





September 22, 2008

Dear Brothers and Sisters in Christ,


Grace to you and peace from God our Father and the Lord Jesus Christ.  


Despite being on sabbatical, I am writing to you because of a recent action of the House of Bishops in the deposition of Robert Duncan, Bishop of Pittsburgh, and the considerable amount of misinformation surrounding it.  The deposition is both highly regrettable and completely necessary.  

Sabbatical notwithstanding, I did attend the House of Bishops meeting last week in Salt Lake City.  I attended because our Diocese deserved to be represented, especially in light of the importance of the subjects being discussed.  I also attended because of the spiritual support received from being with my brother and sister bishops who share in this challenging ministry, which is especially important in difficult times.  I am writing to make sure you have all the facts and know the reasons why I, at least, voted in favor of the deposition.  I also want you to know how well the House of Bishops functioned in dealing with this difficult matter.  That, in my opinion, is the cause of considerable hope for the future.

Bishop Duncan was charged under Canon IV.9 with having “openly renounced . . . the Discipline” of The Episcopal Church.  The matter was considered informally at a hearing at which all had the opportunity to speak on Wednesday evening and then again at the formal business meeting on Thursday.  The vote in favor of deposition was 88-35 with four abstentions.  First and foremost on my mind was the protection of our Church and its faithful people in the Diocese of Pittsburgh from further harm and from the potential of irreparable harm in the weeks ahead as the diocesan convention prepares to meet to consider Bishop Duncan’s plan to associate that diocese with the Province of the Southern Cone in South America instead of the Episcopal Church in the United States.   

I can tell you unequivocally that the deliberations in our House were highly respectful of each other, of Bishop Duncan, and of those who disagree with us theologically.  There was no discussion whatsoever of the theological issues around sexuality.  In fact, there were votes to depose by bishops holding conservative theological opinions on sexuality and votes not to depose by bishops holding liberal theological opinions on sexuality.  There was no behavior whatsoever that would demean the Body of Christ.  All of us took the matter with the seriousness it was due.  As someone trained in the canon law of our Church, I can also assure you that the procedures of our canons were properly followed.

I want you to hear directly from me why I voted in favor of deposition.  There is no question in my mind that Bishop Duncan has set out on a course intended to harm the Church we all love so much by misleading our people and removing them from it (he has indeed referred publicly to our church as “pagan”).  In particular, I note the following facts:

· In 2003, Bishop Duncan directed the drafting of a strategy (subsequently published and known as the “Chapman Memo”) to remove property from the Episcopal Church by purportedly transferring clergy to ecclesiastical jurisdictions outside the United States for the purpose of making these clergy not subject to the discipline of our church despite their vows to be governed by it and so that the property of the parishes involved could be argued to be part of the foreign jurisdiction instead of part of the Episcopal Church.

· On November 20, 2003, Bishop Duncan attended a “Mainstream” meeting along with unknown other bishops and committed himself to wage “the guerilla warfare of the next year” against the Episcopal Church.
· On November 16, 2006, Bishop Duncan participated in a previously secret meeting in Virginia (the so-called Westfields Meeting) and swore allegiance to a group known as the Global South Steering Committee, which was represented at the meeting by Archbishop Akinola of Nigeria, Archbishop Gomez of the West Indies (chair of the Covenant Design Group), Archbishop Chew of Southeast Asia (a member of the Covenant Design Group), and three other unnamed African archbishops.  

· In 2007, Bishop Duncan failed to rule out of order a resolution to remove the Diocese of Pittsburgh’s accession to the constitution of the Episcopal Church.

· Bishop Duncan actively participated in drafting the accession amendment as well as canonical amendments that would purport to make the Diocese of Pittsburgh part of the Southern Cone.

· Bishop Duncan arranged with Presiding Bishop Venables of the Southern Cone for his diocese to become a part of the Southern Cone later this year.

· Bishop Duncan used funds of the Diocese of Pittsburgh to make presentations around the Diocese (as well as outside the Diocese) advocating his actions to remove the Diocese from the Episcopal Church.

Most of the facts above are known because of documents produced pursuant to the requirements of Pennsylvania law in litigation between Calvary Church in Pittsburgh and Bishop Duncan and have been verified as true by Bishop Duncan himself.  Should any of you wish to see the actual documents referred to above, they are available from my office.


From my perspective, our House of Bishops over the last five years has bent over backwards to accommodate Bob Duncan.  We believed him when he told us that the plan for Delegated Episcopal Pastoral Oversight would satisfy the needs of our members who could not live with the actions of our General Convention in 2003 even though he then publicly denounced the plan within minutes of us passing it.  We listened patiently, if incredulously, when he explained to us that he ended up in Dromantine, Ireland in February, 2005 where the Primates of the Anglican Communion were meeting by accident because he just happened to be on vacation in the area at the time.  We took no action when he published a video called “Choose this Day” in which he referred to the Episcopal Church as a counterfeit religion.  We took no action when he participated in allegedly transferring priests to foreign jurisdictions so that they could serve in the United States (including in the Diocese of Lexington) contrary to canon but with impunity and without any accountability.  His action now to remove the Diocese of Pittsburgh and deprive the Episcopalians of that diocese of their church homes finally brought us the necessity of taking action.

The health of any body, whether that be the human body, the body politic, or the Body of Christ, depends on its ability to regulate itself.  The integrity of any body depends on defining itself when what lacks the ability to regulate itself seeks to do it harm.  That is true whether that which lacks the ability to self-regulate is a virus, a cancer cell, an invading army, or a bishop who violates his duty to the Church he serves.  Doing just that is what skin is for, what white blood cells are for, and what canons are for.

Experience has shown over and over that it is impossible to get what lacks the ability to self-regulate to do so by reasoning, by cajoling, by appeasing, or even by sentimentally loving it.  The truly loving thing, both for what lacks self-regulation and for those who would otherwise be harmed, is to stop it.  It was absolutely necessary that Bishop Duncan be stopped from causing further damage despite the House of Bishops’ great reluctance to take such a serious step.  The House did something it found very difficult to do because of its love for the Body it serves.  I, for one, am very proud of my brothers and sisters, however they voted, for the honesty and integrity with which they faced this challenge.  I am grateful to be counted among them.


Please know of my on-going love for all of you and your constant place in my heart and in my prayers.  I ask that you continue to pray for our Church, for Bishop Duncan and especially the people of the Diocese of Pittsburgh, and also for me.








Faithfully yours,








Stacy F. Sauls








Bishop of Lexington 

*Signed in Bishop’s absence to avoid delay 
