.j).” 

This Overture requires a necessary and helpful change in 
the Assembly docket. Far too often, debate on Overtures 
goes very late into the Thursday evening of the Assembly, 
with debate being cut off as the Assembly seeks to 
conclude before a Friday session. Priority should be given 
to the business of the Assembly rather than prepared 
reports of the Permanent Committees and Agencies. The 
AC’s recommendation (Commissioner’s Handbook 
(“CH”) 331) is not persuasive. Although each year’s 
business may vary, this would ensure that the Overtures 
report would be no later than Thursday morning. Nothing 
would prevent partial reports soon than that. Far better to 
have video reports later on Thursday than substantial 
discussions about the business of the Church. 

Palmetto AC 

2 Amend BCO 22-3 to 
Allow Assistant Pastors to 
file Complaints against 
Sessions 

NEGATIVE. 

It would confuse our polity to allow Teaching Elders to 
file a complaint against a body whose jurisdiction they are 
not subject (BCO 43-1). To even be effective, this 
Overture would need to amend BCO 43-1, which would 
create a whole new set of problems. Pastors and associate 
pastors called by the congregation are not permitted to file 
complaints against a Session (because of 43-1), and this 
Overture does not seem to think that is a problem. 

NOTE: CCB advises that this creates conflict with 43-1. 

Tennessee 
Valley 

CCB, 
OC 

3 Withdraw from the 
National Association of 
Evangelicals 

AFFIRMATIVE. 

It is long past time for the PCA to withdraw from the 
NAE. The NAE has been turned into a political 
commenting body in the last decade, making explicit 
political statements and lobbying for various political 
positions, legislation, and executive actions. Regardless of 
the political stance taken, the Church should not be 
involved in such. To make matters worse, the NAE has 
actively lobbied for legislation contrary to our Standards. 
Finally, no other NAPARC body is a member of the 
NAE. 

Pee Dee IRC 

4 Vacated    

5 Vacated    
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# SUBJECT POSITION PRESB COC 
6 Amend BCO 31-10 and 

33-4 Regarding 
Suspensions during Process 
or Delay 

ANSWER BY REFERENCE to Overture 2021-20. 

The arguments to substitute a vague “prudence and 
wisdom” standard are not persuasive. If they were, then no 
amendment to the BCO would be necessary. But I am 
instead persuaded that if a court wants to take a significant 
restriction on someone under process without the benefit 
of all process (including producing evidence of 
innocence), the bar should be set high. The ¾ vote 
threshold is appropriate. 

Nashville CCB, 
OC 

7 Amend BCO 42-6 
Regarding Suspending 
Judgment during Appeal 

ANSWER BY REFERENCE to Overture 2021-21. 

The arguments for rejecting this Overture in favor of 
2021-21 are similar to those related to Overture 6. The 
2/3 vote threshold is appropriate and straightforward to 
apply. 

Nashville CCB, 
OC 

8 Amend BCO 33-1 and 
BCO 34-1 Establishing 
Percentage Threshold for 
Original Jurisdiction 
Requests 

AFFIRMATIVE AS AMENDED. 

As the author of this Overture, I very much support its 
passing. BCO 34-1 is one of the most confusing and 
unwieldy provisions in our Constitution. This Overture 
fixes two problems: (1) it removes the subjective and 
complex requirement of “refuses to act,” which has never 
been defined; and (2) it increases the number of courts 
(Sessions in 33-1, Presbyteries in 34-1) required to ensure 
that there is an issue of great significance to the broader 
Church. I am hopeful that an improved version (which I 
have helped draft) will be approved (Attachment 3). 

This provision must be changed. I would support it even 
if the OC modifies it by changing the percentage of courts 
required (or changes it to a specific number of courts). 
However, I would also advise that increasing the number 
too high would bring more significant disturbance to the 
Church as more and more courts are solicited to make a 
33-1 or 34-1 request. 

Finally, I would note that 34-1 describes these as 
“requests,” not overtures. Such a request comes to the 
General Assembly and is treated under OMSJC 16. 

NOTE: I disagree heartily with CCB’s advice that the 
Overture is in conflict with BCO 11-14 or 31-2. If it 
were, current 34-1 would be in conflict, a suggestion that 
has not been made in the times 34-1 has been invoked. 

Houston 
Metro 

CCB, 
OC 

9 Amend BCO 34-1 to 
Establish Percentage 
Threshold for Original 
Jurisdiction Requests 

ANSWER BY REFERENCE to Overture 8. 

The author of Overture 9 has indicated to me that he 
supports the version of Overture 8. 

Calvary CCB, 
OC 

10 Restructure Boundary of 
the Presbytery of 
Southwest Florida 

AFFIRMATIVE if approved by MNA CoC 

Both affected Presbyteries support this Overture. 

Southwest 
Florida 

MNA 
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# SUBJECT POSITION PRESB COC 
11 Amend BCO 25-2.e and 

Add a New Item BCO 25-
2.f, New Percentage 
Threshold for Calling 
Large Church 
Congregational Meetings 

NEGATIVE. 

When BCO 25-2 was adopted, subsection e was 
intentionally not tied to a percentage of the congregation 
(and could have been). This change would affect only a 
very small percentage of churches (less than 3%) and 
appears unnecessary. The Overture fails to note that even 
if a congregational meeting is called by 100 members, 
there must be a quorum of ¼ of the members to transact 
business. So the smaller number is insufficient act transact 
business. It appears that the quorum number is sufficient 
to protect against abuse. Finally, nothing would stop a 
Session from calling a congregational meeting with fewer 
member requests (or no member request at all). 

Korean 
Capital 

CCB, 
OC 

12 Amend BCO 16 by 
Adding a New Paragraph 
BCO 16-4 with Wording 
from the Report of the Ad 
Interim Committee on 
Human Sexuality 

ANSWER BY REFERENCE to Overture 29. 

I am not opposed to this Overture. I believe Overture 29 
is more likely to garner 2/3 of Presbyteries approval. 

Hills and 
Plains 

CCB, 
OC 

13 Petition United States 
Government to End 
Abortion  

AFFIRMATIVE. 

This petition is in line with previous petitions by the PCA 
(1978, 1986) and prophetically declares the truth of God’s 
Word (specifically on the 6th Commandment) to our civil 
authorities. It is especially relevant when more legislatures 
than ever could be considering laws to protect life. 

Ascension OC 

14 Change the Composition 
of the SJC by Amending 
BCO 15-4 and RAO 17-1; 
Amend OMSJC 5.1 and 
6.1 

NEGATIVE. 

Concerns with the SJC can be resolved within the current 
structure (e.g., through elections). This Overture would 
create an unwieldy body almost four times the size of the 
current SJC. 

An additional matter is cost. Currently, $75 of the 
Assembly registration fee is apportioned to the costs of the 
SJC. Tripling the size of the SJC would likely triple the 
cost, bring the Assembly fee up to $600 per commissioner 
instead of $450. 

Westminster CCB, 
OC; to 
SJC for 
OMSJ
C only 

15 Amend BCO 7 to 
Disqualify from Office 
Men Identifying as 
Homosexual 

ANSWER BY REFERENCE to Overture 29. Westminster CCB, 
OC 
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# SUBJECT POSITION PRESB COC 
16 Amend BCO 25-2 to 

Require Annual 
Congregational Meeting 
and Reporting Standards 

NEGATIVE. 

This Overture was rejected by the Presbytery and appears 
to be unduly controlling of the affairs of a congregation. 
Congregational members already can call a 
Congregational Meeting with a relatively small threshold 
(BCO 25-1) for any reason and for any stated business. 
Sessions can currently call “annual meetings” under the 
BCO. Further, the subject matter proposed in the 
Overture is not actual business requiring a congregational 
vote. It may be better suited for an informational meeting 
without all the strictures of a BCO 25 Congregational 
Meeting. 

NOTE: CCB advises that this creates conflict with BCO 
29-2, 36-3, 36-6, and 37-4. 

TE Ted 
Lester 

CCB, 
OC 

17 Amend BCO 32-3 to 
Require Open Proceedings 
for Trials 

NEGATIVE. 

This Overture would unduly restrict a court from going 
into executive session when the circumstances are 
determined to be best dealt with in executive session. Our 
courts may go into executive session for several reasons, 
including deliberations of the Administrative Committee, 
Committees of Commissioners, the Overtures 
Committee, and the Standing Judicial Commission. An 
accused should not be able to set the procedures of a 
court. 

TE Ted 
Lester 

CCB, 
OC 

18 Amend RAO 3-2 by 
Adding an Administrative 
Responsibility for the 
Stated Clerk’s Office 
Regarding the Processing 
of Allegations. 

AFFIRMATIVE. 

Many members (and elders!) of the PCA are unfamiliar 
with the Rules of Discipline and how cases of process are 
instituted. As a result, often cases (especially cases of 
scandal) are publicized on social media instead of in the 
courts of the Church). While it is true that the Stated 
Clerk’s Office typically fulfills the duties set forth in the 
Overture, this amendment would be helpful in that it 
would make clear to others that the Stated Clerk’s Office 
performs these duties. 

Pacific 
Northwest 

CCB, 
AC 

19 Amend BCO 15-2 
Regarding Presbytery 
Commission Membership 
and Quorum 

NEGATIVE. 

There is no confusion between BCO 15-1 and 15-3. A 
commission is always composed of members of the larger 
body (indeed, it must be to “deliberate upon and conclude 
the business referred to it”). The language of 15-3 about 
“members” exists because in the case of a judicial 
commission, the members may not be “members of the 
Session of the church from which the case comes up.” 
This Overture is unnecessary. 

Northwest 
Georgia 

CCB, 
OC 

20 Amend BCO 16 by 
Adding Paragraph 16-4 on 
Qualifications for 
Ordination 

ANSWER BY REFERENCE to Overture 29. 

I am not opposed to this Overture. I believe Overture 29 
is more likely to garner 2/3 of Presbyteries approval. 

Northwest 
Georgia 

CCB, 
OC 



6/16/2022  7 

# SUBJECT POSITION PRESB COC 
21 Amend BCO 43-2 and 43-

3 Regarding Timing for 
Considering a Complaint 
[Note: Title revised 4-12-
22] 

NEGATIVE. 

The Overture does not specify what happens if the 
Complaint is filed less than seven days from the meeting 
of the court. Further, the fact that current BCO 43 states 
that “The court shall consider the complaint at its next 
stated meeting, or at a called meeting prior to its next 
stated meeting” (emphasis added) means that a Session 
could receive a Complaint and then call a meeting (per 
BCO 12-6) less than seven days hence and make the 
Complaint noncompliant. Finally, the Overture makes no 
similar change with respect to appeals. If a court feels 
pressed by the Complaint’s timing, it need not finally 
adjudicate the Complaint at that next meeting; it could 
recess to a later time. 

Northwest 
Georgia 

CCB, 
OC 

22 Amend RAO 3-2.h, 
Making Statistical Data 
Digitally Accessible 

AFFIRMATIVE AS AMENDED. 

It is important and will help the Church for electronic 
data to be available to the Church. The AC has 
recommended it be answered in the affirmative with a 
slight amendment. The amendment is acceptable. 

Northwest 
Georgia 

CCB, 
AC 

23 Amend BCO 16 by 
Adding Paragraph 16-4 on 
Qualifications for 
Ordination 

ANSWER BY REFERENCE to Overture 29. 

I am not opposed to this Overture. I believe Overture 29 
is more likely to garner 2/3 of Presbyteries approval. 

Southeast 
Alabama 

CCB, 
OC 

24 Amend RAO 11-2 and 11-
10 to Clarify Who May 
Submit an Overture 

AFFIRMATIVE. 

As the author of the Overture, I would point out that this 
seeks to clarify what is already the practice in the PCA, 
that an individual member may not submit an Overture 
to the Assembly. A non-elder could submit an Overture to 
his Session or to a Teaching Elder, who could, in turn, 
submit it to Presbytery for consideration. Even if the 
Presbytery rejects the Overture, it could be carried forward 
via RAO 11-10. It would not be wise to open up the 
business of the Assembly to hundreds of thousands of 
members. 

Further, individual members do not need to submit 
overtures to address problems in the Church. More 
appropriate avenues are already available via Complaint 
(BCO 43) or Review and Control (BCO 40). 

Houston 
Metro 

CCB, 
OC 
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# SUBJECT POSITION PRESB COC 
25 Amend BCO 15-1 and 15-

3 to Clarify Role of 
Presbytery Commission 

AFFIRMATIVE AS AMENDED. 

Another Overture that I have authored. This fixes the 
infelicitous anomaly that all commissions except a 
Presbytery judicial commission take final action on a 
matter. Further, the current provision that requires 
ratification by the Presbytery “without debate” unduly 
restricts a Presbytery and has been the source of numerous 
successful complaints. If a Presbytery wishes to have the 
final word on a judicial matter, it could simply appoint a 
judicial committee and then have a proper final word (with 
debate, amendments, and the like). If it appoints a 
commission, it is saying that it does not want the final 
word. It makes no sense for Session and Assembly judicial 
commissions (e.g., the SJC) to take final action but not 
Presbytery commissions. There is the additional problem 
that Presbyteries often appoint commissions without a 
designation of whether they are 15-1 or 15-3 commissions 
or contain mixed business (judicial and non-judicial). The 
Overture simplifies all this. 

After discussion with other presbyters, I would suggest a 
clarifying amendment by striking the addition on CH 96, 
lines 13-15, and inserting instead (see Attachment 2 for 
the final version): 

the date of the submission being the date of “the 
meeting of the court” for filing requirements 
under the rules of discipline, with exception of 
the “notification” dates of BCO 42-4 and 43-3 

Houston 
Metro 

CCB, 
OC 

26 Statement On Political 
Violence 

AFFIRMATIVE AS AMENDED. 

Statements to the Church on pressing public matters or to 
heed the dictates of our Standards are not inappropriate at 
times. However, the Church must be careful in how it 
makes such expressions. There are four “resolved” clauses 
in this Overture (CH 100, lines 32-34 and CH 101, lines 
1-5. I believe the second resolved (CH 100, lines 37-39) 
should be stricken. The terms “political violence,” 
“intimidation,” and “unlawful expressions” are vague and 
subject to misinterpretation. For example, would the PCA 
argue that the American Revolution was unlawful political 
violence? Would it condemn those ministers and elders 
who supported it? Better to simply remind the Church of 
Jesus Christ’s crown rights, pray for peace, and remind the 
Church of the Biblical injunctions of Psalm 34 and 
Romans 13. 

Potomac OC 

27 Amend BCO 15-1 and 15-
3 to Clarify Role of 
Presbytery Commission 

ANSWER BY REFERENCE to Overture 25. Potomac CCB, 
OC 
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# SUBJECT POSITION PRESB COC 
28 Amend BCO 8-7 by 

Adding Chaplain 
Endorsement 
Requirements and 
Recommendations 

AFFIRMATIVE AS AMENDED. 

After discussions with several brothers, I believe there is a 
much-improved version of this Overture that will be 
presented as a substitute. I am heartily in favor of the 
substitute. It has the benefit of introducing the position of 
Chaplain into the BCO, highlights the importance of 
endorsing agencies, without binding Presbyteries to one 
specific agency. (See Attachment 4) 

Pittsburgh CCB, 
OC, 

and to 
MNA 

for 
advice 

29 Amend BCO 16 by 
Adding 16-4 Regarding 
Qualifications for Church 
Office 

AFFIRMATIVE AS AMENDED. 

This Overture is an attempt to perfect the language of 
2021’s Overture 23, which passed the Assembly by an 
overwhelming margin (77-23%) but narrowly (by four 
Presbyteries) failed to garner 2/3 of Presbytery approval 
(BCO 26-2.2). 

The Overture has language that is not overly complex 
(such as Overture 12) nor targeted at one specific sin (as 
Overture 15). It also does not include the “identify” 
language of Overtures 20 and 23, which we perhaps part 
of why 2021-23 failed to garner 2/3 approval. 

Character is crucial to calling, and the current battle in 
our culture not only to excuse but to celebrate sin calls for 
a declaration by the Church. The members of the PCA 
have been calling for such a statement in our 
Constitution. Finally, the inclusion of this paragraph 
would aid higher courts as they review the actions of lower 
courts concerning the calling, ordaining, and installing of 
officers. 

I would amend the Overture by striking the last sentence 
(CH 107 35-38) as it is unnecessary: “Our standard of 
conduct is always the Word of God, which transcends any 
culture; whether a sin is especially hated or excused in a 
particular society shall neither excuse those who are 
unrepentant nor bar those who are clearly repentant.” 

Pittsburgh CCB, 
OC 

30 Amend BCO 6-5, 20-3, 
25-1, and 24-3, Allowing 
Congregations to Establish 
Voting Age Restrictions 

NEGATIVE. 

There is tension in allowing minors who are communicant 
members to vote in congregational meetings. However, 
the proposed solution creates more problems than it 
solves. If, for example, a congregation sets a voting age 
limit (and thus denies communicant members part of 
their rights of membership), that would put 
communicants in the position of being under the 
discipline of elders that they had no right to elect, thus 
violating Preliminary Principle II.6. Further, would such a 
communing member retain the right of complaint? Far 
better for Sessions and congregations to use wise advice to 
families in the exercise of their ecclesiastical rights than to 
place problematic restrictions. 

Pittsburgh CCB, 
OC 
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# SUBJECT POSITION PRESB COC 
31 Amend BCO 21-4 and 24-

1 by Adding Paragraphs 
Regarding Requirements 
for Ordination 

AFFIRMATIVE. 
This Overture is an attempt to perfect the language of 
2021’s Overture 37, which passed the Assembly by a large 
margin (66-33%) but failed to garner 2/3 of Presbytery 
approval (BCO 26-2.2). 

This Overture removes the language identifying specific 
sins (e.g., homosexuality, child sexual abuse, fornication, 
and pornography) and the language of “not be known by 
reputation” that was problematic for some presbyters. 
Instead, it adds helpful language “when confessing sins and 
sinful temptations publicly, officers of the church must exercise 
great care to not normalize those sins in the eyes of the 
congregation, as though they were matters of little 
consequence.”  With the number of public scandals of 
ministers and elders increasing in our society (e.g., in the 
SBC), courts should take more rather than less diligence 
in examining the character of officers. 

Pittsburgh CCB, 
OC 

32 Amend RAO 8.4 to Add 
an Item to the Annual 
Report of the GA 
Nominating Committee 

NEGATIVE. 

The PCA Corporate Bylaws already give a benefit to 
certain Boards to make recommendations to the 
Nominating Committee that are not available to other 
Permanent Committees or Agencies. This proposed 
change undermines the work of the Nominating 
Committee because it is unable to give its rationale for its 
choices to the Assembly, only to report a list of names. 
Should the Nominating Committee not nominate a 
person preferred by a Board, there is a solution at hand in 
floor nominations. 

Tennessee 
Valley 

CCB, 
OC 

33 Use Human Sexuality 
Report for Study, 
Examination, and 
Conciliation 

NEGATIVE 

While the intention of the Overture to have the Church 
consider the excellent Human Sexuality Study Committee 
Report is laudable, the action called for is vague and 
unnecessary. The first Resolved clause (A) has already 
been accomplished through the action of the 48th 
Assembly (“declare the Report of the Ad Interim 
Committee on Human Sexuality as a biblically faithful 
declaration and refer it to the Committee on Discipleship 
Ministries for inclusion and promotion among its 
denominational teaching materials”). The other Resolved 
clauses are reiterations of the material of the Report itself. 

In sum, this appears to be “pious advice” about pious 
advice. It is unnecessary to commend a second time an 
Ad-Interim Committee Report that was virtually 
unanimously commended at the 48th Assembly. 

Nashville OC 

34 Use Human Sexuality 
Report for Study, 
Examination, and 
Conciliation 

ANSWER BY REFERENCE to Overture 33. Metro 
Atlanta 

OC 
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# SUBJECT POSITION PRESB COC 
35 Use Human Sexuality 

Report for Study, 
Examination, and 
Conciliation 

ANSWER BY REFERENCE to Overture 33. North 
Florida 

OC 

36 BCO 34-1 Request to 
Assume Original 
Jurisdiction over TE Greg 
Johnson 

NO COMMENT 

NOTE: this is not technically an Overture and will not be 
voted on in OC or on the floor of the Assembly. It is a 
request sent directly to the Assembly (and therefore, the 
SJC, of which I am Chairman). It would not be 
appropriate for me to comment on the overture (OMSJC 
2.5). 

Southeast 
Alabama 

SJC 

37 BCO 34-1 Request to 
Assume Original 
Jurisdiction over TE Greg 
Johnson 

NO COMMENT 

NOTE: this is not technically an Overture and will not be 
voted on in OC or on the floor of the Assembly. It is a 
request sent directly to the Assembly (and therefore, the 
SJC, of which I am Chairman). It would not be 
appropriate for me to comment on the overture (OMSJC 
2.5). 

Grace SJC 

38 Request for SJC to Assume 
Original Jurisdiction in 
CIP matters re Dan 
Herron 

NO COMMENT 

NOTE: this is not technically an Overture and will not be 
voted on in OC or on the floor of the Assembly. It is a 
request sent directly to the Assembly (and therefore, the 
SJC, of which I am Chairman). It would not be 
appropriate for me to comment on the overture (OMSJC 
2.5). 

Chesapeake SJC 

39 Request for SJC to Assume 
Original Jurisdiction in 
CIP matters re Dan 
Herron 

NO COMMENT 

NOTE: this is not technically an Overture and will not be 
voted on in OC or on the floor of the Assembly. It is a 
request sent directly to the Assembly (and therefore, the 
SJC, of which I am Chairman). It would not be 
appropriate for me to comment on the overture (OMSJC 
2.5). 

Northern 
California 

SJC 

40 Request for SJC to Assume 
Original Jurisdiction in 
CIP matters re Dan 
Herron 

NO COMMENT 

NOTE: this is not technically an Overture and will not be 
voted on in OC or on the floor of the Assembly. It is a 
request sent directly to the Assembly (and therefore, the 
SJC, of which I am Chairman). It would not be 
appropriate for me to comment on the overture (OMSJC 
2.5). 

Northern 
New 

England 

SJC 

41 Declare Critical Race 
Theory Flawed 

NEGATIVE. 

A brief statement on a controversial subject should not be 
declared by the Assembly. The Overture itself states that 
Critical Race Theory is “difficult to define.” This 
Overture could create a dilemma for the Assembly as it 
tries to define a difficult problem precisely. Far better to 
use our Standards to the end of fighting any untruth. 

Session of 
Bethel 

Christian 
Church-
Chicago 

OC 
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# SUBJECT POSITION PRESB COC 
42 Forbid TE and RE 

Participation in “Political 
Groups” 

NO COMMENT 

This Overture touches on matters that are far more likely 
than the others to involve the substance of a pending or 
impending case before the SJC. It would not be 
appropriate for me to comment on the overture (OMSJC 
2.5). 

Session of 
Bethel 

Christian 
Church-
Chicago 

OC 
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SELECTED 49h GENERAL ASSEMBLY COMMITTEE & AGENCY RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
   

RECOMMENDATION POSITION 

AC 
 

Recommendation 3 – see Overture 1 discussion above. 
Recommendation 4 – see Overture 22 discussion above. 
Recommendation 5 – see Overture 18 discussion above. 
 

IRC Recommendation 5 – see Overture 3 discussion above. 

RPR Report No Minority Reports. It does not appear that there will be 
significant debate on the floor of the Assembly on this Report. 

SJC Report  There are four amendments to the Operating Manual of the SJC 
(OMSJC). I have no objections to the amendments. 

CC 
CDM 
CTS 
IRC 
MNA 
MTW 
PCA Foundation 
RBI  
Ridge Haven 
RUM 

No significant issues are raised. 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
 
[BCO 35-1 is divided into new paragraphs 1, 2, and 3 for clarity. A new BCO 35-4 is inserted, and the remaining 
paragraphs are renumbered. No changes are required to BCO 32-13 or (existing) BCO 35-5 as proposed by Overture 40. 
All of this would be a substitute for Overture 40.] 
 
35-1. All persons of proper age and intelligence, whether parties or otherwise, are competent witnesses, except such as do 
not believe in the existence of God, or a future state of rewards and punishments.  
 
35-2. Either party has the right to challenge a witness whom he believes to be incompetent, and the court shall examine 
and decide upon his competency.  
 
35-3. The accused party may be is allowed, but shall not be compelled, to testify; but the accuser shall be required to testify, 
on the demand of the accused.  
 
35-4.  a. A court may, at the request of a party, or at its own initiative, make reasonable accommodation to prevent in-
person contact with the accused by having the testimony taken by videoconference.  
 b. The person must testify under oath (BCO 35-10).  

c. The videoconference shall employ technical means that ensure that all persons participating in the meeting can 
see and hear each other at the same time, and which allows for live cross-examination by both parties.  
d. The court shall include in the record of the proceedings its reasons for this accommodation and any objection 
from the accused. 

 
35-5. A husband or wife shall not be compelled to bear testimony against one another in any court. [This is current BCO 
35-2. Its placement is adjusted to 35-5.] 
 
35-6. The testimony of more than one witness shall be necessary in order to establish any charge; yet if, in addition to the 
testimony of one witness, corroborative evidence be produced, the offense may be considered to be proved. [This is current 
BCO 35-3. Its placement is adjusted to 35-6.] 
 
35-7. It belongs to the court to judge the degree of credibility to be attached to all evidence. [This is the last sentence of 
current BCO 35-1. Its placement is adjusted to 35-7.] 
 
35-8. No witness afterwards to be examined, unless a member of the court, shall be present during the examination of 
another witness on the same case, if either party object. [This is current BCO 35-4. Its placement is adjusted to 35-8.] 
 
35-9. Witnesses shall be examined first by the party introducing them; then cross- examined by the opposite party; after 
which any member of the court, or either party, may put additional interrogatories. No question shall be put or answered 
except by permission of the moderator, subject to an appeal to the court. The court shall not permit questions frivolous or 
irrelevant to the charge at issue. [This is current BCO 35-5. Its placement is adjusted to 35-9.] 
 
35-10. The oath or affirmation to a witness shall be administered by the Moderator in the following or like terms: 
Do you solemnly promise, in the presence of God, that you will declare the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, according to the best of your knowledge in the matter in which you are called to witness, as you shall answer it to 
the great Judge of the living and the dead? 
If, however, at any time a witness should present himself before a court, who for conscientious reasons prefers to swear or 
affirm in any other manner, he should be allowed to do so. [This is current BCO 35-6. Its placement is adjusted to 35-
10.] 
 
[Renumber the current 35-7 through 35-14 accordingly.] 
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ATTACHMENT 2 
 
For Overture 25: 
 
Amend by striking the addition on lines 13-14: 
 

the date of the submission being the date of “the meeting of the court” for the filing requirements of a complaint 
under BCO 43-2 

 
and replacing it with the following: 
 

the date of the submission being the date of “the meeting of the court” for filing requirements under the rules of 
discipline, with exception of the “notification” dates of BCO 42-4 and 43-3 

 
So that the new Overture would be: 
 
Be it resolved that BCO 15-1 and 15-3 be amended as follows. (Strike-through for deletions, underlining for new wording.) 
 
15-1. A commission differs from an ordinary committee in that while a committee is appointed to examine, consider 
and report, a commission is authorized to deliberate upon and conclude the business referred to it, except in the case of 
judicial commissions of a Presbytery appointed under BCO 15-3.  A commission shall keep a full record of its proceedings, 
which shall be submitted to the court appointing it.  Upon such submission this record shall be entered on the minutes of 
the court appointing, the date of the submission being the date of “the meeting of the court” for filing requirements under 
the rules of discipline, with exception of the “notification” dates of BCO 42-4 and 43-3, except in the case of a presbytery 
commission serving as a session or a judicial commission as set forth in BCO 15-3.  The effective date of dismissal of a 
commission of session or presbytery shall be not before the time allowed for the filing of a complaint or appeal against that 
commission’s decision has expired. Any complaint or appeal so timely filed, shall be adjudicated by that commission until 
the matter is settled by the highest court. When a commission is appointed to serve as an interim Session, its actions are 
the actions of a Session, not a Presbytery.  Every commission of a Presbytery or Session must submit complete minutes 
and a report of its activities at least once annually to the court which commissioned it. 
 
 
15-3. Presbytery as a whole may try a judicial case within its jurisdiction (including the right to refer any strictly 
constitutional issue to a study committee with options listed below), hear a case, with or without process (BCO 31-38), a 
reference (BCO 41), an appeal (BCO 42), a complaint (BCO 43), a BCO 40-5 proceeding, or a request to assume original 
jurisdiction (BCO 33-1) properly before it, or it may of its own motion commit any judicial such a case to a commission. 
Such a commission shall be appointed by the Presbytery from its members other than members of the Session of the church 
from which the case comes up. The commission shall try the case in the manner presented by the Rules of Discipline and 
shall submit to the Presbytery a full statement of the case and the judgment rendered.  The Presbytery without debate shall 
approve or disapprove of the judgment, or may refer, (a debatable motion), any strictly constitutional issue(s) to a study 
committee.  In case of referral, the Presbytery shall either dismiss some or all of the specific charges raised in the case or 
decide the case only after the report of the study committee has been heard and discussed.  If Presbytery approves, the The 
judgment of the commission shall be final and shall be entered on the minutes of Presbytery as the action the decision of 
the Presbytery, and the statement of the case and judgment printed in its minutes.  If Presbytery disapproves, it shall hear 
the case as a whole, or appoint a new commission to hear the case again. 
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So that BCO 15-1 and 15-3, as amended, would read (clean): 
 
15-1. A commission differs from an ordinary committee in that while a committee is appointed to examine, consider 
and report, a commission is authorized to deliberate upon and conclude the business referred to it.  A commission shall 
keep a full record of its proceedings, which shall be submitted to the court appointing it.  Upon such submission this 
record shall be entered on the minutes of the court appointing.  The effective date of dismissal of a commission of session 
or presbytery shall be not before the time allowed for the filing of a complaint or appeal against that commission’s decision 
has expired. Any complaint or appeal so timely filed, shall be adjudicated by that commission until the matter is settled by 
the highest court. When a commission is appointed to serve as an interim Session, its actions are the actions of a Session, 
not a Presbytery.  Every commission of a Presbytery or Session must submit complete minutes and a report of its activities 
at least once annually to the court which commissioned it. 
 
 
15-3. Presbytery as a whole may hear a case, with or without process (BCO 31-38), a reference (BCO 41), an appeal (BCO 
42), a complaint (BCO 43), a BCO 40-5 proceeding, or a request to assume original jurisdiction (BCO 33-1) properly 
before it, or it may of its own motion commit such a case to a commission. Such a commission shall be appointed by the 
Presbytery from its members other than members of the Session of the church from which the case comes up. The 
commission shall try the case in the manner presented by the Rules of Discipline and shall submit to the Presbytery a full 
statement of the case and the judgment rendered. The judgment of the commission shall be the decision of the Presbytery, 
and the statement of the case and judgment printed in its minutes. 
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ATTACHMENT 3 
 
For Overture 8: 
 
Amend by inserting the addition on CH 60 line 10 after the word “if”: 
 

a Session does not indict in doctrinal cases or instances of public scandal and 
 
and inserting the following at the end of CH line 16: 
 

The Presbytery may assess the costs thereof equitably among the parties, including the petitioning Sessions and 
the Session of the church member. 

 
and inserting the addition on CH 60 line 19 after the word “if”: 
 

a Presbytery does not indict in doctrinal cases or instances of public scandal and  
 
and inserting the following at the end of line 23: 
 

The General Assembly may assess the costs thereof equitably among the parties, including the petitioning 
Presbyteries and the Presbytery of the minister. 

 
RATIONALE: 
 
This amendment attempts to accomplish three ends: 
 

1. It resolves a potential conflict/problem in an instance where a court would be in the middle of a case process or 
even having concluded a case of process and original jurisdiction would be assumed. That could subject a 
defendant to double jeopardy (in the later instance) or cause a conflict by interrupting an existing trial. The 
language “does not indict” prevents original jurisdiction after an indictment (which would lead to a trial), yet it 
is objective language, describing a verifiable event. 

2. The reintroduction (or failed deletion) of “in doctrinal cases or instances of public scandal” ensures that the case 
would be of importance to a higher court and prevent the inundation of cases to a higher court. Identical language 
is included for both 33-1 and 34-1 to avoid confusion. 

3. Assumption of original jurisdiction will invariably come with costs. The BCO already provides for the assessment 
of costs for transcription in appeals (typically the highest cost of an appeal) in BCO 35-7). The last sentence of 
amended 33-1 and 34-1 would make a similar assessment by the higher court among all the parties. 

 
 
So that the new Overture would be (as finally amended): 
 
33-1. Process against all a church members, other than ministers of the Gospel, shall be entered before the 
Session of the church to which such members belongs, except in cases of appeal. However, if a Session does not indict 
in doctrinal cases or instances of public scandal and the Session refuses to act in doctrinal cases or instances of public scandal 
and two other Sessions of at least ten percent (10%) of churches in the same Presbytery request the Presbytery of which 
the church is a member to initiate proper or appropriate action in a case of process and thus assume original jurisdiction 
for a case of process (to first receive and initially hear and determine) and authority, the Presbytery shall do so. The 
Presbytery may assess the costs thereof equitably among the parties, including the petitioning Sessions and the Session of 
the church member. 
 



 

6/16/2022  18 

34-1. Process against a minister shall be entered before the Presbytery of which he is a member. However, if a 
Presbytery does not indict in doctrinal cases or instances of public scandal and the Presbytery refuses to act in doctrinal 
cases or cases of public scandal and two other at least ten percent (10%) of Presbyteries request the General Assembly to 
assume original jurisdiction for a case of process (to first receive and initially hear and determine), the General Assembly shall 
do so. The General Assembly may assess the costs thereof equitably among the parties, including the petitioning 
Presbyteries and the Presbytery of the minister. 
 
 
So that BCO 33-1 and 34-1, as amended, would read (clean): 
 
33-1. Process against a church member shall be entered before the Session of the church to which such member 
belongs. However, if a Session does not indict in doctrinal cases or instances of public scandal and the Sessions of at least 
ten percent (10%) of churches in the same Presbytery request the Presbytery of which the church is a member to assume 
original jurisdiction for a case of process, the Presbytery shall do so. The Presbytery may assess the costs thereof equitably 
among the parties, including the petitioning Sessions and the Session of the church member. 

 
34-1. Process against a minister shall be entered before the Presbytery of which he is a member. However, if a 
Presbytery does not indict in doctrinal cases or instances of public scandal and at least ten percent (10%) of Presbyteries 
request the General Assembly to assume original jurisdiction for a case of process, the General Assembly shall do so. The 
General Assembly may assess the costs thereof equitably among the parties, including the petitioning Presbyteries and the 
Presbytery of the minister. 
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ATTACHMENT 4 
 
Substitute to answer Overture 28 in the affirmative as amended. 
 
Amend Overture 28 by deleting the text at CH page 106, lines 1-25 and inserting the following: 
 
Therefore, be it resolved that the following be inserted as a new BCO 8-8 and that the following paragraphs be 
renumbered accordingly. 
 

8-8. A Presbytery may, at its discretion, approve the call of a teaching elder to work as a chaplain whether military 
or civilian, with an organization outside the jurisdiction of the Presbyterian Church in America, provided that he 
be engaged in preaching and teaching the Word, that the Presbytery be assured he will have full freedom to 
maintain and teach the doctrine of our Church, and that he reports at least annually on his work. The chaplain 
may be appointed to the work of an evangelist when serving as a Chaplain. Teaching elders ministering as paid 
or volunteer chaplains are highly encouraged to seek and obtain their Ecclesiastical Endorsement from the 
endorsing agency authorized by the General Assembly for such purpose. 
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