
 

 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

CHARLESTON DIVISION 

 
The Right Reverend Charles G. vonRosenberg, 
individually and in his capacity as Provisional 
Bishop of the Protestant Episcopal Church in 
the Diocese of South Carolina, 
 
 Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
The Right Reverend Mark J. Lawrence and 
John Does numbers 1-10, being fictitious 
defendants whose names presently are 
unknown to Plaintiff and will be added by 
amendment when ascertained, 
 
 Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
)     CIVIL ACTION NUMBER: 
) 
)     2:13-cv-00587-CWH 
)      
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
 

 
PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

 
 Plaintiff, the Right Reverend Charles G. vonRosenberg, respectfully moves that the 

Court, pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 65, enter a preliminary injunction prohibiting 

the Defendant, the Right Reverend Mark J. Lawrence, those acting under his direction and 

control, and all others acting in concert and participation with him from: 

1. directly or indirectly using the marks, names, and symbols of the Protestant 

Episcopal Church in the Diocese of South Carolina (the “Diocese’s marks”) or other terms 

confusingly similar to the Diocese’s marks; 

2. representing by any means whatsoever, directly or indirectly, that Bishop 

Lawrence is affiliated with or connected to the Protestant Episcopal Church in the Diocese of 

South Carolina (the “Diocese”), or is Bishop of the Diocese, or otherwise taking any action 

likely to cause confusion, mistake, or deception on the part of the public as to the origin, 
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sponsorship, approval, nature, characteristics, and/or qualities of Bishop Lawrence’s activities; 

and 

3. continuing to disseminate commercial advertising and/or promotions that make 

use of the Diocese’s marks or that otherwise make false representations that Bishop Lawrence is 

associated with the Diocese, or that Bishop vonRosenberg is not affiliated with the Diocese or 

Provisional Bishop of the Diocese. 
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tst@hellmanyates.com 
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 Plaintiff, The Right Reverend Charles G. vonRosenberg, respectfully submits this memo-

randum of law in support of his Motion for a Preliminary Injunction.   

INTRODUCTION 

This case arises out of the knowingly unauthorized use of certain service marks of The 

Protestant Episcopal Church in the Diocese of South Carolina (the “Diocese”) by the Defendant, 

the Right Reverend Mark J. Lawrence.  Bishop Lawrence is a former Bishop of the Diocese; he 

was removed from his position in the fall of 2012 after he renounced the Protestant Episcopal 

Church in the United States of America (“The Episcopal Church” or “TEC” or the “Church”) 

and left the Church.  Bishop Lawrence nevertheless continues to use the Diocese’s marks, to 

claim unto himself and his followers the exclusive right to use those marks, and to make false 

representations of fact through and in conjunction with those marks.   

Bishop Lawrence’s unauthorized use of the Diocese’s marks plainly violates Section 

43(a) of the Lanham Act.  15 U.S.C. § 1125(a).  His use of the marks falsely suggests to con-

sumers of religious services and charitable donors that he is affiliated with—indeed, the ecclesi-

astical authority of—the Diocese.  It falsely communicates to consumers and donors that the Di-

ocese approves of Bishop Lawrence’s activities, misappropriating to his sect goodwill and credi-

bility that the Diocese has husbanded over more than 200 years.  And it causes confusion among 

those consumers and donors as to the values for which the Diocese stands and its status within 

The Episcopal Church.  Bishop Lawrence and his separatist sect profit from the obvious associa-

tion of “The Protestant Episcopal Church in the Diocese of South Carolina” with The Episcopal 

Church, yet at the same time impede and impair the Diocese’s ability to communicate to its fol-

lowers its message, which accords with the faith and dictates of The Episcopal Church, by asso-

ciating with the Diocese’s marks Bishop Lawrence’s message of renunciation of that Church. 
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Bishop Lawrence’s misuse of the Diocese’s marks is causing irreparable harm to the 

Plaintiff, the Right Reverend Charles G. vonRosenberg.  After Bishop Lawrence renounced The 

Episcopal Church, Bishop vonRosenberg was elected to be the Provisional Bishop of the Dio-

cese; he is recognized by The Episcopal Church as the ecclesiastical authority within the Dio-

cese, and as such, under Church Canon III.13.1, is “authorized to exercise all the duties and of-

fices of the Bishop of the Diocese.”  Bishop Lawrence’s ongoing unauthorized use of the Dio-

cese’s marks deeply undermines Bishop vonRosenberg’s ability to carry out his pastoral mission.  

Bishop Lawrence’s misappropriation of the Diocese’s marks disrupts Bishop vonRosenberg’s 

ability to communicate on behalf of the Diocese and calls into doubt who is the ecclesiastical au-

thority within the Diocese.  As the Fourth Circuit held in a similar case long ago, “[t]hat the use 

of the name . . . by the seceding members as the name of the new and rival organization they are 

creating will result in injury and damage to the united church . . . seems so clear . . . as hardly to 

admit of argument.”  Purcell v. Summers, 145 F.2d 979, 983 (4th Cir. 1944).  Immediate injunc-

tive relief is necessary to stop Bishop Lawrence from further undermining Bishop vonRosen-

berg’s leadership of the Diocese. 

Bishop Lawrence’s only defense to these claims is his contention that he is the Bishop of 

the Diocese and Bishop vonRosenberg is not.  But this argument is completely foreclosed by 

controlling decisions of the Supreme Court and the Fourth Circuit.  The Supreme Court has held 

that, at least where a hierarchical church is concerned, the First Amendment requires that civil 

courts defer to the determinations of ecclesiastical authorities on questions relating to matters of 

internal governance, including questions relating to the leadership of church units.  Serbian E. 

Orthodox Diocese v. Milivojevich, 426 U.S. 696, 724-25 (1976).  For more than 140 years, the 

Supreme Court has recognized that The Episcopal Church is a hierarchical church.  Watson v. 
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Jones, 80 U.S. (13 Wall.) 679, 729 (1872).   The Fourth Circuit accordingly has held that civil 

courts must defer to The Episcopal Church’s hierarchical determinations concerning leadership 

of church units.  Dixon v. Edwards, 290 F.3d 699, 717 (4th Cir. 2002).   

Bishop Lawrence’s contention that the Diocese somehow has withdrawn or seceded from 

The Episcopal Church and its hierarchical governance changes nothing.  The question whether, 

under the Constitution and Canons of The Episcopal Church, a diocese can secede from the 

Church manifestly is “a matter of internal church government, an issue at the core of ecclesiasti-

cal affairs” as to which civil courts must defer to the determinations of the pertinent ecclesiasti-

cal authorities.  Serbian E. Orthodox, 426 U.S. at 721; see also Schofield v. Superior Ct. of Fres-

no Cnty., 118 Cal. Rptr. 3d 160, 162 (Cal. Ct. App. 2010) (“The continuity of the diocese as an 

entity within the Episcopal Church is likewise a matter of ecclesiastical law, finally resolved, for 

civil law purposes, by the Episcopal Church’s recognition of Lamb as the bishop of that continu-

ing entity.”).  And, within the hierarchical Episcopal Church, there can be no dispute as to what 

the pertinent ecclesiastical authorities are, and that they have determined that the Diocese re-

mains a sub-unit of The Episcopal Church, that Bishop Lawrence renounced his position as 

Bishop of the Diocese, and that Bishop vonRosenberg now is the Provisional Bishop of the Dio-

cese. 

Accordingly, just as the Fourth Circuit ordered in Purcell, this Court should enjoin Bish-

op Lawrence from further misappropriation of the marks of the Diocese that he left and from 

continuing to make false representations of fact regarding the Diocese’s approval and sponsor-

ship of his activities.  Bishop Lawrence indisputably has the right to leave the Diocese and form 

a new sect, but he has “no right to use the name of the organization from which [he] ha[s] with-

drawn and thus hold [himself] out to the community as a continuation of or as connected with 
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that organization.”  Purcell, 145 F.2d at 991.  Bishop vonRosenberg’s motion for a preliminary 

injunction against Bishop Lawrence’s continuing use of the Diocese’s marks should be granted. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

I. The Episcopal Church, The Diocese, And The Diocese’s Marks 

The Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States of America is a religious denomina-

tion and a constituent member of the Anglican Communion, a name generally used to describe 

the worldwide fellowship of those churches in communion with the See (or seat) of the Arch-

bishop of Canterbury.  See Statement of Robert Bruce Mullin (“Mullin Statement”) ¶ 38.  The 

Episcopal Church, like the other “Provinces” of the Anglican Communion, is self-governing, has 

its own constituent units, and exercises jurisdiction within its geographic territory.  Id. ¶¶ 39, 41.  

The Episcopal Church’s constituent units are regional dioceses as well as parishes within those 

dioceses.  See id. ¶¶ 29, 35. 

From its inception, The Episcopal Church has been a hierarchical church.  Id. ¶ 43; Aff. 

of the Right Reverend John C. Buchanan (“Buchanan Aff.”) ¶ 5; see also Dixon v. Edwards, 290 

F.3d 699, 716 (4th Cir. 2002) (“The Episcopal Church is hierarchical.”).  Its Constitution, Can-

ons, and Book of Common Prayer provide its governing law and are binding on every unit and 

member of the Church.  Mullin Statement ¶ 25.  Those documents have been adopted and are 

amended by the highest authority within the Church, the Church’s General Convention, which 

consists of two houses:  the House of Bishops, comprising the Bishops of the Church, and the 

House of Deputies, comprising clergy and lay members elected by and from the dioceses of the 

Church.  Id. ¶ 24.  The General Convention cannot be limited by the actions of other entities 

within the Church.  Mullin Statement ¶ 26.  The General Convention elects the Presiding Bishop, 

who is the Chief Pastor and Primate of the Church.  Id. at ¶ 27.  The Presiding Bishop is charged 
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with, among other duties, initiating and developing the Church’s policy and strategy and speak-

ing about the Church’s policies, strategies, and programs.  Id. 

Over one hundred geographically defined dioceses are at the next level within the 

Church’s hierarchy.  A diocese may be formed only with the consent of the General Convention 

and only after, among other things, the proposed diocese has affirmatively given its unqualified 

accession to The Episcopal Church’s Constitution and Canons.  Id. ¶¶ 29-30.  The Episcopal 

Church’s Constitution and Canons do not provide for or permit the unilateral release, withdraw-

al, or transfer of any diocese.  Id. ¶ 153. 

Each diocese is governed by its own Diocesan Convention, which adopts and may occa-

sionally amend the diocesan constitution and canons.  Id. ¶¶ 32-33.  The diocesan constitution 

and canons cannot be inconsistent with The Episcopal Church’s Constitution and Canons.  Id. 

¶ 33.  Parishes, the units at the next level within the Church’s hierarchy, are subject to the rules 

of both The Episcopal Church and their respective Diocese.  Id. 

Each diocese elects its own bishop, who may be installed only after receiving the consent 

of a majority of the leadership of the other dioceses.  Mullin Statement ¶ 34.  An individual or-

dained as bishop must promise to “guard the faith, unity, and discipline of the Church” and to 

“share with [his or her] fellow bishops in the government of the whole Church.”  Id. ¶ 31.  A 

bishop is also charged with “exercising [his or her] . . . ministry in accordance with applicable 

provisions of the Constitution and Canons of the church and of the Diocese.”  Aff. of the Right 

Reverend Dorsey F. Henderson, Jr. (“Henderson Aff.”) ¶ 9.  In addition, bishops, like all Church 

clergy, must affirm that they will “conform to the Doctrine, Discipline, and Worship of the Epis-

copal Church.”  Mullin Statement ¶ 30.   
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The bishop serves as the “Ecclesiastical Authority” and chief executive officer of the dio-

cese and manages the diocese’s spiritual and temporal affairs.  Id. ¶ 34.  He or she is advised by, 

and shares authority over certain matters with, the diocesan Standing Committee, a body of cler-

gy and laity elected by the diocesan convention.  Id.  Pursuant to The Episcopal Church’s Consti-

tution, a bishop may not resign his or her office and remain a bishop in good standing in the 

Church without the consent of a majority of the House of Bishops.  Id. ¶¶ 101-02.  A bishop may 

be removed on grounds specified in The Episcopal Church’s Canons.  Mullin Statement ¶ 106.  

One such ground is a bishop’s “abandonment” of The Episcopal Church.  Id.   

The Protestant Episcopal Church in the Diocese of South Carolina (the “Diocese”) has 

been a diocese of The Episcopal Church, and thus a subordinate unit of the Church, since at least 

1790, when the Diocese acknowledged the authority of the Constitution and Canons of The 

Episcopal Church.  Aff. of Walter Edgar (“Edgar Aff.”) ¶ 8-9.  The Diocese is a nonprofit corpo-

ration under South Carolina law. 

The Diocese is the owner of four service marks (the “Diocese’s marks”):   

• “The Diocese of South Carolina”; 

• “The Episcopal Diocese of South Carolina”; 

• “The Protestant Episcopal Church in the Diocese of South Carolina”; and  

• The Seal of the Diocese of South Carolina (reproduced below). 
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Each was registered pursuant to South Carolina law on November 5, 2010, and each was used by 

the Diocese for many years prior to registration—some since the nineteenth century.  These 

marks have been consistently used by the Diocese in all facets of its ecclesiastical and business 

affairs.  The Diocese employs these marks to communicate to its followers, potential charitable 

donors, and other persons and entities, both religious and secular.  These marks incorporate the 

Diocese’s long history as well as the reputation and goodwill that the Diocese has accumulated 

over its two-century existence.  Buchanan Aff. ¶ 20.  Because of their longstanding use by the 

Diocese, the marks are obviously associated with the Diocese and understood to represent an en-

tity that is a sub-unit of The Episcopal Church and an entity that adheres to The Episcopal 

Church’s teachings, values, and governing laws.  Id. 

II. Bishop Lawrence’s Renunciation Of The Episcopal Church And His Ministry 

Bishop Lawrence was the XIV Bishop of the Diocese.  Like the Diocese’s bishops before 

him, he was elected, ordained, and installed pursuant to the requirements of The Episcopal 

Church’s Constitution, Canons, and Book of Common Prayer.  E.g., Buchanan Aff. ¶ 9.   

Since as early as 2010, however, Bishop Lawrence has encouraged and participated in a 

variety of actions on behalf of the Diocese that violated The Episcopal Church’s Constitution and 

Canons (and, as such, are null and void).  Henderson Aff. ¶ 8.  In 2010 and 2011, Bishop Law-

rence approved the purported addition of qualifications to the clause of the South Carolina Dioc-

esan Constitution stating that the Diocese accedes to the Constitution of The Episcopal Church.  

Henderson Aff., Attach.  In addition, Bishop Lawrence approved the Diocesan Convention’s 

purported amendments of the corporate charter to remove various references to The Episcopal 

Church.  Id. 

As a result of these actions, a group of laity and clergy submitted a complaint to The 

Episcopal Church’s Bishop for Pastoral Development, who then forwarded the complaint to The 
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Episcopal Church’s Disciplinary Board for Bishops (the “Board”).  Henderson Aff. ¶ 7.  As its 

name implies, the Board has jurisdiction over the discipline of Bishops.  Id. ¶ 4.  The complaint 

alleged that Bishop Lawrence had “abandoned The Episcopal Church by an open renunciation of 

the Discipline of the Church.”  Id. ¶ 7. 

The Board, pursuant to its authority under The Episcopal Church’s Canons and after con-

sideration of evidence submitted in support of the complaint, concluded that Bishop Lawrence 

had engaged in a series of acts that constituted abandonment.  Id. ¶¶ 5, 8.  In accordance with 

The Episcopal Church’s Canons, the Board then transmitted a “Certificate of Abandonment of 

The Episcopal Church and Statement of the Acts or Declarations Which Show Such Abandon-

ment” to the Presiding Bishop.  Id. ¶ 11. 

On October 15, 2012, The Episcopal Church’s Presiding Bishop, as required by the 

Church’s Canons and pending an investigation by the House of Bishops, placed a restriction on 

Bishop Lawrence’s exercise of office.  Buchanan Aff. ¶ 13.  This restriction, of which Bishop 

Lawrence was informed, precluded him from performing “any Episcopal, ministerial, or canoni-

cal acts.”  Id. ¶ 13-14. 

On October 20, 2012, an announcement appeared on the website of the purported Dio-

cese, stating that the “leadership” of the Diocese “had in place resolutions which would become 

effective upon any action by TEC.”  Compl. ¶ 42.  The statement continued, “As a result of 

TEC’s attack against our Bishop, the Diocese of South Carolina is disassociated from TEC, that 

is, its accession to the TEC Constitution and its membership in TEC have been withdrawn.”  Id.  

And in an address on November 17, 2012, Bishop Lawrence stated, “We have withdrawn from 

[The Episcopal] Church.”  “Bishop Lawrence’s Address to the Special Convention” (Ex. A). 
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On December 5, 2012, The Episcopal Church’s Presiding Bishop, acting pursuant to the 

Church’s Canons and with the consent of her Council of Advice, accepted Bishop Lawrence’s 

renunciation.  Buchanan Aff. ¶ 17.  As a result, Bishop Lawrence was removed from the or-

dained ministry of the Church, released from the obligations of all ministerial offices, and no 

longer permitted to exercise the authority conferred on him as Bishop.  Id. ¶ 18. 

In accordance with The Episcopal Church’s Constitution and Canons, the Presiding Bish-

op then called a special meeting of the Diocesan Convention at which a new bishop would be 

elected.  Id. ¶ 19.  On January 26, 2013, the Diocesan Convention convened, and Bishop 

vonRosenberg was elected and installed as Provisional Bishop of the Diocese, pursuant to 

Church Canon III.13.1.  Id.  The Secretary of the Church’s House of Bishops has entered Bishop 

vonRosenberg’s name on the roll of Bishops as Provisional Bishop of the Diocese.  Id.  The 

Episcopal Church recognizes only Bishop vonRosenberg as the Bishop of the Diocese. 

III. Bishop Lawrence’s Continuing Misappropriation Of The Diocese’s Marks 

Despite his renunciation and removal from office, Bishop Lawrence continues to use the 

Diocese’s marks, continues to hold himself out as the Bishop of the Diocese, and continues to 

make other false representations of fact regarding the Diocese’s authorization and support of his 

activities.  Examples of such conduct abound.  Bishop Lawrence’s biography on the website of 

the purported Diocese continues to identify him as the “XIV Bishop of the Episcopal Diocese of 

South Carolina.”  “XIV Bishop of the Episcopal Diocese of South Carolina” (Ex. B).  In a letter 

issued on the same day the Presiding Bishop accepted his renunciation, Bishop Lawrence stated 

that he “remain[s] the Bishop of the Diocese of South Carolina.”  “A Letter from Bishop Law-

rence Regarding Renunciation” (Ex. C).  The letter includes an image of the Diocesan Seal.  Id.; 

see also “Letter from Bishop Lawrence, Dated 1.4.2013” (Ex. M).  In an announcement on the 

website of the purported Diocese, Bishop Lawrence is quoted as saying, “We continue to be the 
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Diocese of South Carolina—also known, legally as the Protestant Episcopal Church in the Dio-

cese of South Carolina and as the Episcopal Diocese of South Carolina, of which I remain the 

Bishop.”  “Diocese Responds to Announcement of January TEC Meeting” (Ex. D).  Again, an 

image of the Diocesan Seal appears alongside the announcement.  Id.  In addition, Bishop Law-

rence and his followers have purported to convene the “222nd Annual Convention of the Diocese 

of South Carolina,” to be held on March 8-9, 2013.  “222nd Annual Diocesan Convention” (Ex. 

K).  The announcement of the Convention employs the Diocese’s marks.  Id. 

Bishop Lawrence’s continued use of the Diocese’s marks and repeated misrepresenta-

tions about his association with the Diocese have created insurmountable impediments to Bishop 

vonRosenberg’s ability to carry out his spiritual and temporal duties.  See generally Aff. of the 

Right Reverend Charles G. vonRosenberg (“vonRosenberg Aff.”) ¶¶ 9-21.  Bishop Lawrence’s 

conduct confuses and misleads followers, potential followers, and charitable donors regarding 

the leadership of the Diocese, Bishop Lawrence’s association with the Diocese, and the values 

and principles to which the Diocese adheres.  Id.  As a result, Bishop Lawrence has undermined 

Bishop vonRosenberg’s ability to garner support for the Diocese and to maintain and control the 

Diocese’s credibility and reputation.  Id.   

ARGUMENT 

Bishop vonRosenberg has met the standard for a preliminary injunction.  A plaintiff is 

entitled to a preliminary injunction upon establishing that (1) he is likely to succeed on the mer-

its; (2) he is likely to suffer irreparable harm in the absence of preliminary relief; (3) the balance 

of hardships tips in his favor; and (4) an injunction is in the public interest.  See Scotts Co. v. 

United Indus. Corp., 315 F.3d 264, 271 (4th Cir. 2002).  Here, Bishop vonRosenberg easily sat-

isfies this standard and is entitled to an order enjoining the unlawful behavior of Bishop Law-

rence and others. 
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I. Bishop vonRosenberg Is Likely To Succeed On The Merits Of His Lanham Act 
Claims. 

Bishop Lawrence has violated section 43(a) of the Lanham Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1125(a), by 

committing trademark infringement and false advertising.  He has committed trademark in-

fringement by (1) using the Diocese’s marks; (2) using the marks in commerce; (3) using the 

marks in connection with goods or services; (4) using the marks in a manner likely to confuse 

consumers; and (5) damaging Bishop vonRosenberg as a result.  15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(A); see 

also Lamparello v. Falwell, 420 F.3d 309, 313 (4th Cir. 2005) (listing the elements of an in-

fringement claim under 15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)).  In addition, Bishop Lawrence has committed false 

advertising by (1) making repeated false and misleading descriptions or representations of fact in 

commercial advertisements about the services and activities he offers; (2) making misrepresenta-

tions that are material, in that they are likely to influence the decisions of consumers of religious 

services and charitable donors (3); making misrepresentations that actually deceive or have the 

tendency to deceive a substantial segment of their audience; (4) placing those misrepresentations 

in commerce; and (5) damaging Bishop vonRosenberg as a result.  15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(B); 

Scotts, 315 F.3d at 272 (listing the elements of a false-advertising claim under 15 U.S.C. 

§ 1125(a)). 

Bishop Lawrence’s continuing use of the Diocese’s marks despite his renunciation of The 

Episcopal Church and his removal as Bishop of the Diocese is undeniably “likely to cause confu-

sion, or to cause mistake, or to deceive” as to his “affiliation, connection, or association” with the 

Diocese.  15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(A).  For example, his continued use in official correspondence 

of the Diocese’s marks and his former title as Bishop of the Diocese creates the false impressions 

that he represents the Diocese and that the Diocese stands behind his activities.  His continuing 

use of the Diocese’s marks likewise misleads consumers of religious services and charitable do-
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nors into believing that the Diocese “sponsors[]” and “approv[es]” his ministry and activities an-

tagonistic to The Episcopal Church.  Id.   

In addition, Bishop Lawrence, through commercial advertising and promotions, has made 

repeated “false or misleading description[s] of fact [and] false or misleading representation[s] of 

fact” regarding his activities and association with the Diocese.  15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1).  By 

falsely asserting that the Diocese withdrew from The Episcopal Church, that he continues to be 

Bishop of the Diocese, and that his activities are authorized and sponsored by the Diocese, Bish-

op Lawrence plainly “misrepresents the nature, characteristics, [and] qualities” of his “services 

[and] commercial activities.”  Id. § 1125(a)(1)(B).   

All of this conduct causes immense and irreparable harm to Bishop vonRosenberg, the 

actual ecclesiastical head of the Diocese.  Bishop Lawrence’s infringing use of the Diocese’s 

marks and his unrelenting misrepresentations deeply undermine Bishop vonRosenberg’s ability 

to lead and to control the Diocese and to communicate on behalf of the Diocese.  His conduct 

misappropriates the Diocese’s goodwill and reputation for the benefit of his activities, and, in 

turn, deprives Bishop vonRosenberg of the benefit of and control over the Diocese’s credibility 

and reputation.  This enables Bishop Lawrence to divert to himself followers and charitable con-

tributions that otherwise would flow to the diocese now led by Bishop vonRosenberg.  These 

consequences irreparably impede Bishop vonRosenberg’s ability to carry out his pastoral mis-

sion.  That injury cannot be compensated with monetary damages; it can be remedied only with 

injunctive relief.  Such relief is plainly warranted here. 

A. Bishop Lawrence’s Ongoing Statements That He Is The Bishop Of The Dio-
cese Are False Representations Of Fact. 

Bishop Lawrence continues to represent to the public that he is the Bishop of the Diocese.  

See, e.g., “Diocese Responds to Announcement of January TEC Meeting” (Ex. D) (“We continue 
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to be the Diocese of South Carolina—also known, legally as the Protestant Episcopal Church in 

the Diocese of South Carolina and as the Episcopal Diocese of South Carolina, of which I remain 

the Bishop.”).  He makes such representations despite the fact that he renounced The Episcopal 

Church and was subsequently removed as Bishop of the Diocese on December 5, 2012.  His con-

tention that he remains the Bishop of the Diocese because the Diocese left The Episcopal Church 

must be rejected as contrary to well-established First Amendment principles. 

As previously described, The Episcopal Church is a hierarchical church.  The Supreme 

Court recognized this fact as early as 1872.  See Watson v. Jones, 80 U.S. (13 Wall.) 679, 729 

(1872).  And this fact has been reaffirmed by numerous courts, including the Fourth Circuit, 

through the present day.  See, e.g., Dixon v. Edwards, 290 F.3d 699, 716 (4th Cir. 2002) (“The 

Episcopal Church is hierarchical.”); Rector, Wardens & Vestrymen of Christ Church in Savan-

nah v. Bishop of Episcopal Diocese of Ga., Inc., 699 S.E.2d 45, 48 (Ga. Ct. App. 2010) (same); 

Episcopal Diocese of Mass. v. DeVine, 797 N.E.2d 916, 921 (Mass. 2003) (same); Daniel v. 

Wray, 580 S.E.2d 711, 714 (N.C. Ct. App. 2003) (same); Protestant Episcopal Church in the Di-

ocese of N.J. v. Graves, 417 A.2d 19, 21 (N.J. 1980) (same).  The Episcopal Church’s hierar-

chical nature is apparent from, among other things, its three-tiered structure, that dioceses are 

subordinate to the national Church, that parishes are in turn subordinate to dioceses, that the Dio-

cese and all other dioceses are subject to the Constitution and Canons of The Episcopal Church, 

and that all clergy are required to take an oath to “conform to the Doctrine, Discipline, and Wor-

ship of the Episcopal Church,” Mullin Statement ¶ 30.  It cannot be plausibly disputed that The 

Episcopal Church is a hierarchical church.  Buchanan Aff. ¶ 5. 

Given The Episcopal Church’s status as a hierarchical church, the First Amendment de-

mands that civil courts defer to the decisions of church authorities regarding the identity of 
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church leaders and the government and direction of subordinate bodies.  Serbian E. Orthodox 

Diocese v. Milivojevich, 426 U.S. 696, 724-25 (1976); see also Dixon, 290 F.3d at 714 (“It is ax-

iomatic that the civil courts lack any authority to resolve disputes arising under religious law and 

polity, and they must defer to the highest ecclesiastical tribunal within a hierarchical church ap-

plying its religious law.”); cf. Hosanna-Tabor Evangelical Lutheran Church & Sch. v. EEOC, 

132 S. Ct. 694, 704 (2012) (“[I]t is impermissible for the government to contradict a church’s 

determination of who can act as its ministers.”); Watson, 80 U.S. (13 Wall.) at 727 (“[W]henever 

the questions of discipline, or of faith, or ecclesiastical rule, custom, or law have been decided by 

the highest of these church judicatories to which the matter has been carried, the legal tribunals 

must accept such decisions as final, and as binding on them . . . .”).   

In Dixon, the Fourth Circuit applied this principle to circumstances analogous to those 

present here.  The Episcopal Bishop for the Diocese of Washington sought a declaratory judg-

ment that the defendant was not the rector of a parish within the bishop’s diocese.  290 F.3d at 

703.  Although the parish’s vestry had selected the defendant as pastor, the bishop declined to 

approve that selection.  Id.  The district court ruled for the bishop, and the Fourth Circuit af-

firmed.  Because the bishop was the highest ecclesiastical body that exercised authority over the 

hiring, the First Amendment required that the civil courts defer to her decision.  Id. at 717. 

As in Dixon, the decision of the Church’s ecclesiastical authorities controls.  On Decem-

ber 5, 2012, the Presiding Bishop, with the advice and consent of her Council of Advice and pur-

suant to her authority under The Episcopal Church’s Canons, accepted Bishop Lawrence’s re-

nunciation of The Episcopal Church and removed him from the ordained ministry of the Church.  

As a result, Bishop Lawrence is no longer a representative of The Episcopal Church or the Dio-

cese.  Thereafter, the Diocesan Convention, in consultation with the Presiding Bishop, selected 
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Bishop vonRosenberg as Provisional Bishop of the Diocese.  The Episcopal Church accordingly 

recognizes Bishop vonRosenberg as the sole Bishop of the Diocese.  It is that decision that must 

control.  The First Amendment does not permit the federal courts to supplant that decision with 

Bishop Lawrence’s claim that he represents the Diocese.  “Under the constraints of the First 

Amendment, when a subordinate in a church hierarchy disputes a decision of the highest ecclesi-

astical tribunal, the civil courts may not constitutionally intervene.”  Dixon, 290 F.3d at 715.  

Bishop vonRosenberg thus must be regarded as the legitimate and sole Bishop of the Diocese.  

Accordingly, Bishop Lawrence’s continuing representations that he is the Bishop of the Diocese 

and that his activities are associated with and sponsored by the Diocese are patently false. 

Bishop Lawrence cannot escape this conclusion by arguing that the Diocese has with-

drawn from The Episcopal Church and that the Church’s determination as to who is Bishop of 

the Diocese therefore has no effect.  The same basic facts were present in Serbian Eastern Or-

thodox.  There, too, the dissident Bishop asserted that “he no longer recognized” the decisions of 

the central church, and the Diocese’s governing council declared itself “autonomous” from the 

central church.  426 U.S. at 704, 705.  Yet this did not change the result because the First 

Amendment’s protection of the autonomy of hierarchical churches “applies with equal force to 

church disputes over church polity and church administration.”  Serbian E. Orthodox, 426 U.S. 

at 710.  Thus, on the question of whether the Diocese was autonomous from the central church 

the Court recognized that courts were required to defer to the interpretations of “the highest ec-

clesiastical tribunals in which the church law vests authority to make that interpretation.”  Id. at 

721; see also Kedroff v. St. Nicholas Cathedral, 344 U.S. 94, 116 (1952) (hierarchical churches 

have “power to decide for themselves, free from state interference, matters of church government 

as well as those of faith and doctrine”); Watson, 80 U.S. (13 Wall.) at 728-29 (observing that the 
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right of hierarchical churches “to create tribunals . . . for the ecclesiastical government of all the 

individual members, congregations, and officers within the general association[] is unquestioned.  

All who unite themselves to such a body do so with an implied consent to this government, and 

are bound to submit to it.”) (emphasis added).1  The Court accordingly held that “reorganization 

of the Diocese involves a matter of internal church government, an issue at the core of ecclesias-

tical affairs” as to which civil courts must “accept … as binding upon them” the decisions of the 

highest ecclesiastical tribunal.  Serbian E. Orthodox, 426 U.S. at 721, 725; see also Schofield., 

118 Cal. Rptr. 3d at 162 (“The continuity of the diocese as an entity within the Episcopal Church 

is likewise a matter of ecclesiastical law, finally resolved, for civil law purposes, by the Episco-

pal Church’s recognition of Lamb as the bishop of that continuing entity.”).  So, too, here. 

Finally, it does not matter that The Episcopal Church’s determination that Bishop 

vonRosenberg is the Bishop of the Diocese potentially impacts the control of property owned by 

the Diocese.  Again, the same was true in Serbian Eastern Orthodox:  there the Court recognized 

the case “affects the control of church property” because “the Diocesan Bishop controls respond-

ent Monastery of St. Sava and is the principal officer of respondent property-holding corpora-

tions.”  426 U.S. at 709.  Yet, even though the religious dispute over the Bishop’s defrockment 

“determines control of the property,” it still was properly regarded “not [as] a church property 

dispute” but “a religious dispute the resolution of which under our cases is for ecclesiastical and 

not for civil tribunals.”  Id.  So-called “neutral principles of law” that states may use to resolve 

                                                 
 1 Of course, here, the Diocese’s consent to The Episcopal Church’s hierarchical governance 

was not implied, but express, written into its constitution in its accession clause. 
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disputes over “ownership of church property,” Jones v. Wolf, 443 U.S. 595, 603, 604 (1979) 

(emphasis added), have no bearing on the fundamentally religious disputes at issue here.2  

B. Bishop Lawrence Has Committed Trademark Infringement In Violation Of 
The Lanham Act. 

By continuing to use the Diocese’s marks even though he is no longer the Bishop of the 

Diocese, Bishop Lawrence has committed trademark infringement in violation of section 43(a) 

of the Lanham Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(A).  Bishop Lawrence’s intentional copying of the 

Diocese’s marks undeniably confuses consumers of religious services and charitable donors by 

expressly representing that Bishop Lawrence’s activities are “affliat[ed], connect[ed], [and] asso-

ciate[ed]” with the Diocese,” and that the Diocese “sponsors[] [and] approv[es]” of his commer-

cial activities and services.  15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(A).   

Because Bishop Lawrence is falsely representing that he is the Bishop of the Diocese and 

is using the Diocese’s exact marks, the Court need not undertake a factor-by-factor analysis of 

whether Bishop Lawrence’s use creates a likelihood of confusion.  Bishop Lawrence is essential-

ly employing counterfeit devices so that consumers of religious services and charitable donors 

will regard him as a representative of the Diocese.  Accordingly, the Court can presume that a 

likelihood of confusion exists.  See Polo Fashions, Inc. v. Craftex, Inc., 816 F.2d 145, 148 (4th 

Cir. 1987) (“In this case, the two symbols are substantially identical.  They are used in the same 

manner . . . . Where, as here, one produces counterfeit goods in an apparent attempt to capitalize 

upon the popularity of, and demand for, another’s product, there is a presumption of a likelihood 

of confusion.”); Gucci Am., Inc. v. Duty Free Apparel, Ltd., 286 F. Supp. 2d 284, 287 (S.D.N.Y. 

2003) (“[C]onfusing the customer is the whole purpose of creating counterfeit goods.”).  Bishop 
                                                 
 2 Indeed, Jones v. Wolf itself recognizes that even in the context of a dispute over the owner-

ship of church property, if “the interpretation of the instruments of ownership would require 
the civil courts to resolve a religious controversy, then the court must defer to the resolution 
of the doctrinal issue by the authoritative ecclesiastical body.”  443 U.S. at 604.   
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Lawrence’s intentional use of the Diocese’s exact marks equates to intentional misrepresenta-

tions of fact, which, by their very nature, confuse and deceive.  

In addition, the Fourth Circuit determined that a likelihood of confusion existed in a case 

markedly similar to the present one.  In Purcell v. Summers, 145 F.2d 979 (4th Cir. 1944), the 

court considered a dispute arising from the merger of the Methodist Episcopal Church South 

(“MECS”) with other religious organizations to form the Methodist Episcopal Church.  Bishops 

of the united church brought an action against former members of the MECS, who had left the 

church as a result of the merger.  Id. at 981.  The dissident members continued to claim they rep-

resented the MECS and continued to use the MECS’s name.  Id.  The Fourth Circuit ruled for the 

plaintiffs and enjoined the dissident members from using the name.  Id. at 991.  The court was 

direct in its conclusion:  “That the use of the name . . . by the seceding members as the name of 

the new and rival organization that they are creating will result in injury and damage to the unit-

ed church . . . seems so clear to our minds as hardly to admit of argument.”  Id. at 983.  The court 

did not doubt that the dissident members’ use of the name would create confusion among the 

faithful and those seeking to commit their time, talent, and treasure to the Methodist Church.  See 

id. at 985.  So too here.  Bishop Lawrence “unquestionably ha[s] the right to withdraw from [the 

Diocese] and form a new organization, calling it by any name that will not lead to confusion or 

enable it to appropriate the standing and good will of [the Diocese]; but [he] ha[s] no right to use 

the name of the organization from which [he] ha[s] withdrawn and thus hold [himself] out to the 

community as a continuation of or as connected with that organization.”  Id. at 991; see also 

Nat’l Bd. of Young Women’s Christian Ass’n of U.S.A. v. Young Women’s Christian Ass’n of 

Charleston, S.C., 335 F. Supp. 615, 628-29 (D.S.C. 1971) (enjoining former affiliate from using 
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the name of the national organization on the ground that such use was likely to cause confusion 

for trademark infringement purposes). 

Even without the presumption of confusion that arises from Bishop Lawrence’s use of the 

Diocese’s exact marks, a straightforward application of the likelihood-of-confusion factors also 

demonstrates that the likelihood of confusion is extremely high and that consumers of religious 

services and charitable donors are likely to believe that Bishop Lawrence is affiliated with the 

Diocese and that the Diocese sponsors his agenda.  The Fourth Circuit has articulated nine fac-

tors that may be relevant to whether a likelihood of confusion exists:  (1) the strength or distinc-

tiveness of the mark; (2) the similarity of the two marks; (3) the similarity of the goods or ser-

vices that the marks identify; (4) the similarity of the facilities used by the markholders; (5) the 

similarity of advertising used by the markholders; (6) the defendant’s intent; (7) actual confu-

sion; (8) the quality of the defendant’s product; and (9) the sophistication of the consuming pub-

lic.  See Rosetta Stone Ltd. v. Google, Inc., 676 F.3d 144, 153 (4th Cir. 2012). 

First, the Diocese’s marks are strong and distinctive.  The marks are undeniably closely 

associated with the Diocese.  Buchanan Aff. ¶ 20.  The Diocesan Seal, for example, has been 

used by the Diocese since the late 1800’s.  It has regularly appeared on the Diocese’s corre-

spondence, Convention journals, website, and releases to the public.  See Complaint for Declara-

tory and Injunctive Relief ¶¶ 18, 265, The Protestant Episcopal Church In The Diocese of South 

Carolina v. The Episcopal Church, No. 2013-CP-18-13 (S.C. Ct. Com. Pl., 1st Jud. Cir.) (Ex. E). 

Second, Bishop Lawrence employs the actual marks.  For example, in a letter issued fol-

lowing the Presiding Bishop’s acceptance of his renunciation, Bishop Lawrence continued to 

maintain that he was the Bishop of the Diocese, and he employed the Diocesan seal.  “A Letter 

from Bishop Lawrence Regarding Renunciation” (Ex. C); see also, e.g., “Our Diocesan Seal” 
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(Ex. F).  In addition, Bishop Lawrence and his followers have purported to summon a Diocesan 

Convention on March 8-9, 2013.  Communications relating to that meeting use the Diocese’s ex-

act marks.  See, e.g., “222nd Annual Diocesan Convention” (Ex. K).  

Third, Bishop Lawrence purports to represent the Diocese.  Thus, he purports to provide 

the very same services that the Diocese, through Bishop vonRosenberg, actually provides. 

Fourth, Bishop Lawrence, Bishop vonRosenberg, and the Diocese use like facilities, 

namely houses of worship in the Diocese. 

Fifth, Bishop Lawrence, Bishop vonRosenberg, and the Diocese use similar methods and 

styles of communication in order to reach consumers of religious services and charitable donors.  

Thus, it would be very difficult for a recipient of such a communication to determine whether the 

Diocese, through its legitimate representatives, sent the communication.  

Sixth, as discussed, where an entity intentionally copies a mark, for the purpose of ex-

ploiting the goodwill created by the mark, a likelihood of confusion is presumed.  See Osem 

Food Indus. Ltd. v. Sherwood Foods, Inc., 917 F.2d 161, 164-65 (4th Cir. 1990); Rosetta Stone, 

676 F.3d at 160 n.5.  Here, exact copies of the Diocese’s marks have been employed by Bishop 

Lawrence so that consumers of religious services and charitable donors view him as a representa-

tive of the Diocese in order to exploit the goodwill of the Diocese.  Why else would the website 

with which he is associated include a page entitled “Our Diocesan Seal” (Ex. F), which includes 

an image of the seal and documents the history of the seal, other than to appropriate the reputa-

tion and goodwill of the Diocese?  Bishop Lawrence no doubt wants consumers of religious ser-

vices and charitable donors to believe that he is affiliated with the Diocese and that his activities 

are sponsored by the Diocese.  This Court can presume that he has succeeded in doing so. 
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Seventh, Bishop Lawrence’s overt use of the Diocese’s marks and his continued false as-

sertions that he represents the Diocese have caused demonstrable actual confusion among con-

sumers of religious services and charitable donors as to: (1) the leadership of the Diocese; (2) 

whether the Diocese is affiliated with The Episcopal Church; and (3) the values for which the 

Diocese stands.  See, e.g., Adam Parker, Finding the Current: Small Episcopal worship groups 

form in wake of theological storm, The Post & Courier (Mar. 3, 2013) (Ex. L); Buchanan Aff. 

¶ 22; vonRosenberg Aff. ¶¶ 9-16. 

Eighth, although it is not possible to compare the relative quality of religious services, 

Bishop Lawrence cannot provide the quality of services he purports to provide (those provided 

by the Diocese), because he has renounced the Episcopal faith and thereby left the Diocese.   

Ninth, due to Bishop Lawrence’s repeated misrepresentations and use of the Diocese’s 

actual marks, it is extremely difficult for any member of the public, no matter how knowledgea-

ble, to discern that Bishop Lawrence is not a true representative of the Diocese, particularly giv-

en that Bishop Lawrence claims exclusive rights to use the Diocese’s marks.  In addition, even if 

it were possible to make that determination, many consumers and donors likely lack the infor-

mation necessary to do so.  See Purcell, 145 F.2d at 983 (“A large portion of any community is 

not well informed about ecclesiastical matters; and for the dissident members to use the name of 

the old church will enable them to appear in the eyes of the community as the continuation of 

that church, and to make the united church, which is in reality the continuation of the old church, 

appear as an intruder.”). 

Bishop vonRosenberg also satisfies the other elements of an infringement claim under 

§ 1125(a):  use in commerce; use in connection with goods or services; and a likelihood of being 

damaged.  See 15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1).   
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Bishop Lawrence has used the channels and instrumentalities of interstate commerce—

the Internet, for example—in his communications to consumers of religious services and charita-

ble donors.  See United States v. Horne, 474 F.3d 1004, 1006 (7th Cir. 2007) (noting that an 

online-auction site is an “avenue of interstate commerce”).  

Bishop Lawrence has also used the marks in connection with the provision of religious 

and charitable services.  It is axiomatic that infringement that occurs in connection with charita-

ble and religious services is actionable under the Lanham Act.  See, e.g., United We Stand Am., 

Inc. v. United We Stand, Am. N.Y., Inc., 128 F.3d 86, 89-90 (2d Cir. 1997) (explaining that “[t]he 

protection of the trademark or service mark of non-profit and public service organizations re-

quires that use of the mark by competing organizations be prohibited” and collecting cases); 

Purcell, 145 F.2d at 985 (“The fact that a corporation is an eleemosynary or charitable one and 

has no goods to sell, and does not make money, does not take it out of the protection of the law 

of unfair competition.” (internal quotation marks omitted)).   

Finally, Bishop vonRosenberg has been, and likely will continue to be, damaged by 

Bishop Lawrence’s infringing use.  The confusion created by Bishop Lawrence’s use interferes 

with Bishop vonRosenberg’s ability to carry out his pastoral mission and to communicate with 

the followers of his faith.  vonRosenberg Aff. ¶¶ 9-21.  For example, Bishop Lawrence and his 

followers have called for a purported Diocesan Convention to occur on March 8 and 9, 2013, the 

same days that the legitimate Convention of the Diocese had already been scheduled to occur.  

Id. ¶ 15.  This purported convention and similar events by Bishop Lawrence create immense con-

fusion and undermine Bishop vonRosenberg’s ability to lead the Diocese.  Id.  Further, Bishop 

Lawrence’s infringing use diverts to Bishop Lawrence followers and charitable contributions in-

tended for a religious organization that is part of The Episcopal Church.  Id. ¶¶ 9, 14.  Bishop 
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Lawrence’s conduct restricts Bishop vonRosenberg’s ability to garner support for the activities 

actually supported by the Diocese.  In addition, Bishop Lawrence’s unauthorized use deprives 

Bishop vonRosenberg and the Diocese of control over the Diocese’s goodwill and reputation.  Id. 

¶ 19.  Without such control, Bishop vonRosenberg will be unable to ensure that the Diocese and 

its marks continue to be associated with those teachings, values, and traditions that consumers of 

religious services and charitable donors have come to expect from the Diocese.  See Purcell, 145 

F.3d at 938 (“The united church, furthermore, will be hurt by any reproach that might be brought 

on the name of one of the merged churches by the faith and practices of those allowed to use that 

name; and it is not fair to it that such name be used by persons over whose professions of faith 

and practices it can exercise no control.”).  As long as Bishop Lawrence continues to use the Di-

ocese’s marks, Bishop vonRosenberg will be impeded in the performance of his spiritual and 

temporal duties as ecclesiastical authority of the Diocese.   

Bishop vonRosenberg is clearly likely to succeed on his trademark infringement claim. 

C. Bishop Lawrence Has Committed False Advertising In Violation Of the 
Lanham Act. 

Likewise, Bishop vonRosenberg is likely to succeed on his false-advertising claim under 

section 43(a) of the Lanham Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(B).  See Scotts Co. v. United Indus. 

Corp., 315 F.3d 264, 272-73 (4th Cir. 2002) (listing elements of the claim).  Bishop Lawrence 

has falsely represented to consumers of religious services and charitable donors that he continues 

to be the Bishop of the Diocese and that the Diocese authorizes and sponsors his activities.   

Bishop Lawrence has made repeated statements and representations regarding “the na-

ture, characteristics, [and] qualities,” 15 U.S.C. § 1125(a)(1)(B), of his services and activities 

that are false on their face.  As explained, Church authorities have determined that Bishop 

vonRosenberg, and not Bishop Lawrence, is the legitimate Bishop of the Diocese.  The law of 
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The Episcopal Church requires that this decision control for ecclesiastical purposes; and the First 

Amendment requires that this decision control in civil courts.  Bishop Lawrence nonetheless con-

tinues to maintain in communications to consumers of religious services and charitable donors 

that he represents the Diocese and that his activities are sponsored and authorized by the Dio-

cese.  For example, a donation solicitation letter on the website of the purported Diocese states 

that Bishop Lawrence is the “XIV Bishop of South Carolina.”  “Building for Christ” (Ex. G).  In 

addition, Bishop Lawrence and his followers have called for a Convention that they represent to 

be the actual official Convention of the Diocese and to include activities and programs of im-

portance to the Diocese.  “222nd Annual Diocesan Convention” (Ex. K) (“This year’s conven-

tion workshops are designed to equip the Diocese’s lay members and clergy for the work of min-

istry.  Bishop Lawrence promised that such workshops would be key parts of future annual Di-

ocesan Conventions.”).  Those representations are patently false, as are the many other similar 

statements made by Bishop Lawrence.  See, e.g., “A Letter from Bishop Lawrence Regarding 

Renunciation” (Ex. C) (“[T]he Diocese of South Carolina has canonically and legally disassoci-

ated from the Episcopal Church. . . . I remain the Bishop of the Diocese of South Carolina.  We 

shall continue to preach the Good News of Jesus Christ in Word and Deed . . . .”). 

From this, it follows inexorably that Bishop Lawrence’s false statements and representa-

tions actually deceive a substantial segment of their audience.  Where, as here, “the advertise-

ment is literally false, a violation may be established without evidence of consumer deception.”  

Scotts Co., 315 F.3d at 273 (internal quotation marks omitted); see also Novartis Consumer 

Health, Inc. v. Johnson & Johnson-Merck Consumer Pharm., Co., 290 F.3d 578, 586 (3d Cir. 

2002) (“If a plaintiff proves that the challenged commercial claims are ‘literally false,’ a court 

may grant relief without considering whether the buying public was actually misled.”).  Indeed, 
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the tendency of Bishop Lawrence’s false statements to deceive is obvious.  An individual seek-

ing to make a donation to the Protestant Episcopal Church in the Diocese of South Carolina 

could arrive at the website of the purported Diocese, make a donation, and, based on Bishop 

Lawrence’s representations, believe that her donation would further the mission and values of the 

Diocese.  Bishop Lawrence’s misrepresentations are intended to make consumers of religious 

services and charitable donors believe that Bishop Lawrence’s activities are authorized and spon-

sored by the Diocese, and they no doubt have that effect. 

Bishop Lawrence’s misrepresentations are also material, in that they are likely to influ-

ence the decisions of consumers of religious services and charitable donors.  This fact is apparent 

from the website mentioned above, in which Bishop Lawrence solicits donations alongside rep-

resentations that he continues to represent the Diocese.  See, e.g., “Building for Christ” (Ex. G) 

(donation solicitation letter and “donate now” link alongside the name “The Diocese of South 

Carolina” and the Diocesan Seal).  Further, that the website has dedicated a page to “frequently 

asked questions” “About the Assault on the Diocese of South Carolina,” (Ex. H), demonstrates 

that issues pertaining to the status of the Diocese are of immense importance to a significant 

number of consumers of religious services and charitable donors.  Bishop Lawrence’s repeated 

false representations that he is the Bishop of the Diocese and that the Diocese authorizes and 

supports his activities make it far more likely that persons will support his activities, financially 

or otherwise.   

Bishop Lawrence has also placed his misleading statements in commerce.  As the preced-

ing discussion documents, Bishop Lawrence has made countless false statements and representa-

tions on the Internet.  Horne, 474 F.3d at 1006. 
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Finally, as explained above, Bishop Lawrence’s misrepresentations regarding his status 

as Bishop and the Diocese’s authorization and sponsorship of his activities have damaged and 

will continue to damage Bishop vonRosenberg.  Those representations are significant obstacles 

to Bishop vonRosenberg’s achievement of his pastoral mission.  vonRosenberg Aff. ¶¶ 9-21.  

They are designed to attract to Bishop Lawrence’s activities support that is intended for the Dio-

cese led by Bishop vonRosenberg, and they, in turn, undermine Bishop vonRosenberg’s ability 

to garner support for the activities actually supported by the Diocese.  Bishop Lawrence’s false 

statements have diverted and will continue to divert followers and charitable donors from the Di-

ocese and to Bishop Lawrence, and they will continue to severely limit Bishop vonRosenberg’s 

ability to utilize and control the reputation and goodwill of the Diocese. 

Bishop Lawrence has plainly committed false advertising in violation of section 43(a) of 

the Lanham Act. 

D. The Pending State Proceeding Presents No Obstacle To This Court’s Adjudi-
cation Of This Case. 

On January 4, 2013, at the behest of Bishop Lawrence and his followers, the purported 

“Protestant Episcopal Church in the Diocese of South Carolina,” the purported “Trustees of The 

Protestant Episcopal Church in South Carolina,” and numerous diocesan parishes filed a com-

plaint in South Carolina state court against The Episcopal Church.  See Complaint for Declarato-

ry and Injunctive Relief, The Protestant Episcopal Church In The Diocese of South Carolina v. 

The Episcopal Church, No. 2013-CP-18-13 (S.C. Ct. Com. Pl., 1st Jud. Cir.) (Ex. E).  The state 

court plaintiffs sought a declaratory judgment that “they are the sole owners of their respective 

real and personal property” and that The Episcopal Church has “improperly used and may not 

continue to use any of the names, styles, seals and emblems of any of the Plaintiffs or any imita-

tions or substantially similar names, styles, seals and emblems.”  Id. at 2.  The state court plain-
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tiffs also sought an injunction prohibiting The Episcopal Church from such uses.  Id.  On January 

31, 2013, the state court issued a temporary consent injunction. 

Should Bishop Lawrence raise the issue, this Court can easily reject the argument that the 

Court should abstain in light of the pending state court proceeding.  The federal courts have a 

“virtually unflagging obligation . . . to exercise the jurisdiction given them.”  Colo. River Water 

Conservation Dist. v. United States, 424 U.S. 800, 817 (1976).  Accordingly, in almost all 

events, “the pendency of an action in the state court is no bar to proceedings concerning the same 

matter in the Federal court having jurisdiction.”  Id. (internal quotation marks omitted).  In Colo-

rado River, the Supreme Court recognized that limited circumstances may, at times, warrant ab-

stention in a federal action in light of a parallel state proceeding.  Id. at 818.  But the Court cau-

tioned that “[o]nly the clearest of justifications will warrant dismissal.”  Id. at 819.  “[T]he deci-

sion whether to dismiss a federal action because of parallel state-court litigation” rests “on a 

careful balancing of the important factors as they apply in a given case, with the balance heavily 

weighted in favor of the exercise of jurisdiction.”  Moses H. Cone Mem’l Hosp. v. Mercury Con-

str. Corp., 460 U.S. 1, 16 (1983).  Only “exceptional circumstances” and the “clearest of justifi-

cations” warrant a federal court’s surrendering jurisdiction.  Id. at 25-26 (internal quotation 

marks omitted).  Abstention under Colorado River is the narrow exception, not the rule, and this 

case cannot be made to fit within that narrow exception. 

At the threshold, this suit cannot be characterized as parallel to the state proceeding.  The 

Fourth Circuit has “strictly construed” the parallelism requirement, holding that “the parties in-

volved must be almost identical,” Chase Brexton Health Servs, Inc. v. Maryland, 411 F.3d 457, 

464 (4th Cir. 2005), and that the cases must involve “totally duplicative” claims, McLaughlin v. 

United Va. Bank, 955 F.2d 930, 935 (4th Cir. 1992).  See New Beckley Mining Corp. v. Int’l Un-
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ion, United Mine Workers of Am., 946 F.2d 1072, 1073 (4th Cir. 1991) (“Suits are parallel if sub-

stantially the same parties litigate substantially the same issues in different forums.”  (emphases 

added)).  Neither is true here.  The parties in the two actions are not the same:  Bishop Lawrence 

is not a party in the state court action, and none of the plaintiffs in the state action are in the fed-

eral action.  And far from totally duplicative, the five claims asserted in the two actions overlap 

little.  Indeed, most of the claims are distinct.  As for the two claims that are arguably similar—

the state and federal infringement claims—they are grounded in different substantive laws.  Giv-

en these incongruities, the state and federal cases are certainly not “totally duplicative,” and thus 

not parallel.  See McLaughlin, 955 F.2d at 935 (explaining that cases are not parallel if they 

merely “have similar claims and draw on common events”); Purcell v. Summers, 126 F.2d 390, 

395 (4th Cir. 1942) (rejecting abstention argument in case brought by church against dissident 

members and explaining that “it is no objection to [the] exercise of jurisdiction that it may result 

in the determination of questions which are involved in the state court litigation”). 

Yet even if the suits were parallel, the “exceptional circumstances” that sometimes war-

rant abstention plainly do not exist in this case.  Colorado River’s exceptional-circumstances test 

is generally expressed as a series of factors.  See Chase Brexton Health Servs., Inc. v. Maryland, 

411 F.3d 457, 463-64 (4th Cir. 2005).  None of those factors weighs in favor of applying the nar-

row exception. 

Critically, “the presence of federal-law issues must always be a major consideration 

weighing against” a federal court’s surrender of jurisdiction.  Moses H. Cone, 460 U.S. at 26.  

Federal-law issues are not only present in this case, they provide the exclusive rules of decision.  

Bishop vonRosenberg’s claims arise solely under Section 43 of the Lanham Act.  15 U.S.C. 

§ 1125.  And the subsidiary questions relating to the falsity of Bishop Lawrence’s representa-
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tions concerning his status as Bishop of the Diocese and his affiliation with the Diocese are con-

trolled by the First Amendment, as interpreted in controlling decisions of the Supreme Court.  

That these federal-law issues provide the rules of decision for Bishop vonRosenberg’s claims, 

and the absence of significant issues of state law, weigh strongly against abstention. 

The other factors likewise support this Court’s exercise of its jurisdiction:   

First, the subject matters do not involve property over which the state court may assume 

in rem jurisdiction.  As a result, this factor weighs against abstention.  Gannett Co. v. Clark Con-

str. Grp., Inc., 286 F.3d 737, 747 (4th Cir. 2002). 

Second, there can be no plausible contention that this forum is any less convenient to the 

parties than the state forum.  Bishop Lawrence resides in Charleston County, in the State of 

South Carolina, and much of the relevant conduct had its genesis in the State. 

Third, the prospect of piecemeal litigation does not support abstention.  As explained, this 

action and the state action are separate litigations, with entirely different parties and different 

claims and issues.  Thus, there is little concern that this Court and the state court would reach 

different results on the same issues.  Even assuming the contrary, moreover, “the mere potential 

for conflict in the results of adjudications, does not, without more, warrant staying exercise of 

federal jurisdiction.”  Colo. River, 424 U.S. at 816.  There is absolutely no indication that the 

requisite “more” exists in this case.  Indeed, the Fourth Circuit has held, on virtually identical 

facts, that “it is no objection to [the] exercise of jurisdiction that it may result in the determina-

tion of questions which are involved in the state court litigation.”  Purcell, 126 F.2d at 395.   

Fourth, although the state court action was filed first, the Supreme Court has instructed 

that the progress made in each action is more important than the sequence of the filings.  Moses 

H. Cone, 460 U.S. at 21.  Here, virtually no state court proceedings have taken place.  No de-
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fendant has filed a responsive pleading; discovery has not yet begun; and no dispositive motion 

has been filed.  In addition, Bishop vonRosenberg was not elected as Bishop of the Diocese until 

January 26, 2013—approximately three weeks after the state court action was filed.  Bishop 

vonRosenberg simply had no opportunity to file his federal action prior to the filing of the state 

action.  Thus, this factor also provides no ground for abstention. 

This case quite simply does not present the “exceptional circumstances” necessary to jus-

tify a federal court’s surrendering its jurisdiction. 

II. Absent An Injunction Bishop vonRosenberg Will Continue To Suffer Irreparable 
Harm. 

If this Court does not issue an injunction, Bishop vonRosenberg will continue to suffer 

very real and very substantial harm.  Bishop Lawrence’s use of the marks will continue to divert 

to Bishop Lawrence’s organization consumers of religious services and charitable contributions 

that otherwise would flow to the Diocese led by Bishop vonRosenberg.  Bishop vonRosenberg 

will also be unable to control the reputation of the Diocese and the message that is communicat-

ed, on behalf of the Diocese, to followers, donors, and the public. 

The Fourth Circuit has recognized that “irreparable injury regularly follows from trade-

mark infringement.”  Lone Star Steakhouse & Saloon, Inc. v. Alpha of Va., Inc., 43 F.3d 922, 939 

(4th Cir. 1995).  This Court has explained that the irreparable harm suffered due to trademark 

infringement “is enormous, immediate, and presumed in law.”  Augusta Nat’l, Inc. v. Exec. Golf 

Mgmt., Inc., 996 F. Supp. 492, 496 (D.S.C. 1998); see also Wonder Works v. Cranium, Inc., 455 

F. Supp. 2d 453, 457 (D.S.C. 2006); Englert, Inc. v. LeafGuard USA, Inc., No. 4:09-cv-00253, 

2009 WL 5031309, at *5 (D.S.C. Dec. 14, 2009).  Here, even without this presumption, both the 

evidence before the Court and the undisputed allegations of the Complaint demonstrate that 
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Bishop Lawrence’s ongoing infringement and false advertising are causing Bishop vonRosen-

berg irreparable damage. 

Bishop Lawrence, although no longer a representative of the Diocese, continues to hold 

himself out as such and continues to use the Diocese’s exact marks.  Bishop Lawrence, therefore, 

falsely represents to consumers of religious services and charitable donors that his activities are 

authorized and sponsored by the Diocese.  See, e.g., “Diocese Responds to Announcement of 

January TEC Meeting” (Ex. D) (reporting a statement from Bishop Lawrence:  “We continue to 

be the Diocese of South Carolina—also known, legally as the Protestant Episcopal Church in the 

Diocese of South Carolina and as the Episcopal Diocese of South Carolina, of which I remain the 

Bishop.”).   

Without immediate injunctive relief, Bishop vonRosenberg will continue to suffer signif-

icant spiritual and financial losses.  vonRosenberg Aff. ¶¶ 9-21.  Such losses, in turn, significant-

ly obstruct Bishop vonRosenberg’s ability to perform his spiritual and temporal duties.  See id.  

Bishop Lawrence’s conduct is diverting to him individuals who otherwise would join or support 

the Diocese as led by Bishop vonRosenberg.  Id. ¶ 9.  Many individuals, moreover, have left the 

Episcopal faith altogether due to the confusion and conflict that have resulted from Bishop Law-

rence’s activities.  Id. ¶ 17.  In the absence of immediate relief, Bishop vonRosenberg will con-

tinue to be deprived of the spiritual and financial support that is critical to his ministry.  In addi-

tion, Bishop Lawrence’s unlawful use of the Diocese’s marks and repeated misrepresentations 

create confusion as to the leadership of the Diocese and Bishop vonRosenberg’s authority and 

control over the Diocese.  For instance, multiple individuals have expressed confusion about 

whether Bishop Lawrence or Bishop vonRosenberg has the authority to speak on behalf of the 

Diocese.  Id. ¶ 12; see also id. ¶ 11.  Such continued impediments to the exercise of his leader-
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ship authority entitle Bishop vonRosenberg to immediate relief.  See Wash. Teachers’ Union, 

Local #6 v. Am. Fed’n of Teachers, 751 F. Supp. 2d 38, 57 (D.D.C. 2010) (holding that “under-

mining the [state union’s leadership] in the eyes of its members” constituted irreparable harm).  

As long as Bishop Lawrence is permitted to engage in his unlawful conduct, Bishop vonRosen-

berg will continue to be irreparably harmed.  See Purcell, 145 F.3d at 983 (finding irreparable 

injury and noting that “the old church, notwithstanding the merger, will still continue to be 

thought of under the old name in the minds of many of the members who have joined in the un-

ion, and gifts intended for it will be made in that name and may be lost or held only through ex-

pensive litigation, if the new organization of dissident members is allowed to use the name”).  

Bishop Lawrence’s continued unauthorized use and misrepresentations, moreover, dam-

age the reputation and goodwill of the Diocese.  Bishop Lawrence’s activities are fundamentally 

different from those of the Diocese.  For example, Bishop Lawrence’s activities are not affiliated 

with The Episcopal Church.  Bishop Lawrence’s organization is also not bound by the Church’s 

Constitution and Canons.  Thus, Bishop Lawrence offers religious services that are markedly dis-

tinct from those offered by the Diocese and Bishop vonRosenberg.  vonRosenberg Aff. ¶¶ 16, 

20.  Bishop Lawrence’s unauthorized use and misrepresentations nevertheless make it impossible 

for Bishop vonRosenberg to distinguish the Diocese from Bishop Lawrence’s activities and to 

exercise control over the reputation and goodwill that the Diocese has garnered.  Id. ¶ 19.  At the 

core of the Lanham Act is the protection of the right to control the reputation of the goods sold or 

the services provided under the trademark.  See Park ‘N Fly v. Dollar Park and Fly, Inc., 469 

U.S. 189, 198 (1985) (“The Lanham Act provides national protection of trademarks in order to 

secure to the owner of the mark the goodwill of his business and to protect the ability of consum-

ers to distinguish among competing producers.”).  This Court has previously recognized that 
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harm suffered due to loss of control over reputation is worthy of injunctive relief.  See BMW of 

N.A., LLC v. FPI MB Entm’t, LLC, No. 4:10-82, 2010 WL 4365838, at *2-3 (D.S.C. Sept. 13, 

2010), report and recommendation adopted by 2010 WL 4340929.  Indeed, “it is well-

established that harm to a company’s goodwill is considered irreparable.”  Id. at *2.  It is equally 

well-established that Bishop vonRosenberg has no adequate remedy at law.  “One of the harsh 

realities of trademark infringement is that monetary damages are always inadequate to compen-

sate for a trademark owner’s loss of control over the quality of products and services that are 

marketed under its proprietary mark.”  Augusta Nat’l, 996 F. Supp. at 496. 

In addition, Bishop Lawrence offers no suggestion that he plans to cease his unlawful 

conduct.  Quite the contrary, there is every indication that Bishop Lawrence’s current practices 

will only increase in frequency and severity.  Bishop Lawrence and his followers have publi-

cized, for example, a purported meeting of the Diocesan Convention on March 8 and 9—the pre-

cise days that the legitimate Convention of the Diocese was already scheduled to occur.  

vonRosenberg Aff. ¶ 15; “Convention Information” (Ex. I).  At this meeting, Bishop Lawrence 

has proposed amendments to the Diocesan Constitution, which, among other things, will pur-

portedly eliminate the clause that states the Diocese accedes to the Constitution of The Episcopal 

Church.  See “Proposed Resolution R-1” (Ex. J).  Without immediate injunctive relief, Bishop 

Lawrence will continue to pursue this and similar actions, which will only continue to confuse 

the public and irreparably harm Bishop vonRosenberg.  vonRosenberg Aff. ¶ 15. 

III. The Balance Of Hardships Heavily Favors Immediate Injunctive Relief. 

The balance of hardships tilts decidedly in Bishop vonRosenberg’s favor.  The only hard-

ship that will befall Bishop Lawrence as a result of an immediate injunction is the requirement 

that he comply with the law.  As a result of The Episcopal Church’s acceptance of Bishop Law-

rence’s renunciation and the Church’s installation of new Diocesan leadership, Bishop Lawrence 
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is not permitted to hold himself out as a representative of the Diocese, and he does not have any 

right to use the Diocese’s marks.  The injunction would simply prohibit Bishop Lawrence from 

confusing the public and unjustly profiting on the Diocese’s reputation and goodwill.  Further, 

the injunction will not require Bishop Lawrence to incur any real cost.  Unlike a manufacturer of 

goods, he will not be required to rebrand any products, alter any manufacturing processes, or the 

like.  And Bishop Lawrence, of course, is free to continue his activities; he simply cannot claim 

to be a representative of the Diocese and to use the Diocese’s marks.  Thus, Bishop Lawrence 

will not suffer any measurable hardship.  Cf. Augusta Nat’l, 996 F. Supp. at 496-97 (finding de-

fendants would sustain only minimal harm since injunction would not put them out of business). 

Bishop vonRosenberg, on the other hand, has suffered and will continue to suffer signifi-

cant, irreparable hardship since he does not have control over the marks that the Diocese has his-

torically used to communicate to consumers of religious services and charitable donors.  Moreo-

ver, countless consumers and potential donors will continue to be misled by Bishop Lawrence’s 

conduct and misrepresentations, and no later action by this Court could retrieve that lost good-

will.  Injunctive relief is therefore necessary and appropriate.  See BMW of N.A., 2010 WL 

4365838, at *3 (concluding that balance of hardships tipped in plaintiff’s favor because Defend-

ants had no right to their infringing use and such use posed a threat to plaintiff’s goodwill). 

IV. The Public Interest Favors A Preliminary Injunction. 

Finally, issuing an injunction in this case would protect not only Bishop vonRosenberg, 

but also the public.  As the Fourth Circuit has observed, “there is a strong public interest in the 

prevention of misleading advertisements.”  Scotts, 315 F.3d at 286 (internal quotation marks 

omitted).  And as this Court has explained, “The right of the public to be free from the deception 

that results from a defendant’s use of a plaintiff’s trademark is transcendent.”  Augusta Nat’l, 

996 F. Supp. at 499; see also BMW of N.A., 2010 WL 4365838, at *3 (“[T]he public interest 
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would not be disserved by a permanent injunction, as there is greater public benefit in securing 

the integrity of [Plaintiff’s] marks than in allowing Defendants to continue to use the marks in 

violation of [Plaintiff’s] rights.  Further, preventing confusion is in the public interest.” (internal 

quotation marks and alterations omitted)).  In holding himself out as the representative of the Di-

ocese and in using the Diocese’s exact marks, there is no doubt that Bishop Lawrence has en-

deavored to create the very public confusion that the Lanham Act was designed to prohibit.  

“[A]n injunction in this case would serve the public interest by preventing future consumers from 

being misled.”  Lone Star, 43 F.3d at 939.   

CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, Bishop vonRosenberg’s motion for a preliminary injunction 

should be granted. 
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Bishop Lawrence's Address to the Special Convention

http://www.diosc.com/sys/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=468:bishop-lawrences-address-to-the-special-convention&catid=1:latest-news&Itemid=75[2/22/2013 1:54:21 PM]

Find Church Find Clergy Diocese Calendar Donate Now Contact Us

MAIN MENU

Home

About Us
About Us
Budget
Proposed Budget
Building for Christ
Cathedral
Clergy Directory
Church Directory
Contact Us
Deaneries
Diocesan Office
Episcopal Dictionary
Media Room
Job Openings
Parochial Report
Staff Directory
Our Seal

Our Bishop
About Bishop Lawrence
Bishop's Schedule
Bishop's Messages

Visiting Bishop

News & Events
Jubilate Deo

Submission Guidelines
Latest News
Recent Events
Clergy News
Diocesan Calendar
Job Openings
Photo Gallery
Media Room

Governance
Constitution
Canons
Diocesan Council
Standing Committee
Trustees
Vestry Handbook

Contact Us
Staff Directory
Submissions
Clergy Directory
Church Directory

Search for Church
Contact Us

Ministries
1670 Legacy
Addiction Recovery
Brothrhd of St. Andrew
Clergy Spouse
College & Young Adults
Cursillo
Daughters of the King
Ecumenical Involvement
Epis. Relief & Develop.
Faith Alive
Faith Formation
Hispanic Ministry
HIV/AIDS Ministry
Marriage Ministry
Kairos Prison Ministry
Men's Ministry
Order of Saint Vincent
St. Luke - Physician

Bishop Lawrence's Address to the Special
Convention

Bishop’s Address—Special Convention November 17, 2012

The following address was given by the Rt. Rev. Mark J. Lawrence, XIV Bishop of South Carolina, at St.
Philip's Church, Charleston, on Saturday, November 17.

Click here to watch the video. You may thank Anglican TV for producing this for us here. The audio
version is also available.

“Therefore, since we are surrounded by so great a cloud of witnesses, let us also lay aside every
weight, and sin which clings so closely, and let us run with perseverance the race that is set before us,
looking to Jesus the founder and perfecter of our faith….”  Hebrews 12:1—2a 

When this Diocese last met in a convention at St. Philip’s, it was September 16th, 2006. I was one of
three candidates for the XIV Bishop of South Carolina. In my opening address the week before, I spoke
these words to the assembled clergy and laity : “We meet this morning in this lovely city of Charleston.
Inside the walls of this great old historic edifice—we can only hope the wisdom of the years might seep
into our minds that we might rightly appreciate the present, and more importantly imagine an even
greater future for tomorrow.”  I  purposely referenced the past, present and future in this opening
sentence. So too we meet here today, our hands reaching back to bring the rich heritage of the past
with us and with our feet firmly placed in the present, and with our hearts seeking God’s grace for an
even greater future for tomorrow— we are facing reality as it is, not as it was nor as we wish it were, but
as it is. Before, however, turning our minds to consider the future, I need to say word about what, in
recent years, we have come through. For since that day on September16th this Diocese and I have
passed through two consent processes for Bishop, and two Disciplinary Board procedures for
Abandonment of the Communion of the Episcopal Church—the last without our even knowing it and
while we were seeking a peaceable way through this crisis. I  have not done the research but I suppose
two consent processes and two disciplinary board procedures  is and may well remain unique in the
annuals of the Episcopal Church. You may remember that during that stormy first consent process I
stated that: “I have lashed myself to the mast of Jesus Christ and will ride out this storm wherever the
ship of faith will take me.”  Well it brought me two years later here to the marshes and cypress swamps
of the Low Country. Where many of your relatives landed centuries before—some searching for wealth
and others herded like cattle in the hulls of ships. During these past years I have grown to love this land,
set down roots in your history and, even more to our purpose, become one with you in a common
allegiance to Jesus Christ, his Gospel, and his Church. 

Consequently, I  trust you will understand that I have strived in these past five years, contrary to what
some may believe or assert,  to keep us from this day; from what I have referred to in numerous deanery
and parish gatherings as the Valley of Decision. There is little need to rehearse the events that have
brought us to this moment other than to say—it is a convergence of Theology, Morality, and Church
Polity that has led to our collision with the leadership of the Episcopal Church. I hope most of our
delegates and clergy who have heard me address these matters know in their hearts and minds that
this is no attempt to build gated communities around our churches as some have piously suggested or
to keep the hungry seeking hearts of a needy world from our doors. Rather, let the doors of our
churches be open not only that seekers may come in but more importantly so we may go out to engage
the unbelieving with the hope of the gospel and serve our communities, disdaining any tendency to
stand daintily aloof in self-righteousness. Indeed, let us greet every visitor at our porch with Christ and
while some of our members stand at open doors to welcome, still others will go out as our Lord has
directed into the highways and byways of the world—across seas and across the street—with the Good
News of a loving Father, a crucified-yet-living Savior and a community of wounded-healers learning,
however falteringly, to walk in step with His Spirit. Let not God’s feast go unattended. This is our calling
and our mission. 

But I must say this again and again. This has never been about who is welcome or not welcome in our
church. It’s about what we shall tell  them about Jesus Christ, his mercy, his grace and his truth – it is
about , what we shall tell  them when they come and what we shall share when we go out. 

We have spent far too many hours and days and years in a dubious and fruitless resistance to the
relentless path of the Episcopal Church. And while some of us still struggle in grief at what has
happened and where these extraordinary days have brought us, I believe it is time to turn the page. The
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leaders of the Episcopal Church have made their positions known—our theological and creedal
commitments regarding the trustworthiness of Scripture, the uniqueness and universality of Jesus
Christ, and other precious truths, while tolerated, are just opinions among others; our understanding of
human nature, the given-ness of gender as male and female, woven by God into the natural and
created order, is now declared by canon law to be unacceptable; our understanding of marriage as
proclaimed in the Book of Common Prayer “established by God in creation” and espoused by Anglicans
around the world hangs precariously in the life of the Episcopal Church by a thin and fraying thread;
and our understanding of the church’s polity, which until the legal strategy of the present Presiding
Bishop’s litigation team framed their legal arguments, was a widely held and respected position in this
church; now to hold it and express it is tantamount to misconduct or worse, to act upon it – is ruled as
abandonment of this church. While one might wish the theological and moral concerns had seized
center stage, it is the Disciplinary Board for Bishops misuse of the church’s polity that has finally left us
no place to stand within the Episcopal Church. So be it. They have spoken. We have acted. We have
withdrawn from that Church that we along with six other dioceses help to organize centuries ago.

While I have strived to keep us from this Valley of Decision, having walked so long in its gloom myself—
once forced to decide—my allegiances are firm. The doctrine, discipline and worship of Christ as this
church has received them and the solemn declaration “that I do believe the Holy Scriptures of the Old
and New Testaments to be the Word of God, and to contain all  things necessary for salvation” cannot
be surrendered. Nor can we embrace the new revisions to the doctrine, discipline and worship so
wrongly adopted. Whether we could or could not have stayed longer, or continued to resist in the face of
these recent innovations need not detain us further. An unconstitutional process has weighed us in a
faulty canonical balance and found us wanting. The Presiding Bishop’s legal team having entered with
coy excuses and without canonical authority into this diocese some three or more years ago, now
emerges from the shadows, stepping boldly into the light of day. We must of course address them and
their actions; but should they look to reconciliation and not litigation, changing from their prior practice of
speaking peace, peace while waging canonical and legal war, we shall meet with them in openness to
seek new and creative solutions. Yet let this be known, they will not detract us from Christ’s mission. We
move on. Those who are not with us, you may go in peace; your properties intact. Those who have yet
to decide we give you what time you need. Persuasion is almost always the preferable policy, not
coercion. By God’s grace we will bear you no ill. We have many friends among the bishops, priests and
laity of the Episcopal Church, and we wish you well.  Furthermore, I bear no ill toward the Episcopal
Church. She has been the incubator for an Anglican Christianity where  God placed me many years ago.
Rich is her heritage and regal her beauty. When I have quarreled with her it has been a lover’s quarrel.
For many of the precious gifts she has received from prior generations she has not maintained. And she
has left no place for many of us to maintain them either. So I say free from malice and with abiding
charity we must turn the page. And I say this as well:  to all  who will continue with us: “Let us rend our
hearts and not our garments.”  Let us be careful not to poison the waters of our communities with our
differences with the Episcopal Church. Rarely have the spiritually hungry, the seeker, the unconverted or
the unchurched been won for Jesus Christ through church conflicts, denominational discord, or
ecclesiastical excesses. If we are to have the aroma of Christ we must live in his grace with faith, hope,
and charity. The apostle has described it well the fruit of the spirit is love, joy, peace, patience,
kindness, goodness, gentleness (long-suffering) and self control. Therefore, we cannot allow either
personally or corporately any root of bitterness, resentment, un-forgiveness, anger or fear to take us like
untied and forgotten buoys in an outgoing tide, burying our hearts and mission in some muddy marsh or
to float adrift in some backwater slough. No, we shall turn the page with hearts wide open and love
abounding for the chief of sinners – which is always us. We shall move on. Actually, let me state it more
accurately. We have moved on. With the Standing Committee’s resolution of disassociation the fact is
accomplished: legally and canonically. The resolutions before you this day are affirmations of that fact.
You have only to decide if that is your will and your emotions will follow. 

Following Christ the Pioneer and Perfecter of our Future

So turning the page let us take a brief look at this next chapter of the Diocese of South Carolina. We
shall need, of course, the promises and exhortations of the apostolic word. I began this address with
verses from the Letter to the Hebrews. After surveying in the 11th Chapter of his letter the luminaries of
past generations who walked by faith and not by sight—Abel, Noah, Abraham, Sarah, Moses, David
and many lesser known men and women— the writer turns the page for his readers to the present and
the future. Surrounded by these witnesses or martyrs from the past these early Christians must take their
place in this great narrative of salvation history. Shedding themselves of every hindrance and clinging
sins and (may I suggest perhaps things they cannot take with them) they are to press on looking to
Jesus the founder and perfecter of their faith. And so must we. 

Challenges and Opportunities within the Diocese

Much speculation has arisen now that we are out of the Episcopal Church as to where the Diocese of
South Carolina is going?  I have repeatedly said at gatherings around the diocese that this question has
not been a topic of serious discussion among the changing members of the Standing Committee over
the years, or for that matter among the deans, or within the Council. It needs to be stated again that our
time has been taken up with keeping the diocese protected, while being intact and in the Episcopal
Church. And knowing that should push come to shove we would need to be prepared for numerous
contingencies, we put in place various protections. These are now profoundly helpful: we have a
pension plan for clergy and laity; insurance possibilities for our congregations; a diocesan health
insurance program. These do not allay every sacrifice or concern by any means, but they do at least fill
a void that would otherwise be unnerving and almost unmanageable for many of our clergy and
congregations. Yet work remains to be done in these areas, and will be done in a timely manner. Our
challenges in this new landscape are many. Some rather small, and others quite enormous—but so are
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the advantages. 

Having chosen to persuade rather than coerce we have a great meeting place—the Cross and
Resurrection of Jesus Christ!  He is the one who opens the great doors or closes them. You may recall
that the risen and glorified Christ spoke to the Philadelphian church in the Revelation of St. John the
Divine: “Look, behold I set before you an open door, which no one is able to shut.”  I  believe he has
opened a door for us as well.  We know how to do mission. We know how to preach the gospel; to make
disciples; to share our faith with others; to do effective youth ministry; to hold on to the essential
doctrines of Christ while being innovative in reaching emerging generations; We know how to plant and
grow congregations. Do we have much to learn?  You bet. Will we learn it?  We will. I  ask you to
imagine if this might be true that perhaps the greatest congregations in this Diocese of South Carolina
have yet to be grown, Maybe they haven’t  even been planted. Some of us are getting long in the tooth
and need to learn from and make way for younger leaders. As for me I realize how quickly it has
happened: those words of the Psalmist that once caused me to think of retired priests and elder
statesmen I now apply to myself: “O God, you have taught me since I was young, /and to this day I tell
of your wonderful works. /And now that I am old and gray-headed, O God, do not forsake me, /till I
make known your strength to this generation and your power to all  who are to come.” (Psalm 71:17-
18)  When did that come to be about me and not someone else? The LORD spoke to Servant-Israel
regarding her witness to the world saying: “Behold, I do a new thing—before it breaks forth I tell  you of
it.”  It is a time for the old to dream dreams and the young to see visions. If we can combine prudence
and dynamism we can get somewhere. So even while we keep the richness of a residential seminary
clergy track, we need to explore new ways of preparing young men and women and even middle-age
ones for ministry; especially those who know how to travel light. It is a new day and new ways of
proclaiming the old truths need to be adopted.

I stated at our recent Clergy Conference that I hoped we will maintain a comprehensive Anglicanism.
Should we lose an African-American congregation we shall look at planting another. If we lose an
Anglo-Catholic parish we will pray for what God will have us do; there are those from whom we can
learn from here in this area. As for multi-racial congregations surely that is a gift whose time has come –
or perhaps is past time. Imagine what this Diocese of South Carolina can accomplish for the Kingdom of
God and the Gospel if so much of our common life is no longer siphoned off in a resistance movement.
What can our diocesan and deanery gatherings become when our focus is first and foremost on our
ministry at home and Christ’s mission in the world?  If we can move beyond our parish silos and into
relationships that foster mutual growth and mission a new day of possibilities awaits us. I will be calling
together a task force to link stronger parishes with congregations and missions in the diocese that may
suffer the loss of members due to this departure from the Episcopal Church. If a smaller parish has lost
10, 20 or 30 percent of its membership it may not be able to afford a full  time priest. So while continuing
to keep the door ajar for disaffected parishioners to return, we need to find ways to enable that
congregation to continue to support their rector or vicar; and not merely in order to keep ply wood from
the windows but in order to reach their community for Christ and to grow his Church. That is what it is
about. Let’s get on with it. This will be one of our first priorities. We also need to re-configure some of
our deaneries. Some are functioning well and others are almost defunct, offering little, if any, real
support for clergy or for drafting cooperative work for ministry and mission. There is room for exciting
developments and opportunities here. 

Let me turn to the challenges and opportunities in North American Anglicanism for a minute. South
Carolina has been and continues to be a microcosm of North American Anglicanism—with all  that is
good and vital, and all  that is most troubling. In an address at the Mere Anglicanism Conference last
January I noted that there were some six overlapping jurisdictions within the boundaries of our diocese
all  making claims one way or another to being Anglican. With the exception of this Diocese of South
Carolina, the oldest of these Churches is the Reformed Episcopal Church. There are many Reformed
Episcopal Church congregations throughout South Carolina. They reach a good number of people with
a vital faith and a strong Anglican tradition. They have a goodly heritage and a seminary just up the
road in Summerville. Then there’s the Anglican Mission in America (AMiA) which has until recently been
the mother church of their movement at Pawleys Island. Recently the All Saints’ Pawleys Island
congregation voted to associate with the Anglican Church in North America (ACNA). But AMiA has still
other congregations scattered across the Low Country—some with bishops and some with rectors.
Then, just this year ACNA ordained a former rector of this diocese, The Rt. Rev. Steve Wood, of St.
Andrew’s, Mt. Pleasant as the first bishop of their new Diocese of the Carolinas, which includes North
and South Carolina. St. Andrew’s offers dynamic ministry and many within this diocese have kept
bridges of relationships with these brothers and sisters in Christ and for this I give thanks. There are
other Anglican bodies as well,  some of whose bishops I know and some I do not. As I have stated
before this is all  rather un-Anglican!  All these bishops overlapping one another - but to reflect on a
more positive note we ought to at least acknowledge that South Carolina may well be the most
“Anglicanized” turf in North America!  Everybody’s talking about Anglicans. You know what happens
when everyone’s talking about Baptists? They grow churches. Everyones’ talking about Anglicans. It’s
our moment!

All this might be what lies behind the question often raised at the deanery and parish forums I’ve been
addressing—“Bishop, with whom will we affiliate?”  My answer has been quite simply, “For now—no
one.”  As any wise pastor will tell  you, if you’ve been in a troubling, painful or dysfunctional relationship
for a long period of time and then the marriage or relationship ends, you would be wise not to jump right
away into the first one that comes along and tie the knot. You’d be wise to take your time. Nevertheless,
I hope we can work with and for a greater unity among the Anglican Churches within our local region
and also within North America. We have many friends and bonds of affection that unite us and along
with this—a common mission, Christ’s Mission and unity will deeply assist it. A century ago a son of
this diocese, William Porcher DuBose, wrote these helpful words:  “The question, How to restore and
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conserve Unity must go back to a prior one,—What is the Unity in question?  Let us recall and repeat
in our Lord’s own words: ‘I will not leave you orphans; yet a little while and the world will see me no
more, but ye shall see me; because I live, ye shall live also.’….If then, in all  our differences we are thus
able to concentrate and agree upon the one necessity of being in Christ and of being one in Him, we
must not despair of some ultimate Way to it. If we will cultivate and prepare the disposition, the will, and
the purpose—God will make the Way….let us, I say, once begin on that line, and the differences that do
not eliminate themselves will be turned into the higher service of deepening, broadening, and
heightening the resultant Unity.”  To this end I will appoint a task force to begin contacting, praying and
working with these other Anglican bodies as they are willing and as God gives us the grace we will
together seek a greater Anglican Unity within South Carolina or at least within our jurisdiction. 

I recall some other challenging words from the past. Those sardonic and haunting words of William
Reed Huntington,  whose genius over a century ago shaped the Chicago-Lambeth Quadrilateral:  “If our
whole ambition as Anglicans in America be to continue a small, but eminently respectable body of
Christians, and to offer refuge to people of refinement and sensibility, who are shocked by the
irreverences they are apt to encounter elsewhere; in a word, if we care to be only a countercheck and
not a force in society then let us say as much in plain terms, and frankly renounce any claim to
Catholicity. We have only, in such a case, to wrap the robe of our dignity about us, and walk quietly
along in a seclusion no one will take much trouble to disturb. Thus may we be a Church in name and a
sect in deed.”  I  mention these cutting words for two reasons. I believe we need to work in two
directions at the same time. First we need to allow ourselves to draw near to the throbbing needs of the
world around us. And while maintaining the four pillars of the Chicago-Lambeth Quadrilateral,  we need
to creatively engage our culture not with the tired arguments of the past, answering questions no one is
asking, but answering those questions in the sorrowing and aspiring heart of our society. 

Some years ago actually after the General Convention  2009 I went with a group of conservative
Bishops to meet with the Archbishop of Canterbury. But not wanting to put all  my eggs in one basket, I
also made an appointment with the Bishop of London. His offices are near St. Paul’s Cathedral. And not
wanting to be late for an appointment with the Bishop of London I got there a little early. Since it was
raining, as it often is in England, I took cover under the portico of the steps of St. Paul’s Cathedral. If
you’ve been there you know it is a conjunction of many streets coming in various directions. I watched
the bustling crowd. I watched the people coming and going - cars and taxis and buses – the heartbeat
of a city. And I thought to myself, “How did it happen that I’m spending all  my time with these
ecclesiastical problems and meetings when for most of my life my heart has been to engage the culture
with the Good News of Jesus Christ?” We cannot let this happen. Christ said to go out into the hurting
world. When Jesus said the gates of hell will not prevail he didn’t mean the church would stand in
Alamo-like fashion before the world beating down at the doors of the church, he meant his disciples
would go out into every place where people were shackled behind prison doors of pain and suffering,
dysfunction and brokenness and those gates of hell that are holding them in to a place of death and
suffering will not stand - against God's people going out into the world. That’s our call. Because it’s
Christ’s call. 

Finally, I  turn to our place in the worldwide Anglican Communion. Our vision since 2009 has been to
Make Biblical Anglicans for a Global Age: Helping by God’s grace to help shape emerging Anglicanism
in the 21st Century. Just this week I mentioned in my recent Open Letter to the Diocese that we have
heard from Archbishops, Presiding Bishops, and diocesan bishops from Kenya to Singapore, England to
Egypt, Ireland to the Indian Ocean, Canada to Australia. They represent the overwhelmingly vast
majority of members of the Anglican Communion and they consider me as a faithful Anglican Bishop in
good standing and they consider this diocese as part of the One, Holy, Catholic and Apostolic Church.
Ah friends, this has got to comfort us as we await further guidance from God regarding future affiliation.
And we need to continue conversation with the Provinces and Dioceses with whom we have missional
relationships. Just yesterday I received emails from bishops in Egypt, North Africa and Ethiopia assuring
us of their prayers. I thought my gosh if those in such hard pressed environments should take an
interest and intercede on our behalf? How humbling that is for us. I woke this morning to find an email
from Ireland, from Bishop Kenneth Clarke saying we are in his prayers. We are not alone. Greater are
those with us than any who may be against us. 

Nevertheless, this I assure you, there shall be lengthy and thorough conversation among the clergy of
this diocese—our bishops, priests, and deacons—and our lay leaders before any decision will be
presented before this Convention that would ask you to associate with any Province. I remind you of an
historical fact—this diocese existed after the American Revolution for four years before it helped to fully
form the Protestant Episcopal Church in these United States and before that organization was
completed. It was a fifth year before this diocese ratified that relationship at our Diocesan Convention in
1790. So for now and the foreseeable future, having withdrawn from our association with the Episcopal
Church, we remain an extra-provincial Diocese within the larger Anglican Communion; buttressed by
the knowledge we are recognized as a legitimate diocese by the vast majority of Anglicans around the
world. Truly, we are surrounded by a great cloud of witnesses. 

What then in conclusion?  Having turned the page, having gazed however briefly at the next chapter,
the path begins to open up before us, “… let us run with perseverance the race that is set before us,
looking to Jesus the Founder and Perfecter of our faith who for the joy that was set before him endured
the cross, despising the shame, and is seated at the right hand of the throne of God.”  These resolutions
you will soon have before you are first and foremost a way for you to affirm the action of disaffiliation
which the Standing Committee has legally and canonically taken. Many of you have already decided in
your heart and mind how you will vote. Others will need more time. But I invite you for just a moment to
stand on the steps of St. Paul’s Cathedral at the heart of the bustling city with the needs of the world; or
if you prefer stand at the corner of Meeting and Broad here in Charleston; or outside the Walmart in
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Goose Creek or Moncks Corner; or sit in a vestry meeting after having been at a Rotary luncheon in
Florence and lean yourself into a throbbing and hurting world. Ask yourself how long do I want to spend
my time, my energy and my soul in a resistance movement that has proven so fruitless. Is it not time to
get on with a ministry of Jesus Christ to a broken world? So in keeping with your understanding of
God’s Word, the historic teachings of Christ’s Church, the leading of the Holy Spirit, and Jesus’ call to
make disciples, it is time to take stock of what you think, and in harmony with your heart and conscience
to act. May God guide us all.  

“Now to him who is able to keep you from falling and to present you without blemish before the presence
of his glory with rejoicing, to the only God, our Savior through Jesus Christ our Lord, be glory, majesty,
dominion, and authority, before all  time and now and for ever. Amen.”  Jude24
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XIV Bishop of the Episcopal Diocese of
South Carolina

On January 26, 2008 at a festive service in the Cathedral of
Saint Luke and Saint Paul in Charleston, Mark Joseph Lawrence
was consecrated the 14th Episcopal Bishop of the Diocese of
South Carolina.

Bishop Lawrence was born in Bakersfield, California, on March
19, 1950. A fifth generation Californian he was educated at
California State University, Bakersfield (BA, 1976) and Trinity
Episcopal School for Ministry (M. Div. 1980).  He has also
received honorary degrees from Nashotah House (D.D. 2008)
and Sewanee (D.D. 2009).  He has ministered in a wide variety
of parish settings from suburban church plant, rural mission,
inner city church, to downtown parish in California and
Pennsylvania.  These include Holy Family, Fresno, CA; Saint
Mark’s, Shafter, California (1981-1984); Saint Stephen’s,
McKeesport, Pennsylvania (1984-1997) where he also
established on Mon Valley Tri-Church Ministry taking two smaller

congregations under a multi-staff network; and Saint Paul’s, Bakersfield, California (1997-2007).
Known for being a dedicated pastor-teacher, Mark also served, among many other capacities,
Commission on Ministry, the Standing Committee, and the Board of Examining Chaplains, and Rural
Dean.  He also served as a deputy to the General Conventions of 2003 and 2006.  He has published
articles on devotional and ecclesial concerns in various periodicals.

Mark has been married to Allison Kathleen Taylor since 1973. They have five children: Chadwick, an
Episcopal priest and headmaster in Beaufort, SC, married to Wendy; they have three children;  eldest
daughter Adelia, married to Stephen Matson who is planting an Anglican congregation in Southern
California and also parents of three children;  middle daughter, Emily, married to Jacob Jefferis, parents
of two children;  Joseph, a postualant for Holy Orders attending Trinity School for Ministry,  married to
Joette, they have two children; and Chelsea, married to Jason Hamshaw, a youth minister at Prince
George Episcopal Parish in Georgetown, SC. They have one child.

Mark enjoys reading on various subjects, particularly literature, biography, and history;  out-of- door
activities such as hiking, backpacking, canoeing, fishing, and jogging. 

Download a photograph of Bishop Lawrence.
View messages from Bishop Lawrence.

SIGN UP FOR ENEWS

Do You Receive Our Newsletter?

View our latest issue here.
Subscribe to our newsletter here.

Latest News
latest news

Rectors Speak Out Against
TEC's Attempt to Seize Local
Property; "Hijack" Identity
23/01/2013

Several Rectors of
congregations participating
in the lawsuit seeking a
declaratory judgment from
the courts have spoken out
against The Episcopal
Chu [ ... ]

+ FULL STORY

latest news

Diocese of South Carolina
Only Authority to Convene
Convention in the Diocese
20/12/2012

Charleston…December 20,
2012…The Presiding Bishop
of the Episcopal Church,
Katharine Jefferts Schori,
publicly released an
announcement yesterday
[ ... ]

+ FULL STORY

Other Articles

Nominating Committee
Accepting Suggested
Nominees

Diocese Responds to
Announcement of January
TEC Meeting

Anglican Communion

2:13-cv-00587-CWH     Date Filed 03/07/13    Entry Number 6-3     Page 2 of 4

search...



DIOCESEOFSC.ORG

http://dioceseofsc.org/[2/21/2013 6:11:37 PM]

Women's Ministry
Youth Ministry

Depts. & Committees
Anglican Comm. Dvp
Committee
College & Young Adults
Commission on Ministry
Congregational Development
Diocesan Council
Faith Formation
Finance Department
Social Ministries
Standing Committee
Stewardship
Youth Ministry

Current Issues

Institutions
Bishop Gadsden
St. Christopher
Canterbury House
Episcopal Bookshops
Porter Gaud School
SC Episcopal Home
Voorhees College
York Place
Sewanee

Resources
Background Check
Constitution
Canons
Congregational Development
Diocesan Forms
Diocesan Payroll Plan
Congregations in Transition
Disaster Preparedness

Hurricane Preparedness
Employee Handbooks
Employment Opportunities
HR Manual
Letter of Agreement Rector
Medical Insurance
Manual of Business
Marriage
Ordination Process
Parochial Report
Parochial Report Forms
Prayer Calendar
For Parish Admins
Records Management
Risk Management
Stewardship
Vestry Handbook

Office of the Treasurer
Dio. Audited Fin.l Stmts.
Budget Timeline
Clergy Compensation
Clergy Salary Worksheet
Declaration of Intent
Diocesan Budget
Proposed Budget
Manual of Business Methods
Parish Audits
Pledge Report

Clergy Resources
Benefits & Compensation
Child Abuse Prevention
Pension Information
Commission on Ministry
Congregational Development
Deacons
Marriage
Ordination Process
Supply Clergy
Retired Clergy
Sabbatical Guidelines
Parochial Report Forms
Clergy Conf., 2012
Clergy Conf. Presentation

Diocesan Convention
Convention Information
Convention News
Convention Journals
Convention Notes
Convention Archives

Institute Posts Open Letter
to Bishops of TEC

Group Attempts to Mislead
Clergy; Unauthorized Use of
Diocesan Seal and Name

Dumbing Abandonment
Down

Panel of Reference Finds
Misconduct; Nine Bishops
Including Salmon

2:13-cv-00587-CWH     Date Filed 03/07/13    Entry Number 6-3     Page 3 of 4



DIOCESEOFSC.ORG

http://dioceseofsc.org/[2/21/2013 6:11:37 PM]

220th Convention Audio
Communications

Enewsletter
Jubilate Deo
Photo Gallery
Submission Guidelines

POPULAR RESOURCES

Convention Registration

Pension Information

Compensation Guidelines

Declaration of Intent

Payment Voucher

Parochial Report Forms

Reimbursement Form

Remarriage Application

Copyright 2009, The Episcopal Diocese of South Carolina All rights reserved..

2:13-cv-00587-CWH     Date Filed 03/07/13    Entry Number 6-3     Page 4 of 4



 
 
 
 
 

 
 

EXHIBIT C 

2:13-cv-00587-CWH     Date Filed 03/07/13    Entry Number 6-4     Page 1 of 3



A Letter from Bishop Lawrence Regarding Renunciation

http://us1.campaign-archive2.com/?u=4961327fa871e140b6aecfe0e&id=7163037161[2/22/2013 2:00:47 PM]

View this page in your browser.

December 5, 2012

Dear Friends in Christ,

“For what we preach is not ourselves, but Jesus Christ as Lord, with ourselves as
your servants for Jesus’ sake.”  2 Corinthians 4:5

The Presiding Bishop called me this afternoon to inform me that she and her
council of advice have accepted my renunciation of ordained ministry. I listened
quietly, asked a question or two and then told her it was good to hear her voice. I
did not feel any need to argue or rebut. It is the Presiding Bishop’s crossing of the
T and doting of the I—for their paper work, not my life. I could bring up the
canonical problems with what they have done contrary to the canons of The
Episcopal Church but to what avail?  They will do what they will do regardless of
canonical limitations. That is already well documented by others and hardly needs
further documentation by me. She and her advisers will say I have said what I
have not said in ways that I have not said them even while they cite words from
my Bishop’s Address of November 17, 2012.   

Quite simply I have not renounced my orders as a deacon, priest or bishop any
more than I have abandoned the Church of Jesus Christ—But as I am sure you are
aware, the Diocese of South Carolina has canonically and legally disassociated
from The Episcopal Church. We took this action long before today's attempt at
renunciation of orders, therein making it superfluous.   

So we move on—onward and upward. I write these words in the vesper light of
this first Wednesday of Advent, the bells of the Cathedral of St. Luke and St. Paul
ring in the steeple beside the diocesan office, I remain the Bishop of the Diocese of
South Carolina. We shall continue to preach the Good News of Jesus Christ in Word
and Deed to a needy world and of course to ourselves who also need to
experience afresh its power to set us free from sin, death, guilt, shame and
judgment and to transform our lives to be like Christ’s from one degree of glory to
another for as the Apostle has written: “The Lord is the Spirit and where the Spirit
of the Lord is, there is freedom.”

I am heartened by the support of the vast majority of those within this Diocese as
well as the majority of Anglicans around the world as well as many in North
America who have expressed in so many ways that they consider me an Anglican
Bishop in good standing and consider this Diocese of South Carolina to be part of
the One, Holy, Catholic and Apostolic Church.

My prayers for a wakeful and watchful Advent,
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The Right Reverend Mark Joseph Lawrence
XIV Bishop of South Carolina
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Diocese Responds to Announcement of
January TEC Meeting

Following the announcement that the Presiding Bishop of the Episcopal Church plans a trip to
Charleston for a January 25-26 convention of those wishing to re-associate with the Episcopal Church,
the Diocese of South Carolina released the following statements:

“They are certainly free to gather and meet, but they are not free to assume our identity. The Diocese of
South Carolina has disassociated from the Episcopal Church, we’ve not ceased to exist. We continue to
be the Diocese of South Carolina – also known, legally as the Protestant Episcopal Church in the
Diocese of South Carolina and as the Episcopal Diocese of South Carolina, of which I remain the
Bishop. We are eager to get on with the ministry of Jesus Christ to a broken world! I suggest that the
Steering Committee of this new group will want to do the same. A good first step for them would be to
select a new name or choose another Diocese with which to associate.”

The Rt. Rev. Mark J. Lawrence
XIV Bishop, Diocese of South Carolina

“I would like to make a point of clarification for those who think we became a new entity upon our
disassociation. A brief history lesson seems in order. We were founded in 1785 (prior to the founding of
the Episcopal Church). We were incorporated in 1973; adopted our current legal name, “The Protestant
Episcopal Church in the Diocese of South Carolina,” in 1987; and we disassociated from the Episcopal
Church in October of 2012. We did not become a new entity upon our disassociation. A new entity will
need to be created by those who choose to leave the Diocese and re-associate with the Episcopal
Church.”

The Rev. Canon Jim Lewis
Canon to the Ordinary, Diocese of South Carolina

“They insist on what others must do yet there is no written standard to support them, and at the same
time they run roughshod over their own constitution and canons. They have created a tails we win,
heads you lose world where the rules are adjusted according to their desired outcomes--no wonder we
dissociated from a community like that.”

The Rev. Dr. Kendall S. Harmon
Canon Theologian, Diocese of South Carolina
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Our Diocesan Seal

The Seal of the Diocese of South Carolina was first formally proposed
at Diocesan Convention in 1908 and initially adopted in 1911.  The
current final form was adopted in 1930, based largely upon the seal
used by Bishop Nathaniel Bowen during his time as the Third Bishop of
the Diocese (1818-1839).  It is described in detail by the Rt. Rev. A. S.
Thomas, Ninth Bishop of the Diocese of South Carolina (1928 - 1944) in
his book The Episcopal Church in South Carolina (1957).

The seal is an oval cartouche containing a shield quartered by a Latin
Cross in white.In the first quarter of the shield is a lighted candle upon a
golden candlestick upon a red background, representing Christ as the
Light of the World.

In the second quarter, on a blue background is placed “the pelican in
her piety,” an image in white of the pelican feeding her young with the

blood of her own breast, which represents the atonement by Christ. The pelican is also associated with
the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel in Foreign Parts, an English missionary society which
maintained the Anglican Church in large measure during Colonial days.  There is a pelican, for example,
on St. James', Goose Creek, which was a mission of the Society as early as 1702.

The third quarter, also upon a blue background, displays the South Carolina palmetto tree, the symbol of
the state. 

In the fourth quarter of the shield, upon a red background, are two crossed swords of St. Paul.  They
were the main symbol on the seal of the Diocese of London.  The South Carolina Church in Colonial
days was a part of the Diocese of London and under the Bishop of London.  These symbols were added
with that bishop’s expressed consent at that time.

Centered above the shield, in gold on a white background, is a bishop’s mitre with lappets, bearing three
crosses.  It is an indication of the episcopal character of the diocese. To its left is the symbol of the key,
also in gold, representing the authority Christ has given to His Church.  To its right is the gold head of
the bishop’s crozier or staff, the symbol of the pastoral jurisdiction of the bishop.

In the cartouche around the perimeter of the shield and mitre is inscribed the name and motto of the
Diocese on a white background in gold letters.  The name as given on the top half of the seal is:  The
Diocese of South Carolina.  The motto around the bottom half is from an old seal used in the Diocese
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The phrase is an excerpt  from Titus 2:15:
"These things speak, and exhort, and rebuke with all  authority. Let no man despise thee." 

Download a printable copy of this document.
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Download the Building for Christ Brochure.
Easter Monday

 9 April  2012

Dear Friends in Christ,

 As bishop of South Carolina I carry out my ministry at the intersection of yesterday’s heritage and
today’s miracles which keeps me conscious of how tomorrow’s legacy is being shaped.  It is the Easter
season, and I recall that remarkable narrative from Luke’s Gospel, the Road to Emmaus.  You may
recall that a disciple name Cleopas and his unnamed companion walk to a village a short ways from
Jerusalem.  They are heartbroken over Jesus’ crucifixion.  They shuffle along the road.  A stranger joins
them.  It is the risen Jesus but their eyes are kept from recognizing him.  They arrive at their destination
and invite the stranger to stay.  He sits at their table and they offer him a meal.  When Jesus takes the
bread, gives thanks and breaks it, suddenly, and miraculously, their eyes are opened.  They see it is the
Risen Lord who has been with them all  along. Unspeakable joy fills their hearts.  It is a lovely story that
illustrates what it is like being bishop of this Diocese of South Carolina where yesterday’s legacy and
today’s miracles are transforming realities that shape tomorrow.

 Not long ago I instituted The Rev. Christopher Royer as rector of Christ the King, Waccamaw.  A
few years ago this was a congregation of 40 beleaguered castaways from All Saints’, Pawleys Island.
Today it is a vibrant and growing congregation of well over 100 faithful members.  When I came on that
joyous Sunday afternoon I brought with me a $25,000 check from the Building for Christ Fund to assist
in paying for the property they had recently procured on Highway 17 on Pawleys Island.  Here they will
build a new church.  To say there was joy at the gift would be an understatement.  The gift came from
you, their brothers and sisters throughout the diocese.  It came from checks written at your table and
from the abundance and scarcity of your daily bread.  In Christ’s hands it blessed these brothers and
sisters with a sense of his risen presence among them.  Some of these parishioners of Christ the King
carry with them a legacy that goes back several centuries.  Others have joined the congregation just a
month or two ago.  But the “bread” other members of the diocese have given through the grace of Jesus
Christ, is a reminder to them of his risen presence. 

 I  could tell  you other stories of how our Lord manifests his presence among us.  Jesus continues to
share his promises and joy as we invite him to our tables and offer him the bread of our daily lives.
With these, he does the life transforming miracles that will be tomorrow’s legacy others will walk in—
grateful for our faithfulness, as you and I are grateful for the faithfulness of those who gone before us.
As you give expectantly I believe God will use your gift to perform a miracle today that will be used to
form the Gospel shaped stories others will recount and will be the inspiration upon which they build their
future.

Yours in Christ,

The Right Reverend Mark J. Lawrence
XIV Bishop of South Carolina

For more information, please contact us either on-line , or by calling (843) 722-4075.
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FAQs About the Assault on the Diocese of
South Carolina

The following frequently asked questions (FAQ’s) are offered as a more detailed explanation of recent
events in the Diocese of South Carolina. Note: These are being updated regularly.

[Please return here frequently, as these will be updated as new information becomes available.]

Why did the Diocese of South Carolina file a lawsuit against the Episcopal
Church?

The Diocese and 31 parishes filed suit to protect the Diocese’s property and that of its parishes. The
suit asks the court to declare that The Episcopal Church has no legal, beneficial or equitable interest in
the property of the Diocese, the Trustees of the Diocese or in that of the parishes. It also asks the Court
to prevent the Episcopal Church from infringing on the protected marks of the Diocese, including its seal
and its historical names, and to prevent the Episcopal Church from assuming the Diocese’s identity,
which was established long before the Episcopal Church’s creation.

On January 31, 2013 South Carolina Circuit Judge Diane S. Goodstein issued a Temporary Injunction
which blocks the Episcopal Church (TEC), its continuing parishes, individual, organizations or any entity
associated with it from using, assuming or adopting, in any way directly or indirectly the registered
names and the seal or mark of The Protestant Episcopal Church in the Diocese of South Carolina.  The
Temporary Injunction replaces the Temporary Restraining Order which was issued on January 23, 2013

Is there any reason to believe The Episcopal Church will try to hijack our
Diocese’s historic property and other assets?

Unfortunately, yes. The Episcopal Church has a history of suing any diocese or parish that leaves in
order to obtain the property. It also has a history of trying to assume the identity of those who left and it
had begun to try and take the Diocese of South Carolina’s identity by calling for a convention to identify
new leadership for the diocese, creating a website using the Diocesan seal and producing material
identifying this splinter organization as the Diocese of South Carolina. In recent years, it has spent more
than $20 million on lawsuits to prosecute dioceses and parishes that have separated themselves from
their extreme positions.

The Presiding Bishop has said that a Diocese may not leave The Episcopal
Church.Is that true?

No. The Episcopal Church is a voluntary association. There are no provisions stating that a diocese
cannot leave. Were there such provisions, they would violate our freedom of association, which is
protected by the United States and South Carolina Constitutions.

Why did we disassociate from The Episcopal Church?

The Episcopal Church attempted to remove Mark Lawrence as the Bishop of the Diocese of South
Carolina on grounds that are invalid.  The move was intended as the first step in the removal of the
people’s duly chosen leadership in both the Diocese and our parishes, with the end goal of taking
control of both. The Diocese has held firm to positions of theology, morality and polity increasingly at
odds with the rapidly changing and unprecedented positions of TEC.  The attempt to remove the Bishop
is clear evidence that there is no longer a place for us within TEC, so we have exercised our legal right
to end that voluntary association.

The Diocese embraces the theology, morality and policies that have united Anglicans for centuries.
However, many in TEC have  broken with these positions that guide 80 million members of the world
Anglican Communion.  It is no longer the church we helped to establish more than 200 years ago.
Today, we differ on the most fundamental cornerstone of Christianity: As good Anglicans we in the
Diocese believe a moral life comes from the transforming power of faith in Christ alone; TEC says that is
only one of the options available to members.
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Minimizing the importance of Christ and his teaching calls into question much within  TEC .  This
fundamental shift has resulted in families, parishes and entire dioceses leaving the church. In response
to this dramatic loss of resources, TEC has tried to claim more centralized authority over its historically
decentralized dioceses and parishes, including the authority to seize their property. TEC has every right
to choose its path, but it has no right to impose it on us under the threat of commandeering property
acquired through the blood and sweat of faithful believers.

What actions were taken against Bishop Lawrence?

On September 18, 2012, the Disciplinary Board for Bishops (a feature of the Title IV changes to the
national Canons which our Diocese rejected because they are contrary to the TEC Constitution) voted to
“certify” that Bishop Lawrence had abandoned the Church. Bishop Lawrence was not informed of this
action until almost a month later..

What does that mean?

That means that the Episcopal Church’s Disciplinary Board for Bishops believe his actions amounted to
renouncing the doctrine, discipline and worship of the Episcopal Church. The TEC canons require the
Presiding Bishop immediately notify the Bishop. That did not happen. She informed him verbally nearly a
month later of this certification and of her intention to restrict his ministry. This after beginning a
conversation in the interim about the potential for a negotiated settlement of our differences.

What are those charges?

The first two are that Bishop Lawrence failed to prevent Diocesan Convention from voting to change our
diocesan Constitution and Canons to limit or remove reference to those of TEC and for not preventing a
similar resolution that had the same effect upon our corporate charter. The final charge was for
participating in the granting of quit claim deeds to parishes. These legal documents confirmed what we
believe was already established in South Carolina law, that parishes own their property, free of any
imposed trust interest by others. All three items were known and the first two explicitly a part of the
formal charges of which the Bishop was acquitted last November when the same disciplinary body
considered accusations of abandonment.

Did Bishop Lawrence “abandon” the Episcopal Church?

No, he did not. The disciplinary board may disagree, but one reality is that we already did not recognize
their actions, having agreed as a Diocese that the canonical changes creating their processes were
contrary to the TEC constitution and so of no effect in the Diocese of South Carolina. Those same
national canons are presently under review by resolution of the General Convention for that reason.
Further, if there was substance to the charges, why were both the Bishop and our deputation granted
seat, voice and vote at General Convention this summer?  All our actions were over a year old by then.
If the Bishop can be charged with abandoning the communion of the Church for these actions, so can
the Diocese. It is also worth noting that we have received letters of support and affirmation from across
TEC and around the worldwide Anglican Communion. It is clear the larger Church recognizes we have
not abandoned its communion.

What does it mean that we are “disassociated” from The Episcopal Church?

It means that we have now completely withdrawn our accession to the Constitution and Canons of TEC.
The Diocese of South Carolina continues as it has since its founding as those parishes in union with one
another and legally organized and incorporated as The Protestant Episcopal Church in the Diocese of
South Carolina. That identity has not changed.

How was that accomplished?

The Standing Committee voted to withdraw our membership in The Episcopal Church and our accession
to its constitution effective upon the occurrence of any action against anyone within the Diocese. When
that occurred, we were automatically disassociated from The Episcopal Church. The actual language of
the resolution may be found at:  :
http://www.diosc.com/sys/images/documents/tec/sc_conditional_disassociate.pdf)

Are there additional conditional resolutions?

Only one, which also took effect immediately. When charges were being considered last Fall against Bp.
Lawrence, the Standing Committee passed a similar resolution that called a special convention to be
held for the first Saturday more than 30 days from any action taken against the Bishop (the minimum
notice required by our diocesan canons). [The minutes of the meeting in which that decision was made
can be found here: http://www.diosc.com/sys/images/documents/tec/sc_min_bd_dir_diosc_11_1_11.pdf)

Doesn’t a Diocesan Convention have to vote on whether or not to leave the
Episcopal Church?

Our diocesan canons give the Bishop authority as the final arbiter of the meaning and application of our
constitution and canons. The Standing Committee formally requested an interpretation of those canons
and who had the authority to take such an action. The formal reply of the Bishop made it clear the
Standing Committee has such authority to act on behalf of the Diocese (That interpretation can be found
here:  http://www.diosc.com/sys/images/documents/tec/sc_interpret_cons_can.pdf ] 
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What happened at the Special Convention Held November 17, 2012?

On Saturday, November 17, 2012, the Protestant Episcopal Church in the Diocese of South Carolina
met in Special Convention at the “mother church of the Diocese,” historic St. Philip’s Church in
Charleston. There, an overwhelming majority passed three resolutions. The first resolution affirmed the
act of disassociation taken by the Bishop and Standing Committee of the Diocese, in response to
actions of The Episcopal Church (TEC). Though it was a voice vote, only one “nay” was heard. The
second resolution also passed on first reading. It approved amendments to the Diocesan Constitution
removing all  reference to the Constitution of the Episcopal Church. On this voice vote only two “nays”
were heard. The final vote, which was by orders, was for approval of amendments to the diocesan
canons, likewise removing all  such reference to the Episcopal Church. It passed with an overwhelming
vote of 96% (71 clergy) in the clergy order, with 3 abstaining. In the lay order, the vote passed with 90%
in favor (47 voting yes with 5 abstentions).

How will these actions affect the day-to-day workings of our churches?

It will not affect the day-to-day workings of our churches. This Diocese will continue to function and
minister largely as it always has. The primary work of the Gospel proclamation will remain the same. Our
worship and ministry will be no different. How we relate to one another within the Diocese, in accord
with our own Constitution and Canons will be no different.

Most importantly, Bishop Lawrence will continue in all  his functions as Diocesan Bishop. He will confer
with the leadership of the parishes he is scheduled to visit, and where there are pastoral considerations,
his visit may be postponed as seems best. Otherwise, his ministry will continue unchanged.

Practically speaking, our Diocese has its own Health Insurance program. That will remain unchanged.
Many of our parishes have their own property insurance plans outside of the Church Insurance
Corporation. These too will remain unchanged.

Those parishes that have their insurance through the Church Pension Group will need to begin exploring
alternatives.

Clergy will be provided a new Church Pension Fund. Plans are being finalized to do so for lay
employees as well.

What is the significance of the Presiding Bishop declaring Bishop Lawrence’s
renunciation?

Because the Diocese of South Carolina had already left the Episcopal Church, the Presiding Bishop’s
declaration is of no effect other than for the purposes of their own record keeping. The November 17
Convention affirmed this legal and canonical reality. This action by the Presiding Bishop will come as no
surprise to most, though it should be a disappointment to all.  It has been done before. Just as the
Episcopal Church has been increasingly characterized by ignoring the plain meaning of biblical texts,
that same behavior has now come to characterize the application of their own governing canons as well.
Those canons are quite explicit about the renunciation of ministry. It is to be a request, made in writing,
to the Presiding Bishop, that the bishop in question wishes to be released from the ministry of the
Episcopal Church. None of those qualifications have been complied with. Bishop Lawrence has never
renounced his orders or expressed the desire to do so. 

Isn’t this really all about sexuality?

No!  While that is one issue about which we are in disagreement with TEC, it is not the central issue,
just a symptom of the deeper divisions.  We believe that God has revealed in scripture a model for
living that is in keeping with His created order, is subject to His blessing and has the greatest likelihood
of experiencing that wholeness of life we all  crave.  That happens to encompass, along with many
other areas, our expressions of human sexuality.  TEC has chosen the path of least resistance, opting
to bless what the culture wishes to bless and avoiding the harder work of calling God’s children to
repentance and amendment of life.  This Diocese, because we uphold the inspired and authoritative
character of scripture, continues to affirm the historic teaching of the Church in this and many other
crucial areas.  We do so because we believe it essential both to our love for God (the response of love
is obedience) and because of our love for others (we wish for them what we believe is God’s best).
Consequently, we will love and accept everyone who comes through our doors, whatever their sexual
orientation.  But what we will tell  them, as we tell  every other sinner redeemed by grace, is that we are
called to amendment of life, a new life, in Jesus Christ.

Where are we going?

There are no plans to go anywhere. Going somewhere has never been the focus of the work of the
Bishop or Standing Committee. Their objective has always been to plan ways to protect the Diocese
while remaining within TEC. That option is no longer open to us. For the foreseeable future, we will
remain who we have been since our founding in 1785. We are the Protestant Episcopal Church in the
Diocese of South Carolina. Our relationships across the Anglican Communion are numerous and strong.
The formal character of those relationships and how they may be expressed will be a decision arrived at
only after much prayer and conversation as an entire Diocese.
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How is our standing within the Anglican Communion?

The Diocese has received letters of support from Anglican primates around the world who recognize that
we – like four other U.S. dioceses and at least 200 Episcopal parishes – have disassociated from the
Episcopal Church over differences with its interpretation of theology, which many in the global Anglican
community consider to be unorthodox.  Our relationships with Provinces across the Anglican
Communion are numerous and strong. The formal character of those relationships and how they may be
expressed will be a decision arrived at only after much prayer and conversation as an entire Diocese.
View the letters of support.

If we are out of TEC, what does it mean when we gather as a Convention?

As with every other Diocesan Convention, since the first seven conventions of the Diocese when there
was no association called The Episcopal Church, we gather as the Protestant Episcopal Church in the
Diocese of South Carolina. We will continue to do the work of ministry that God has put before us, in
covenanted fellowship with one another. Our gathering in Convention has never been predicated upon
being part of TEC, as we operate under our own constitution and canons. These things remain
unchanged.

If we have left TEC, why do we still use the word “Episcopal” in our names
and in our documents?

The term exists in the legal incorporated names of our Diocese and many of our parishes.  The
churches and the Diocese were always “episcopal” by name from their first founding, going back in some
cases to the 1680’s.  Its application is far broader than and not exclusively franchised by TEC. It is
rightly used to designate any church that has bishops, for that is what the term refers to in the Greek
and Latin from which the English word is derived. The episcopos is the bishop. An Episcopal church is
simply one that has bishops. We continue, both as a diocese and as parishes to be that kind of church.
This is both our legal and ecclesiastical heritage and we embrace it as such.

2/19/13

Copyright 2009, The Episcopal Diocese of South Carolina All rights reserved..
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222nd Convention Delegates Information

222nd Diocesan Convention
Making Biblical Anglicans for a Global Age

March 8th and 9th, 2013

Dear Convention Delegates and Clergy:

Below you will find an electronic version of your packet for the 222nd Convention of the Diocese of
South Carolina:

• Welcome Letter from hosting parishes

• Convention Schedule

• Proposed Agenda

• Lodging Information

• Proposed Resolutions R-1 and R-2

• Diocesan Convention Committees

• Convention Election Nominations

• Convention Workshops

Note: Packets cannot be mailed to parishes who have not yet certified their delegation. To download the
certificate, click here:
Please contact me if we can answer any of your Convention questions. bsnyder@dioceseofsc.org or call
the Diocesan House at 843-722-4075.

222nd
Convention of
the Diocese of
South Carolina

The 222nd Annual Meeting of the Convention of the
Diocese of South Carolina will be held March 8th
and 9th, 2013.

Friday, March 8
Francis Marion Fine Arts Center 
5:00 pm Opening Convention Eucharist
St. John’s Church, Florence Reception immediately
following

Saturday, March 9th
Francis Marion Fine Arts Center
7:30 am Registration
9:00 am Call to Convention

CERTIFICATION OF DELEGATES:
Please return completed form by January 31st,
2013.

SIGN UP FOR ENEWS

Do You Receive Our Newsletter?

View our latest issue here.
Subscribe to our newsletter here.

Latest News
latest news

Rectors Speak Out Against
TEC's Attempt to Seize Local
Property; "Hijack" Identity
23/01/2013

Several Rectors of
congregations
participating in the
lawsuit seeking a
declaratory judgment
from the courts have
spoken out against The
Episcopal Chu [ ... ]

+ FULL STORY

latest news

Diocese of South Carolina
Only Authority to Convene
Convention in the Diocese
20/12/2012

Charleston…December 20,
2012…The Presiding Bishop
of the Episcopal Church,
Katharine Jefferts Schori,
publicly released an
announcement yesterday
[ ... ]

+ FULL STORY

Other Articles
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Accepting Suggested
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Announcement of January
TEC Meeting
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Hurricane Preparedness
Employee Handbooks
Employment Opportunities
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Budget Timeline
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Declaration of Intent
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Proposed Budget
Manual of Business Methods
Parish Audits
Pledge Report

Clergy Resources
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Child Abuse Prevention
Pension Information
Commission on Ministry
Congregational Development
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Marriage
Ordination Process
Supply Clergy
Retired Clergy
Sabbatical Guidelines
Parochial Report Forms
Clergy Conf., 2012
Clergy Conf. Presentation

Diocesan Convention
Convention Information
Convention News
Convention Journals
Convention Notes
Convention Archives

REGISTRATION:
Visitors are welcome, but seating is limited.
Alternates attending (in addition to your delegation)
must be registered as a visitor

Register here

Cost: $60.00/per person for clergy and lay
delegation
$30.00/per person for visitors

Deadline to register delegation is January 31th,
2013.

RESOLUTIONS:
If you have resolution(s) that you would like mailed
out to the delegates prior to the Convention, I must
have them no later than January 31st. We urge you
to offer the Convention time to prayerfully consider
any resolution that might be set forth, and to
observe this deadline.

Lodging Information.

FURTHER INFORMATION:
Questions? Please contact Beth Snyder at the
Diocesan House, 843-722-4075, or my email,
bsnyder@dioceseofsc.org

Anglican Communion
Institute Posts Open Letter
to Bishops of TEC

Group Attempts to Mislead
Clergy; Unauthorized Use of
Diocesan Seal and Name

Dumbing Abandonment
Down

Panel of Reference Finds
Misconduct; Nine Bishops
Including Salmon
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Payment Voucher

Parochial Report Forms
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Remarriage Application
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Proposed Resolution R-1 222nd Diocesan Convention, March 8 & 9, 2013

Offer By: The Standing Committee

Subject: Amendment of the Constitution of the Diocese of South Carolina [2nd Reading]

Resolved, that the Constitution of the Diocese of South Carolina be, and the same is hereby
amended, as set forth in the attached copy of the Constitution.
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As amended 11-17-1200-00-132-19

DIOCESE

The Church in the Diocese o
Church in the United States of A
Convention of the Protestant Ep
contradictory to, the Constitution
Constitution and Canons of this D

O

Section 1. A Diocesan Conv
determined upon by the precedin
and place as the Ecclesiastical Au

Section 2. The Ecclesiastical
Convention by giving at least thirt
and to every Parish and Mission
held when and where the Authori
be transacted than that specifie
special meeting of Convention is
Coadjutor, or Suffragan Bishop,
with Convention shall be elected a

Section 3. If, in the judgmen
change of time or place for the
designate another time or place o
designated and after notice to eve

O

Section 1. The Convention sh
as hereinafter provided.

Section 2. The following sha
Bishop of this Diocese; the Reti
there is one; Suffragan Bishops
Non-Parochial; every clergyman w
the duties of his station as Rec
Mission; and every clergyman,
Convention is incapacitated by th
is canonically and actually reside
as members of the Convention:
either by the Diocese or activel
institutions, PROVIDED, that no
Parochial Report required by Se

9-11 A - 1

E OF SOUTH CARO
CONSTITUTION

���
ARTICLE I

of South Carolina accedes to the Constitution of
America. In the event that any provision of the Co
piscopal Church in the United States of America

and Canons of the Protestant Episcopal Dioces
Diocese shall prevail.

ARTICLE II
Of Diocesan Convention Meetings

vention shall be held annually, at such time and p
g Convention; or, on failure of the Convention so to
uthority shall appoint.

l Authority of the Diocese shall have power to call
ty (30) days' notice to every clergyman entitled to
in the Diocese in uUnion with the Convention, an

ity so calling it shall determine and at such meetin
ed in the notice so calling said meeting: PROV
s called for the purpose, in whole or in part, of e
Lay Deputies from the several Parishes and orga
after the call has been issued for such special mee

nt of the Ecclesiastical Authority, there exists suff
meeting of a Convention either annual or specia
of holding such meeting, to be held within 30 day
ery clergyman and Parish and Mission in the Dioce

ARTICLE III
Of Diocesan Convention Members

hall be composed of clergymen and laypersons,

all be entitled to all of the privileges as members
red Bishops of the Diocese; the Bishop Coadjut
s of this Diocese, if there be any; the Archde
who is actually and canonically resident within the
ctor, Minister, or Assistant Minister of an organi

who, after a continued membership of at lea
he infirmities of health or age from further active d
ent in the Diocese. The following shall also be en

every clergyman canonically resident in the D
y engaged in the work of the Church in the Di
vote shall be received from any clergyman who

ection 4 of Canon XXV by February first (1) pr

OLINA

the Protestant Episcopal
onstitution of the General
a is inconsistent with, or
se of South Carolina, the

place as shall have been
o determine, at such time

l a special meeting of the
a seat in the Convention,
nd such meeting shall be
g no other business shall

VIDED, That whenever a
electing a Bishop, Bishop
anized Missions in union
eting.

ficient cause to require a
al, the said Authority may
ys after the time originally
ese.

of the Convention: The
tor of the Diocese, when
eacon of the Diocese, if

Diocese and discharging
zed Parish or organized
ast twenty years in the
duties of the ministry, and
ntitled to all the privileges
iocese who is employed
iocese or at its affiliated
has failed to deliver the

eceding the Convention,
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unless he be accorded such privil
qualified for membership in the
Canonically Resident, but not oth
and voice, but no vote.

Section 3. Each Parish an
representation in the Convention
than two laypersons. The electio
which has been admitted to union
discretion determines that the res
among the confirmed Ccommun
January of each year, or some o
given by the Rector, or the Vestry
to serve as alternates or substitut
attend the Convention when it as
votes shall be received from any
Canon as to Parochial Reports
such privilege by a majority vote o

Section 4. The terms of offic
and shall before they are permitte

Section 5. No deputy shall re
if a Lay Deputy, he/she shall not
Parish or Mission and is not enrol

Section 6. When the Conven
Bishop or Ecclesiastical Authori
members shall be called therefro
the Lay Deputies; after which, if a
organized. PROVIDED, however
day of the Convention and such
dispensed with. PROVIDED, FU
Deputy shall be determined accor

A majority of the Clerical Orde
and Parishes in union with the Co
generally, but any number of eith
quorum is formed.

The Bishop of the Diocese sh
Coadjutor, if there be one. But i
then the President of the Standin
present, a presiding officer shall b

O

Section 1. The other office
Executive Secretary of the Dioce
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lege by a majority vote of the Convention. Vocatio
e Convention shall be entitled to seat and voic
herwise qualified for membership in the Convention

nd each Mission in union with the Convention
n: a Parish by not more than four laypersons an
on of said Lay Deputies shall take place in each P
n with the Convention, by voice vote unless the pr
sult is unclear then it shall be by ballot of those i

nicants, at a meeting of the members thereof, on
other day thereafter to be appointed, upon not les
y, if there be no Rector. An equal number of Lay
tes for such Lay Deputies, elected as above, who m
ssembles, or who may not remain in such attenda

Parish or Mission which has failed to comply with
by February first (1) preceding the Convention, u
of the Convention.

ce of Deputies so elected shall continue until their
ed to take their seats, produce written testimonials

present more than one Parish or Mission or have
t represent any Parish or Mission unless he/she is
lled as a communicant of any other Parish or Miss

ntion shall have been called to order, the list of the
ity, shall be laid before the Convention and the
m. Immediately thereafter the Secretary shall pro

a quorum be found present, the President shall dec
r, that if the Clerical and Lay Deputies have been r

h registration is then in the hands of the Secretar
URTHER, that if a question be made, the right o
rding to the provisions of the Constitution itself.

ARTICLE IIIV
Of a Quorum

er, together with and Lay Representatives from a
onventionchurches shall constitute a quorum for th
er Order that shall assemble may recess or adjou

ARTICLE IV
Of the President

all be ex officio President of the Convention, and i
in case neither of them be present, the Suffragan
ng Committee shall be the President of the Conve
be elected from among the attending presbyters.

ARTICLE VI
Of the Other Officers of the Diocese

rs of the Diocese shall be a Chancellor,, an A
ese, a Treasurer, and a Historiographer who may

onal Ddeacons otherwise
ce but not vote. Clergy
n, shall be entitled to seat

shall be entitled to lay
d a Mission by not more
Parish and each Mission,
residing officer in his sole
n attendance ballot, from
n the Second Monday in
s than one week's notice
Deputies may be elected
may not, from any cause,
nce; PROVIDED, that no
h the requirements of the
unless they be accorded

r successors are elected,
of their election.

more than one vote; and,
s a communicant of such
ion.

e Clergy prepared by the
e names of the Clerical
ceed to call the names of
clare the Convention duly
registered on the opening
ry, said roll calls may be
of any clergyman or Lay

a majority of the Missions
he transaction of business
urn from day to day until a

n his absence the Bishop
n Bishop, if there be one,
ention; and if they be not

Assistant Chancellor, aan
also be the Secretary of
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the Diocese, all of whom shall be
Mission in union with the Convent

Section 2. The Chancellor an
elected by a majority vote of the C
the Chancellor and approved by
The term of office of anythe Ass
Chancellor, who shall serve for th
three years, and until their succ
Chancellor shall be to act as lega
organizations, in matters affecting
Chancellor) y shall be an EX OFF
from a Parish or Mission in union

Section 3. The Treasurer sh
unanimously dispensed with), an
as prescribed by the Constitution
Diocese and of the General Conv
right to vote, unless he be a deleg

Section 4. The Executive Sec
pleasure of the Bishop. In case
authorized to act, then the Sta
pleasure or until there be a Bisho
He shall act as Secretary of the C
Resolutions, and Rules of Order
the Secretary of the Diocese.

Section 5. The Historiograph
successor is appointed. If a Hist
the Historiographer which shall be

Of D

Section 1. On all question
Constitution, the members shall
demanded as below provided.
President shall inquire whether th
two clergymen or by any two Dep
in such case the clergy shall vo
Parish having one vote and eac
each case, be necessary to a dec

Section 2. In the election of a
and by Orders, a concurrent ma
two-thirds of all the clergy entitle
present; otherwise, two-thirds of t

Of Admitting

Section 1.

A. PARISH
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e confirmed Ccommunicants, of the Church, and
tion.

nd the Assistant Chancellor shall be nominated by
Convention. Any Before the Assistant Chancellor
y the BishopBishop, the nomination must be app
sistant Chancellor shall run concurrently with the
hree (3) years or until his or her successor is electe
essors are elected. Their duties of the Chance
al advisors toof the Ecclesiastical Authority and ot
g the interest of the DioceseChurch. The Chance
FICIO members of the Convention without the righ
with the Convention.

hall be elected at each Annual Convention by ba
d shall continue in office until his successor is ele

n, Canons, Resolutions, and Rules of Order of bot
vention. He shall be EX- OFFICIO a member of th
gate from a Parish or Mission in union with the Con

cretary shall be appointed by the Bishop, and sha
there be no Bishop, or Bishop Coadjutor, or Suffr
nding Committee shall appoint the Executive S

op, or Bishop Coadjutor, or Suffragan Bishop cano
Convention, and his duties shall be prescribed by t
of both the Convention. of this Diocese and of the

her shall be appointed by the Bishop, to serve fo
toriographer is not so appointed, the Secretary sh
e prescribed by Canon.

ARTICLE VII
Deliberating and Voting in Convention

ns coming before the Convention, unless oth
deliberate and vote as one body, unless a sep
Immediately prior to the putting of the question

here be objection to voting as one body; whereupo
puties from separate churches, a separate vote of
ote individually and the Lay Deputies by churche
h mission having one-half vote). A majority vote
cision.

a Bishop, Bishop Coadjutor or Suffragan Bishop, th
ajority of the two Orders being necessary to a c
ed to vote and two-thirds of all the churches entit
the vote of each Order present shall be necessary

ARTICLE VIII
g Parishes and Missions Into the Conve

a member of a Parish or

y the Bishop and shall be
r shall be is nominated by
roved by the Chancellor.
term of the office of the

ed. . They shall serve for
llor and of any Assistant
ther Diocesan offices and
llor (but not any Assistant
t to vote, unless a deputy

allot (unless the ballot be
ected. His duties shall be
th the Convention. of this

he Convention without the
nvention.

all continue in office at the
ragan Bishop canonically
Secretary to serve at its
onically authorized to act.
the Constitution, Canons,
e General Convention for

r three years, and until a
all perform tThe duties of

erwise provided by the
arate vote by Orders be
n to be voted upon, the
on, upon demand by any
each Order shall be had;

es (a majority from each
e of both Orders shall, in

he vote shall be by ballot,
choice; PROVIDED, that
tled to representation, be
to determine a choice.
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Parishes which have been org
be admitted into union with the C
that the requirements hereinafter

(1) Application for admission is
Secretary of the Convention
Secretary by the Secretary
meeting].

(2) Said application may state su

a. the facts of applicant's or
existence thereunder for

a.

b. the number of its adult m

c. the names of its Wardens

d. evidence that it is self-su
shall include its ability to
scale approved by the D
contributed to the Dioces
admission of the applican

e. its willingness to conform
and the Constitution and
be, enacted by the autho

(3) Said application must be acc
copies of its by-laws.

(4) Said application shall also b
Diocese stating that said Authorit
that applicant has been for at leas

(4) In case the applicant be with
shall also state the reason f
from each of the others, toget

Missions, the application shall a
worship from the other, or from e
upon the situation.

B. MISSIONS

Missions which have been orga
year may apply for and be admitte
Convention, provided that the require

(1) Application for admission is
Mission seeking admission, t
application is received by th
convening of the Convention

(2) Said application may state su
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anized as provided by Canon for not less than on
Convention by vote of the Convention by vote of t
set forth have been met:

made in writing (and in duplicate) by the War
n Secretary of the Convention, and such applic
at least 30 days prior to the convening of the C

uch facts as the applicant deems pertinent, but it m

rganization in accordance with the Canons of the D
at least one year,

embers and the number of its communicants,

s, Vestrymen, Secretary, Treasurer and proposed

pporting and the prospects of remaining so, which
o pay the full salary of its minister at or greater t
Department of Mission with the approval of the
se for the preceding year and that the Ecclesiastic
nt into union with the Convention, ,

m to the Constitution of the Protestant Episcopal Ch
d Canons of the Convention of this Diocese, whic
ority of the Diocese.

ompanied by two certified copies of its corporation

be accompanied by a certificate from the Eccle
ty approves the admission of applicant into union
st one year duly organized as a Parish under the C

hin the limits of one or more existing Parishes or
for its organization, the distance of its place of w
ther with whatever additional facts may throw light
also state the reason for its organization, the d
each of the others, together with whatever additio

anized as provided by the Ccanons of the Dioce
d into union with the Convention, by vote of th
ements hereinafter set forth have been met:

made in writing (and in duplicate) by a majority
to the Secretary of the Convention Secretary of t
he Secretary of the Convention Secretary at lea
at its annual meeting.

uch facts as the applicant deems pertinent, but it m

e year may apply for and
the Convention, provided

rdens and Vestry to the
cation is received by the
Convention at its annual

must state:

Diocese and its continued

Lay Deputies,

h evidence of self-support
than the minimum salary
Bishop, and the amount

cal Authority approves the

hurch in the United States
ch are, or thereafter may

n charter and two certified

siastical Authority of the
with the Convention and

Canons of the Diocese.

Missions, the application
worship from the other, or

upon the situation.
istance of their place of

onal facts may throw light

ese for not less than one
he Conventionvote of the

y of the members of the
the Convention and such
ast 30 days prior to the

must state:
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a. the facts of applicant's or
existence thereunder for

b. that its organization has n

c. the number of its adult m

d. the names of its Warde
Deputies ,

e. the extent of its ability t
Protestant Episcopal C
Convention of this Dioce
Diocese.

(3) Said application must be acc
by-laws then two certified co
admission of the applicant int

(4)Said application shall be acco
stating that said Authority appro
applicant has been for at least o
zation has not been dissolved.

In case the applicant be within the
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the others, together with whateve
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the others, together with whateve

Section 2. At the annual Conve
the Convention, the Secretary
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Committee on Admission of New
the application shall be acted upo

Section 3. A Parish or Mission
is admitted into union with the Co

Section 1. There shall be a S
laypersons who are confirmed c
Conventionthe Church in the D
Committee. If the Chancellor is n
member of the Standing Committ
be elected by ballot as follows: U
the Convention of the Diocese, tw
years; two Presbyters and two
laypersons for a term of one (1) y
two laypersons shall be elected f
expired shall be eligible for re-e
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rganization in accordance with the Canons of the D
at least one year,

not been dissolved by the Ecclesiastical Authority,

embers and the number of its communicants,

ens, Mission Council members, Secretary, Treas

to support its work, its willingness to conform to
hurch in the United States and the Constituti

ese, which are then, or thereafter may be, enacte

companied by two certified copies of its corporate
opies thereof and evidence that the Ecclesiastica
to union with the Convention,.

ompanied by a certificate from the Ecclesiastical
oves the admission of applicant into union with
one year duly organized under the Canons of the

e limits of one or more existing Parishes or Mission
nization, the distance of its place of worship from th
er additional facts may throw light upon the situatio
nization, the distance of its place of worship from th
er additional facts may throw light upon the situatio

(4)

ention next succeeding the receipt of application fo
shall communicate the same to the Convent

Convention on the first day of its session; and aft
w Parishes and the Committee on Constitution and
on by the Convention.

n shall be accorded full privileges of membership i
onvention, including the right of a voice and vote in

ARTICLE VIIIIX
Of the Standing Committee

Standing Committee consisting of six Presbyters
communicants in good standing of Missions or Pa
Diocese. The Chancellor may be an elected m
not an elected member of the Standing Committee
tee with voice and no vote. The members of the S

Upon the effective date of this article, or as soon th
wo Presbyters and two laypersons shall be electe
laypersons for a term of two (2) years; and t

year; thereafter, at each succeeding annual Conve
for a term of three (3) years. No Presbyter or la

election until the passage of one Convention ye

Diocese and its continued

surer and proposed Lay

o the Constitution of the
ion and Canons of the
ed by the authority of the

charter, and, if it has any
al Authority approves the

Authority of the Diocese
the Convention and that
Diocese, and its organi-

ns, the application shall
he other, or from each of
n the application shall
he other, or from each of
n.[

or admission to union with
ion, the Secretary shall
fter reference to both the
d Canons of the Diocese,

n the Convention when it
the proceedings.

s of the Diocese and six
arishes in union with the

member of the Standing
e he shall be an ex officio
Standing Committee shall
hereafter as practicable at
ed for a term of three (3)
two Presbyters and two

ention two Presbyters and
yperson whose term has
ar from the date of said
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expiration. If there be no Bishop
the Standing Committee shall b
Ecclesiastical Authority, the Stan
present from each Order shall be

Section 2. At their first meeting
be their President and another m
regular minutes of all the proceed
a book prepared for that purpose
Standing Committee; to attest t
faithfully to deliver into the hand
Standing Committee which may h

Section 3. They shall present t
since the former Convention.

Section 4. Vacancies in the
otherwise, shall be filled by the
necessary to a choice.

Section 5. The Standing Comm
in force until repealed by majority
by a majority vote of the total m
resolutions of the Standing Comm

Of

Section 1. At an Annual Co
preceding each General Con
established by the Constitution of
at the next succeeding General C
same qualifications, shall be cho
alternates shall serve until their su

Section 2. In case any Deputy
shall forthwith inform the Ecclesia
thereupon summon to the Gener
on the Journal, which order sha
balloting, shall be determined by
tutes so elected shall decline to
substitute, or substitutes, of like q

A clergyman shall be subject to
and if found guilty shall be senten
Canons of this DioceseConventio

No alteration or amendment o
proposed in writing and in duplica

9-11 A - 6

p or Bishop Coadjutor, or Suffragan Bishop, cano
be the Ecclesiastical Authority of the Diocese.
ding Committee shall vote by Orders; and a majo
necessary for a decision.

g after the election they shall choose one of the P
member of their body to be their Secretary, whose
dings and business of the committee; to preserve t
e alone; to preserve the originals of all letters and
heir public acts; to perform such other duties a

ds of his successors all books and papers relativ
have been entrusted to him.

to each Annual Convention an abstract of the min

Standing Committee this committee, caused b
suffrage of the remaining members, a majority v

mittee may adopt standing resolutions, which whe
y vote of the total membership of the Standing Com
membership of a subsequent Standing Committee
mittee are printed in the [Journal] by request.

ARTICLE X
Deputies to the General Convention

onvention during the triennium between Gen
nvention, four Presbyters and four layperson
f the Episcopal Church, shall be chosen by ballot
Convention. Four other Presbyters and four othe

osen by ballot, as alternates for those selected. S
uccessors are elected and qualified.

of those first chosen shall decline such election, o
astical Authority of the Diocese, and the said Ecc
ral Convention one of the substitutes, in the order
ll be the order of their election; or when two or

y the aggregate vote received; PROVIDED, That
serve, or be unable to attend, the Ecclesiastical

qualifications in his or their stead.

ARTICLE IXI
Of the Trial of a Clergyman

o a trial for offences enumerated in the Canons of
nced in accordance therewith. The trial shall be co
on.

ARTICLE XII
Of Altering the Constitution

of, or addition to this Constitution shall be ma
ate on the first day of a Convention and after refere

onically authorized to act,
In all decisions as the

ority vote of the members

resbyters of their body to
e duty it shall be to keep
hem carefully recorded in
papers addressed to the

as they may require and
ve to the concerns of the

nutes of their proceedings

by death, resignation or
vote of each Order being

en adopted shall continue
mmittee adopting same or
e. The present standing

neral Conventions, but
ns, having qualifications
to represent the Diocese

er laypersons, having the
Such representatives and

or be unable to attend, he
clesiastical Authority shall
in which their names are
more are elected at one
in case all of the substi-
Authority may appoint a

f this DioceseConvention,
onducted according to the

de unless the same be
ence to the Committee on
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Constitution and Canons, is ado
further adopted by a two-thirds vo

STA
1. RESOLVED, That when a

inscribed on a memorial page of t
(Passed 1872).

2. RESOLVED, That in a vote
then call the roll of the Parishes
record the clergymen and layme
1961).

3. RESOLVED, That the Secre
each Parish and Mission as show
print the statistics of the churches

4. RESOLVED, That one copy
every Deputy separately by the S
(Passed 1913).

5. RESOLVED, One of the t
Convention of the Diocese to fil
vacancy have occurred election t
South shall succeed himself more

6. RESOLVED, That notices
proposed Amendments to the
Convention to the Secretary of th
(Passed 1961. Amended 1970 a

7. RESOLVED, (A) That when
Convention, the one receiving the
that the Bishop be authorized to
attend a meeting of the Board o
Trustee of the same order (Passe

8. RESOLVED, That the Dio
congregation at least twenty (20
brought before the Convention b
Parish or Mission is urged to mak

9. RESOLVED, That the Ecc
before the convening of each An
one layperson from each Dean
persons for each vacancy to be f
General Convention, in which ca
names have been duly and prop
committee, it shall secure the co
and 1989).

10. RESOLVED, That all Paris
are urgently requested to incorpo

9-11 A - 7

opted by a majority vote of the Convention at w
ote of both Orders present at the next Convention.

TANDING RESOLUTIONS
any clergyman of the Diocese shall depart this
the Journal.

by Orders, the Secretary shall call the names of
and Missions in union with the Convention, and,

en voting affirmatively and negatively. (Passed

etary is instructed to print separately in the Journal
ws the name of the officers and also remarks, if a
s together in tables. (Passed 1918).

y of the Journal of the Convention of the Dioces
Secretary as soon as such Journal may be printed a

three Trustees of the University of the South s
ll the expiring three-year term, whether lay or c
to fill the un-expired term shall be held. No Truste
e than once for a three-year term. (Passed 1958).

of the Convention sent out by the Secretary sha
Constitution and Canons be sent at least thirt

he Convention for reference to the Committee on C
nd 1971).

never there is an election of a Trustee of the Unive
e next highest number of votes be designated as t
appoint him as such; (B) That in case the Altern

of Trustees, the Bishop is hereby authorized to a
ed 1965).

cesan Council through the Secretary of Conven
0) days prior to Convention information concern
by the Council, including any action by Council o
ke such information known to the congregation.

lesiastical Authority of the Diocese shall appoint
nual Convention, a nominating committee compos

nery, designating a convener; and such commi
filled at the next Annual Convention of the Dioces

ase the Nominating Committee shall nominate all
perly submitted; PROVIDED, that before any pers
onsent of such person to serve if elected. (Passe

shes, Missions, and organizations in the Diocese
orate under the laws of South Carolina; and if a Pa

which it is proposed, and

life, his record shall be

the clerical deputies and
if desired by any Deputy
1877, revised 1914, and

so much of the reports of
any. It will be sufficient to

e be mailed to each and
and ready for distribution.

shall be elected at each
lergy. Should an earlier
ee of the University of the
).

all include a request that
ty (30) days before the
Constitution and Canons.

ersity of the South by this
the Alternate Trustee and
ate Trustee be unable to

appoint another Alternate

ntion shall send to every
ning major matters to be
on these matters. Each

, at least sixty (60) days
sed of one Presbyter and
ittee shall nominate two
se, excepting Deputies to
qualified persons whose

son is nominated by such
ed 1970, Amended 1972

that are not incorporated
arish or Mission, then it is
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requested to include the provision
Parish or Mission, organized purs
Diocese of South Carolina as now
does not otherwise contain a pro
consistent with the intents and pu
upon being dissolved pursuant to
Carolina, automatically the offic
become vacant, and the Stand
Diocese of South Carolina shall b
without restriction, to liquidate th
thereof, to convey any or all of its
Church in South Carolina, and u
that each Parish and Mission in
charter to include the aforesaid pr

11. RESOLVED, That all Paris
with reverter clauses to the gran
every effort to remove, or have
Missions, and organizations in th
property with reverter clauses the

12. RESOLVED, That the Con
clergyman and one layperson eac
said terms or in the event a vaca
Convention will elect a person to
it becomes necessary to fill the u
and if said vacancy occurs during
un-expired portion of said term. A

RESOLVED, That the D
between it and The Porter-Gaud
beneficial programs with a view to

RESOLVED, That the Dioce
it and The Porter-Gaud Academy
programs with a view toward serv

13. RESOLVED, That the Tha
of South Carolina be designated f

14. RESOLVED, That this Dio
as the minimum standard of Chri
Mission to adopt a plan of prop
Convention challenge each Paris
their gross receipts and to the goa
the Parish; that the Convention c
plan for moving toward these go
annually the stewardship statist
corporate growth in giving can be

15. RESOLVED, That the M
Carolina be designated for work w

RESOLVED, That the parish
budget item for the ministry to the

9-11 A - 8

n in its charter that the corporation is formed for th
suant and subject to the Canons of the Protestant
w in force or as thereafter may be amended, and
ovision for the orderly distribution of assets upon
urposes of the diocese, said charter shall contain
o the Canons of the Protestant Episcopal Church

ces of the Vestry, Wardens, and other officers
ing Committee of the Protestant Episcopal the

become the managing body of the corporation, with
he property of the corporation, to sell or mortgage
s property to the Trustees of the Diocesees of the

upon complete liquidation to surrender the charte
the Diocese that is now incorporated is urgently

rovision in its charter. (Passed 1970, Amended 20

shes, Missions, and organizations in the Diocese
ntor, grantors, or other persons in the title are urg
e removed therefrom, all possibility of a reverte
he Diocese are further urged to avoid, if possible,
erein. (Passed 1970).

nvention elect to the Board of Trustees of The Po
ch to serve for a term of four (4) years and thereaf
ancy occurs during a term of office of one of the in
fill the un-expired term of such person provided, h
n-expired term of a clergyman, the successor to h

g the term of the layperson so elected, a layperson
And be it further

iocese of South Carolina, in recognition of the
Academy continue in such relationship and cont

oward serving the mutual purposes of both instituti

ese of South Carolina, in recognition of the historic
y continue in such relationship and continue to de
ving the mutual purposes of both institutions.

anksgiving Day Offering received by the Parishes
for the work of the Episcopal Church Home for Ch

ocese renew its endorsement of the tithe of 10 pe
istian giving; that the Convention challenge the pe

portionate giving as a way to grow toward the g
sh and Mission to give serious consideration to p
al of 50 percent of their income being spent in min
challenge each individual and church of this Dioc

oals; and that the Journal of this Convention and
ics of all Parishes and Missions in such a way

e shared and celebrated.

other's Day offering received by the churches
with the aging; and be it further

hes and missions in the Diocese of South Carolina
e aging; and be it further

he purpose of operating a
t Episcopal Church in the
in the event said charter

n dissolution in a manner
the further provision that

h in the Diocese of South
of the corporation shall
Diocese Church in the

h full power and authority,
e its property or any part
e Prote ofstant Episcopal

er of the corporation; and
y requested to amend its
012).(Passed 1970).

which hold any property
gently requested to make
r; and that all Parishes,
, the taking of any title to

orter-Gaud Academy one
fter upon the expiration of
ndividuals so elected, the
however, that in the event
him shall be a clergyman,

shall be elected to fill the

e historic close affiliation
tinue to develop mutually
ons. And be it further

c close affiliation between
evelop mutually beneficial

Churches in the Diocese
ildren in York.

rcent of personal income
eople of each Parish and

goal of the tithe; that the
proportionate giving from
nistry and mission beyond
cese to adopt a personal
the Jubilate Deo publish

y that our individual and

in the Diocese of South

a are urged to set aside a

2:13-cv-00587-CWH     Date Filed 03/07/13    Entry Number 6-11     Page 10 of 12



As amended 11-17-1200-00-132-19

RESOLVED, That this Conv
Society for Ministry to the Aging
under the Division of Human Nee
aging and to coordinate efforts wi

16. RESOLVED, That the Cong
meeting of the Convention of t
resolution of the 197th Conventio

"The time-honored and
unchanged. This means that sex

Since Clergy are expecte
others, Bishops and other Dioces
person who cannot or will not do s

And, furthermore, while w
persons, neither the Clergy nor
sexual behavior other than tha
Matrimony."

158. RESOLVED, That this Con
support and actively respond to
Prayer, which reads as follows:

The Minister of the Congregati
Christian parents to make pruden
wills, while they are in health, arr
able, to leave bequests for religio

16. RESOLVED, Whereas the m
The Protestant Episcopal Church
corporation, that no member of
except by compliance with the S
Episcopal Church in the Diocese

BE IT FURTHER, RESOLVED, T
abide by the rubric of The Book
charge, regarding the maintaining
their wills for the benefit of the m
mission congregations, the Dioce
South CarolinaEpiscopal institutio

19. RESOLVED, That the Dioces
Convention of 1991 concerning la

1. All Parishes, Missions, and
Church in the Diocese of South
elected or shall elect to come into
of 1,000 hours annually retireme
Retirement Plan (ECLERP) or in
ECLERP. Such participation sha
plan is a defined benefit plan, the

9-11 A - 9

vention commends to all the valuable resources
and requests the Diocese to create a Commission

eds to emphasize the Diocese's ongoing concern w
th the Episcopal Ministry to the Aging, Inc.

gregation of Prince George Parish, Winyah in Geo
the Diocese of South Carolina to adopt as a
n, to wit:

biblically-rooted standard of chastity for Ch
xual relations are to be confined to one's partner in

ed to provide, in their lives and in their teaching, a
san officials should not knowingly admit to, nor re
so.

we are called by Our Lord to offer love, forgivenes
the Laity of this Church should encourage any

at which is appropriate between a man and a

nvention commend the clergy and laity of the Dioc
the admonition found in the rubric on page 445 o

on is directed to instruct the people, from time to
nt provision for the well-being of their families, an
ranging for the disposal of their temporal goods, n
us and charitable uses.

members of the Standing Committee also serve as
h in the Diocese of South Carolina, a South Ca
the Standing Committee may be removed, repla
South Carolina Nonprofit Corporation Act, the B
of South Carolina and the Constitution of the Dioc

That this Convention challenge each Minister in ch
of Common Prayer, and annually to instruct the

g of valid wills for the State of South Carolina and t
mission of the Diocese of South Carolinae Church
ese, and other institutions or organizations supp
ons.

se of South Carolina hereby implements Resolutio
ay employees' retirement benefits as follows:

d other ecclesiastical organizations, or bodies of
Carolina which under the regulations of the Chu

o the pension system, shall provide all lay employe
ent benefits through participation in the Episcopa

an equivalent plan, the provisions of which are a
all commence no later than January 1,1993. At i
e employer contribution shall be not less that 9 p

offered by the Episcopal
n of Ministry to the Aging
with a total ministry to the

orgetown urges the 198th
Standing Resolution the

hristian people remains
marriage.

a wholesome example for
etain in, Holy Orders, any

s and pastoral care to all
attempt to legitimize any

woman united in Holy

cese of South Carolina to
of The Book of Common

o time, about the duty of
nd of all persons to make
not neglecting, if they are

the Board of Directors of
rolina non-profit religious
aced, or a vacancy filled

Bylaws of The Protestant
ese. (Passed 2012).

arge of a congregation to
e people under his or her
the making of bequests in
h, including parishes and
ported by the Diocese of

on D-165-a of the General

the Protestant Episcopal
urch Pension Fund have
ees who work a minimum
l Church Lay Employees
at least equal to those of
ts commencement, if the

percent of the employees'
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salary; if the plan is a defined co
agree to "match" employee contri

2. The employer may impose a
one year of continuous employme

3. The Trustees of the Church
percentages required for the lay p

9-11 A -10

ontribution plan, the employer shall contribute not
ibutions of up to another 4 percent.

a minimum age of 21 years and minimum employm
ent before an employee would be eligible to partici

Pension Fund shall have authority to increase or d
pension plan.

t less than 5 percent and

ment period not to exceed
pate.

decrease the contribution
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222nd Annual Diocesan Convention to be
Held in Florence, March 8-9

More than 350 people are expected to
attend the 222nd Annual Convention of
the Diocese of South Carolina at the
Francis Marion Performing Arts Center in
Florence, March 8-9. The last time the
Convention was held in Florence was
1976.

This year the Rt. Rev. Mark J. Lawrence,
the 14th Bishop of South Carolina, is focusing on the future. “We cannot afford to focus on the
backward glance,” said Lawrence “Christ calls us to look forward and carry out the Great Commission
to make disciples and to proclaim the Gospel to a hurting world.” 

This year’s convention workshops are designed to equip the Diocese’s lay members and clergy for the
work of ministry. Bishop Lawrence promised that such workshops would be key parts of future annual
Diocesan Conventions.

This year, four free workshops will be open to the public on Friday, March 8:

Youth Ministry for Small Churches, to be held from 2:30 – 4 p.m., led by the Diocesan Youth
Ministry Coordinator Dave Wright. The program is designed to help small churches do youth ministry like
the larger churches. “They can do excellent youth ministry if they take a different approach,” said Wright.

The Apologetics of CS Lewis,  a primer on how to defend Christianity, to be held from 1-2:30
p.m., led by the Rev. Dr. Kendall S. Harmon, the Diocese’s Canon Theologian. “In today’s post-Christian
culture it’s imperative for people to be able to understand and defend their beliefs,” said Harmon.

Sozo Prayer,  a workshop on inner healing through prayer, to be held from 1-4 p.m., led by Kelli
Hample, Lisa Fike and Karen Tetrev. The Very Rev. Peet Dickinson, Dean of the Diocese’s Cathedral
will share stories about how this type of prayer ministry has transformed his parish’s pastoral care.

Diocesan Risk Management, to be held from 3-4 p.m., led by Billy Mills, of Wells Fargo Insurance
Services. Every congregation is subject to risk.Mr. Mills will be provide a synopsis of the components
parishes should be considering in a good risk management plan. He will also be available to answer
questions about the specifics of the Diocesan Property and Casualty program and how it can benefit  all
our congregations.

Learn more about the workshops.

The convention will also feature a special sermon by the Rt. Rev. Keith Ackerman, Bishop Vicar of the
Diocese of Quincy (Illinois) of the Anglican Church in North America. He will serve as guest preacher at
the opening Eucharist Friday evening at St. John’s, Florence. The Diocese of Quincy left The Episcopal
Church in 2008 and the following year was a founding member of the Anglican Church in North
America.

“I invited Bishop Ackerman to preach because he speaks from a love of God’s Word and the depth of
the Catholic Anglican tradition,” said Bishop Lawrence. “But along with this I wanted to remind us all
that as we turn the page and eagerly look toward the future, we will strive to maintain a comprehensive
Anglicanism in this great Diocese of South Carolina.”

Delegates and others attendees will also hear from ministry leaders about their vision for the future. A
highlight will be the presentation from the Rev. Bob Lawrence, Director of St. Christopher Camp and
Conference Center. The Camp will celebrate its 75th Anniversary this year.

The convention is also a time that delegates elect its new leadership which is comprised of both clergy
and lay members and review the proposed budget. Two resolutions will also be voted on:
• One is the second reading of a resolution which deleted all  references to The Episcopal Church
from the Diocese’s Constitutions and Canons. This resolution passed by an overwhelming majority at the
November 17, 2012, convention, held in Charleston.
• The second affirms the “Declaration of Life Statement” made by Anglicans for Life.

On Saturday, while the convention is in progress, the Diocese is offering a three-hour simulcast program
on “Courageous Grandparenting,” with Cavin Harper, author of Courageous Grandparenting in a
Turbulent World. This event, open to the public, is geared towards grandparents and those involved in
family ministry. It will be held concurrently with the Convention so delegates will not be able to attend.
There is a $10 fee for this event, which covers the cost of the book and box lunch. Pre-registration is
required.
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The Post and Courier

Finding the current: Small Episcopal
worship groups form in wake of
theological storm
Adam Parker

Facebook Twitter
Posted: Sunday, March 3, 2013 12:01 a.m. 
UPDATED: Sunday, March 3, 2013 4:55 p.m.

Provided The Rev. Kate Chipps, visiting from the Diocese of Virginia, celebrates the Eucharist with the
Summerville worship group recently.

One clear evening in mid-January, a group of Edisto Island Episcopalians gathered at the
home of Gretchen Smith. They filled the living room. They spilled into the adjacent kitchen
and front hallway.

Three congregations join diocese lawsuit
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Extra Photos

A parishioner enters Po Pigs
BBQ on Edisto Island Sunday,
February 17, 2013. The
Episcopal Church On Edisto
Island meets at the Po Pigs
on Hwy174 for services every
Sunday. The continuing
congregation are made up of
members loyal to the national
church. (Brad
Nettles/postandcourier.com)

To date, a total of 34 congregations have joined the lawsuit filed by the independent Diocese
of South Carolina against the Episcopal Church late last year.

The suit is meant to secure the physical property and marks (names and seal) of the
diocese, which it has claimed after leaving the Episcopal Church in October.

Joining the suit are St. Jude’s, Walterboro; Trinity, Pinopolis; and Church of the Holy Cross,
Stateburg.

The “continuing diocese” was added as a defendant in the suit.

“ ‘The Episcopal Church in South Carolina’ is the working name for the diocese in the
Eastern part of South Carolina that is associated with the Episcopal Church and the Anglican
Communion. The diocese is currently barred from using its historical name because of a
temporary injunction issued in the lawsuit at the request of the breakaway parishes,” the
continuing diocese said in a statement.

Making the diocese a party to the lawsuit is a necessary step so that issues such as the
diocese’s identity can be resolved in court, said Chancellor Thomas Tisdale.

It also gives the continuing diocese more time to file its responses to the Jan. 5 complaint.

After greeting each other warmly, the group of perhaps 30 got down to business. They voted
on a 10 a.m. Sunday morning worship time. They voted on who they wanted to serve on the
vestry election committee. They voted on who should lead the bylaws committee.

Conventions

Both the independent Diocese of South Carolina and the
“continuing diocese” of the Episcopal Church in South Carolina
are holding conventions next weekend.

Both conventions, the governing bodies of the respective religious
organizations, are meant to address administrative, governance
and mission issues.

The Diocese of South Carolina’s 222nd annual Convention will be
held at the Francis Marion Performing Arts Center in Florence and
will focus on moving the diocese forward, officials said.

Workshops for lay members and clergy are planned, including
three Friday that are open to the public: Youth Ministry for Small
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2/17/13

Rev. Jack Nietert, from
Beaufort, a supply priest leads
the Sunday service at The
Episcopal Church of Edisto
Island. The continuing
congregation meets at Po
Pigs BBQ on Edisto Island
and are loyal to the national
church. (Brad
Nettles/postandciurier.com)
2/17/13

Kathy Fritz plays an electric
piano, as she leads the
members of The Episcopal
Church of Edisto Island in
singing a hymn during Sunday
service February 17, 2013.
The continuing congregation,
loyal to the national church,
meet's at Po Pigs BBQ on
Edisto Island. (Brad
Nettles/postandcourier.com)
2/17/13

Emily Craig reads The Epistle
during the Episcopal Church
on Edisto Island service
Sunday, February 17, 2013.
The Episcopal Church On
Edisto Island congregation
holds their service at the Po

Churches, The Apologetics of C.S. Lewis and Sozo Prayer.

The convention also will feature a special opening Eucharist
sermon by the Rt. Rev. Keith Ackerman, bishop vicar of the
Diocese of Quincy (Illinois) of the Anglican Church in North
America. Also on the agenda is a presentation from the Rev. Bob
Lawrence, director of St. Christopher Camp and Conference
Center. The camp will celebrate its 75th anniversary this year.

For more information about the convention, including its full
schedule and resolutions, or to register, visit www.
dioceseofsc.org and click “Convention Information.”

The convention of the Episcopal Church in South Carolina will be
at Grace Episcopal Church.

It will feature a special sermon by the Rt. Rev. Dr. J. Neil
Alexander, dean of the School of Theology at the University of the
South and former bishop of Atlanta.

The convention also will amend governing documents modified in
recent years by its former leadership, restoring the continuing
diocese’s accession to the Episcopal Church, officials said.

For more information, or to register, visit www.episcopal
churchsc.org.

They talked about outreach and volunteerism. They discussed
options for securing a long-term worship space. They updated
one another on the status of donated items.

It seemed as though they were forming a new congregation, but
that wasn’t really the case. They already were a congregation,
and had been since 1774. But in January, they had no formal
leadership, no regular priest, no organizational structure in place,
no budget of any significance and no church building.

All that had suddenly fallen away several weeks earlier, to the
great distress — and relief — of those left behind to figure out
how best to carry on.

For their parish, Trinity Episcopal Church of Edisto, had split in
two after the Diocese of South Carolina announced in November it
would chart a course distinct from the wider Episcopal Church.
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Pigs BBQ on Hwy174, on
Edisto Island. The continuing
congregation is made up of
members loyal to the national
church. (Brad
Nettles/postandcourier.com)
2/17/13

The Rev. Jack Nietert (right),
a supply priest from Beaufort,
and chalice bearer John
Nickerson (left) give Holy
Communion during Sunday
service for the Episcopal
Church of Edisto Island. The
continuing congregation meets
at Po Pigs BBQ on Edisto
Island.

Rev. John Fisher reads The
Gospel during the Episcopal
Church of Edisto Island
service Sunday, February 17,
2013. The continuing
congregation meets at Po
Pigs BBQ on Edisto Island
and are loyal to the national
church. (Brad
Nettles/postandciurier.com)
2/17/13

The Rev. Jack Nietert of
Beaufort, a supply priest,
leads the Sunday service for

The final break between diocese leadership and the church came
after decades of discontent, especially among clergy who fretted
that their church was compromising essential Christian tenets
such as sin and salvation as it veered on a path of political and
social accommodation.

Trinity is one of several parishes to see portions of its
congregation leave to form worship groups of continuing
Episcopalians. They call themselves by different names: the
Edisto Worship Group, Episcopalians of the Florence Deanery, St.
Anne’s worshipping community in Conway, St. Mark’s Chapel in
Port Royal, East Cooper Episcopalians, The Continuing Episcopal
Church, Summerville.

The Edisto Group has taken up temporary residence at a
barbecue joint on S.C. Highway 174. The Summerville group
borrows a black Methodist church. The Mount Pleasant group
worships in the chapel of Hibben United Methodist Church.

So how does denominational schism play out at the parish level?
What happens to worshippers suddenly out on their own?

Most of the Episcopal faithful consulted for this article insisted on
looking forward, not dwelling on the religious rifts among friends
and neighbors. They spoke of the fellowship and cooperation, the
joyful worship experience, the generosity of people near and far
who’ve lent support.

It all feels like something new, they said, but really it’s all very old,
a return to traditional Episcopal theology and practice. “What
we’re experiencing is a joy and homecoming in that worship
experience,” said Ginga Wilder, a leader of the Summerville
group.

Peggy Kwist said she left the church two years ago and lost
contact with many of the parishioners, but she’s back.

“Now it’s a homecoming every Sunday,” she said.

George Tupper said the discipline of worship offered by the
Episcopal Church and the big-tent values it advances make it
something worth belonging to.
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the Episcopal Church of
Edisto Island. The continuing
congregation meets at Po
Pigs BBQ on Edisto Island
and is loyal to the national
church.

Hymnals, Prayer Books and
Bibles take the place of
barbecue at Po Pigs BBQ on
Edisto Island as The
Episcopal Church of Edisto
Island hold Sunday service.
The continuing congregation
are loyal to the national
church. (Brad
Nettles/postandciurier.com)
2/17/13

Why is this
happening?

The displacement of
Episcopalian worship groups
is the consequence of
festering theological
disagreement and a property
dispute that already has
prompted the independent
Diocese of South Carolina to
sue the Episcopal Church,
accusing it of trying to “hijack”
church buildings.

The church, instead, says it’s
the breakaway diocese that’s
trying to make off with
property it pledged to hold in
trust, according to a canon
law the diocese itself had
voted for.

Litigation could take awhile

Wilder said the emphasis on sin is, for her, misplaced. “The issue
is not sin but love and openness,” she said. “The Episcopal
Church that I was raised in and continue to be part of says,
‘Wherever you are, come.’ ”

Kwist said she feels relieved to be part of the worship group. “I
wanted to be able to question, wonder and seek,” she said.

Reconnecting

The experience, though, has not been all joy. It is difficult to look
from afar on a place so intimately woven into the fabric of one’s
spiritual life, these continuing Episcopalians said.

Baptisms, weddings, funerals. These and other milestone
experiences happened within the walls of their church building.
For some, loved ones are buried in the church yard. For others,
pews and stained-glass windows display the names of family
members.

“We bear no ill-will toward those who formed another
denomination,” Wilder said. “They are friends and we wish them
well.”

On Edisto, members of the worship group often meet their co-
religionists outside of church. They gather for meals. They work
on outreach initiatives together. They run into one another at the
store.

“Edisto is an amazing place,” said the Rev. John Fisher, a resident
of the island for four years. “It’s the richest social life I’ve ever
had.”

JoAnn Liles said the community simply avoids talking about
religion and politics. The group is so busy making a new start, the
effort has dulled the pain of separation.

“I thought it would be more traumatic than it is,” she said. “I
thought, ‘Oh, I can’t do this!’ But it’s just a building.” Liles is busy
with the nascent choir and Sunday school. She’s a chalice bearer.
“Once this group was formed, it was like a huge celebration.”
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and it’s unclear who will
ultimately end up with the
buildings.

These worship groups join 19
whole parishes and missions
that have elected to remain
part of the Episcopal
denomination, according to
the “continuing diocese,” now
called the Episcopal Church in
South Carolina. So far, 34
whole parishes have chosen
to align with Bishop Mark
Lawrence. The diocese has,
or had, 70 parishes and
missions.

The church’s changing
policies on homosexuality was
only the latest evidence for
conservatives that their
religion was being
compromised.

“The root problem we are
facing is a salvation issue,”
wrote the Rev. E. Weyman
Camp IV, rector of Trinity, in
the February newsletter.
“There have been two gospels
presented in TEC (The
Episcopal Church) for years;
long taught in the Episcopal
Seminaries and long preached
by our Episcopal Bishops.
This is not an accusation
against anyone locally on
Edisto but the divergence
from the gospel and moral
direction of the national
leadership of TEC is
committed and unswerving.
The gender confusion and
sexual immorality promoted by
TEC, and in the wider world,
is merely the fruit of this
deeper gospel root problem.”

Loyal Episcopalians have long
argued that their church is
remaining true to its inclusive

On Sunday mornings, between 20 and 40 people convert Po Pigs
BBQ into a chapel. They call it St. Bobo’s Cathedral. Priests,
some of whom have emerged from retirement, others who drive
from Charleston and beyond to fill in, lead worship.

On Edisto, Fisher shares the altar with the Rev. Bert Hatch,
another retired priest living in the area.

On Jan. 13, the Rt. Rev. Charles vonRosenberg, retired bishop
from the Diocese of East Tennessee, came from his Daniel Island
home to preside over the service. Thirteen days later,
vonRosenberg was elected provisional bishop of the Episcopal
Church in South Carolina.

He said he thinks the number of worshipping communities, and
the number of worshippers within each one, is likely to grow over
time, and that they require careful support from the local diocesan
administration.

“It seems to me we are, and have been, doing basically three
things to be supportive of the continuing churches and
worshipping communities,” vonRosenberg said. “First, providing
encouragement and moral support in a time that seems sad and
risky. ... Secondly, we offer a resource of information, such as
contact with supply clergy. That obviously is very important for the
liturgical life of these communities.”

And finally, the continuing diocese serves as a conduit to the
broader Episcopal community, he said.

“As the Episcopal Church in South Carolina, we are providing
access to the larger church,” he said.

Workshops are planned for the weekend of Palm Sunday to help
continuing Episcopalians understand and cope with church
trauma, he said. Developing clear channels of communication
among worship communities and continuing education for clergy
also are on the agenda.

“As Episcopalians, we realize our relationships and our
connections within the Episcopal Church in South Carolina, but
also beyond that,” vonRosenberg said. “And it’s time to call on
those willing to be supportive. We are part of something bigger
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practices and refraining from
“guarding the gate” to the
point of distraction, as
Presiding Bishop Katharine
Jefferts Schori put it at a
recent special convention in
Charleston.

Eleanor Koets, a member of
the Summerville worship
group, said the church’s
commitment to inclusiveness
is in keeping with her
understanding of Scripture.

“It is in our grounding in Holy
Scripture, and especially in
the way that we understand
the Gospel of Jesus, that we
live out Christ’s call on our
lives,” she wrote in an email.

and need to be able to count on them and depend on them at this
particular point.”

Staying the course

Support is in no short supply.

On Tuesday, vonRosenberg received an email from the Diocese
of North Carolina offering books for worship, he said.

The Edisto group received 28 prayer books from St. Stephen’s
Church in Heathsville, Va. That congregation had struggled
through a schism of its own several years ago. The prayer books
came inscribed by members of the parish with words of
encouragement, Gretchen Smith said.

Recently, vestments arrived, and last month St. Stephen’s priest,
the Rev. Lucia Lloyd, along with four parishioners, visited Edisto and joined the local group at
its Sunday service.

A man from Massachusetts with ties to the Lowcountry sent money and donated his
grandmother’s linens to cover the makeshift altar at St. Bobo’s Cathedral, Smith said.

In Summerville, where the worship group now numbers about 50, support has come from the
Diocese of San Diego (46 hymnals), the Diocese of Western North Carolina (85 prayer
books) and lots of moral, liturgical and administrative support from parishes in Virginia,
including Grace Church, St. Margaret’s-Woodbridge and St. Stephen’s.

These local worship groups may have found themselves suddenly adrift in the wake of a
theological storm, but they have found their current, they said.

“We have to be very patient, we have to stay the course and be faithful to each other and to
God,” Summerville’s Tupper said. “It’s a rich time for us.”
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  The Rt. Rev. Mark J. Lawrence, XIV Bishop of South Carolina 

   
  Diocese of South Carolina ●  Post Office Box 20127 ●  Charleston, South Carolina 29413 
  Office ●  126 Coming Street ●  Charleston, South Carolina  29403 
 
January 4, 2013 

 

Dear Brothers and Sisters in Christ, 

I write to you in this Christmas season to share some news. Today, parishes representing approximately 75 

percent of baptized members in our Diocese joined in filing for a declarative judgment in a South Carolina 

Circuit Court against the Episcopal Church (TEC).  We are asking the court to declare that The Episcopal 

Church (TEC) has no right to the Diocese’s identity and property or that of its parishes. 

We are saddened that we feel it necessary to ask a court to protect our property rights, but recent actions 

compelled us to take this action.  As you know, The Episcopal Church (TEC) has begun the effort to claim the 

Diocese of South Carolina’s identity by calling for a convention to identify new leadership for the diocese, 

creating a website using the Diocesan seal and producing material that invokes the name and identity of the 

Diocese of South Carolina.  

Our suit asks the court to prevent TEC from infringing on the protected marks of the Diocese, including its 

seal and its historical names, and to prevent it from assuming the Diocese’s identity, which was established 

long before TEC was formed.  It also asks the court to protect our parish and Diocesan property, including 

church buildings and rectories, which our forefathers built and even shed blood over, and you have 

maintained without any investment of any kind from the national church. 

The underlying point is that the Diocese disassociated from TEC in October 2012, after TEC attempted to 

remove me as your bishop.  The congregations, participating in the lawsuit, many of the Diocese’s largest and 

oldest, join many others in disassociating from TEC.   

Of our 71 parishes and approximately 30,000 baptized members, 22,244 members of you have decided to 

remain with the Diocese. Fifty Three Hundred say they want to be with The Episcopal Church- with nearly 

half of those from one church in Charleston, and 1900 are still undecided. We respect the decision of those 

who wish to remain with TEC but believe they must also respect the identity and property of the Diocese of 

South Carolina, which has been painstakingly built over two centuries. 

Though we have separated from TEC, as have 200 parishes and four other dioceses across the United States, 

we remain committed to our vision of Making Biblical Anglicans for a Global Age, as well as helping to shape 

emerging Anglicanism in the 21st Century.  It is encouraging that so many Provinces of the Anglican 

Communion have expressed their continuing support for this Diocese of South Carolina.  

 

I ask that you join me in praying for a peaceful and timely resolution of this situation so that we may continue 

to freely uphold the doctrine, discipline and worship of Christ as we have received them and as faithful 

stewards of the gospel and the church’s resources to joyfully proclaim the Good News of Jesus Christ to those 

who live across the street and around the world.    

 

Faithfully yours in Christ, 

 
 
 

 
Telephone (843) 722-4075 ●  Email: bsnyder@dioceseofsc.org  ● Fax (843) 723-7628 
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