
Welcome Westminster!
Just as we were getting this newsletter ready, we learned
that Westminster Presbyterian Church’s Session voted
Saturday to become an official member of ����������	

�������
  Alleluia!

This decision follows a long period of careful discernment
on that congregation’s part, and the conscientious work of
the several friends of ����������	
� �������  who are
members there. Westminster is developing some educa-
tional plans and Pres Prom is eager to assist.

Westminster’s decision also sends a powerful message
that our denomination is one that welcomes all of God’s
people. That’s a message that is especially needed as we
consider the replace ‘b’ amendment.

Seven churches are now members! Welcome West-
minster! 

A Time to Wed, 
or Get Me to the Hospital on Time

Potter and Ned decided to take advantage of the window
of opportunity to tie the knot in California. Same gender
marriage is legal there for at least a while because, when
asked, the California Supreme Court couldn’t figure out
how it was right to deny some people rights that other
people have. Some Californians are outraged by their
Supreme Court’s bafflement and have gotten a measure
on the November ballot that will limit marriage to an
arrangement between a man and a woman. And that may
or may not pass – but for now, our friends can marry. 

Craig and I introduced Potter and Ned (not their real
names) when we were all living in San Francisco. I don’t
think we had any designs that they would become a
couple. It was just that Ned’s Gary Larsen Far Side sense
of humor, Potter’s wry and hilarious cynicism, and their
infatuation with life made it seem as if they would enjoy
each other. And they did, first with us as we all took our
time over a so-so pizza in the Cole Valley, and then in a

life together for more than 21 years. That life took them
from the Bay Area to Denver, but California stays in your
blood even after you leave, and the chance to marry there
must have felt like going home to take care of some unfin-
ished business. 

They asked us to stand up with them, and it didn’t take us
long to know in our bones that we wanted to be there. It
meant two tickets to California, new clothes, including
purple ties (which are easier to find than I’d ever imag-
ined). The plastic cards came out of our pockets. 

The wedding was scheduled for a Presbyterian Church,
and the minister was in fact Craig’s and my former pastor,
Hannah Glenn (not her real name). The dilemma facing
Hannah was this – while her denomination rejects the idea

that loving and committed
same-gender couples may
marry, her state has legalized
gay marriage. (This is, of
course, the same dilemma that
Massachusetts pastors in our
own presbytery face. A Pres-
byterian pastor there can
legally marry a same-gender
couple, though only under
threat of church judicial
action.) Hannah was unfazed
by the dilemma and began
working with Potter and Ned,
who was also a former
member of Hannah’s church,
to prepare the wedding serv-

ice. Everything seemed under control. 

But things did not go as planned. As we drove toward the
Bay Area on Saturday morning following a short visit to
Craig’s father in Stockton, we decided to call ahead to let
them know we were on our way, well ahead of the 3:00
ceremony, and that all was well. All was not well. Ned
had been taken to the emergency room at the Stanford
Medical Center at 6:00 that morning after a night of
increasing abdominal pain. A similar attack a few years
ago had led to a complicated surgery and doctors thought

Contents
� Westminster Presbyterian

� A Time to Wed
� GA 218
� Opinion

� Shower of Stoles
� Worship at Wilton
� Pride: RI and CT

� Tri-Presbytery Gathering
� Advocacy Status

� Calendar

����������	
����������	
����������	
����������	

����������������������������
����������������
���������������
��������������

http://www.welcomingresources.org/sosp.htm


that surgery would again be needed. At that moment,
Potter told us, everyone was in shock and no one was sure
what to do – maybe the ceremony would be at the
hospital. Probably the reception should go on, right?
because the food had been catered. Craig and I drove on,
mostly silent. 

When we got to the peninsula, we got a cup of coffee and
called again. It was 1:15 and Potter was to the point. The
ceremony was to take place at the hospital at 2:00 o’clock.
This did not sound very good. How do we get to the
hospital? 

We were wearing t-shirts, thinking that we’d change into
wedding dress at the church. So, on a dark lower level of
Stanford hospital’s parking ramp we tied our purple ties
and pulled on some fresh pants. It was ten minutes to two
when we asked a woman at the desk where we could find
Ned. 

The ceremony took place in the hospital’s chapel at about
three, as soon as they’d found pajama bottoms for Ned
and someone to bring him down the hall in a wheelchair.
Everyone stood except for Ned. He looked ashen, bewil-
dered, and frightened. When the time came to speak the
vows, he leaned his head into Potter’s side as if it were a
refuge. Craig and I stood on either side, giving Hannah
the rings when the time came, trying to remain composed. 

This wedding, Hannah reminded us, was a celebration and
recognition of what we all knew already to be long-
standing commitment and love. For this relationship to be
recognized by the community as a marriage, was, she said,
a kairos moment. This was God’s time, and we were
fortunate enough to be living in it. 

Within minutes of being married, Potter and Ned disap-
peared from the chapel into a hospital room. The rest of
us, strangely lifted up, at least for the moment, headed
across town to the church, other guests, ravioli, and cake. 

The next day we met Potter for coffee. Things with Ned
were about the same, still uncertain, though the pain was
under better control. Potter praised the medical center.
They understood that these two middle-aged men were a
couple, and honored Potter’s decision-making role, even
though the legal paperwork was back home in Denver. Of
course, Potter smiled at us, no need to fret about that now,
he said and held up his ring. They were married. That
issue was moot. 

For Craig and me, all this was primarily a human drama
involving our friends, their love, their generosity in asking
us to share in their wedding, and the pain stemming from
their distress and crisis. For Hannah, it was all this, but it
was more. It was a moment of extreme pastoral demand.
She was called to help us cope, help us make decisions,
and keep us focused on the meaning and significance of

our being together. If she had played by church rules, she
would not have been there. Perhaps she would have been
walking her dog or browsing a catalogue. Who knows?
But she would have been absent. Instead, she was there,
nourishing us in a hard, hard moment, helping us to be
there as God worked in kairos on a new thing infused
with love – basic, wonderful, and undeniable. Her open-
ing prayer put it all together. It included praise, petition
for blessing, and a kind of theology of marriage that did
not exclude Potter and Ned. 

Holy and Eternal God, you have called us each by name 
and named us as Your Beloved Ones 
and Your Beloved Community.

You surprise us with your grace and 
you show your boundless love for the world through us.

On Life’s Way, you nourish, guide and free us, 
giving us companions for Life’s journey.

You live among us and within us, surrounding, 
embracing and filling us with your love, 
for You alone are the Source of Authentic Love.

We pray today especially for your continued blessing 
on Potter and Ned 
that their marriage may be filled with Your love 
and their life together be to all the world a sign 
of your promised harmony for all Creation. 

In Your many names we pray, Amen. 

Ned recuperates slowly from surgery, looking forward
more each day, I imagine, to his piece of wedding cake,
which is still in the freezer. He and his husband are
surrounded and supported by their families. I remain
buoyed by the words of Hannah’s prayer. I yearn for the
church to hear these words and decide that it wants to be
absent no longer. I am hopeful because it seems in this
year of discernment and decision making in the PC (USA),
that the church has opened itself just a little to the strange
and wonderful drama that happens when we let God be
God. It has decided to return to some important unfinished
business. May we all, then, be brave enough to live
beyond fear in this kairos moment and make our lives
together to all the world a sign of God’s promised
harmony. 

Dick Hasbany 

After GA

During its meeting this past June, the 218th General
Assembly took several important actions. Of greatest
interest to ����������	
� �������  and the rest of this
denomination is the proposed constitutional amendment
[08-B] that would replace the existing paragraph
G-6.0106b with new language:
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Those who are called to ordained service in the church, by their
assent to the constitutional questions for ordination and instal-
lation (W-4.4003), pledge themselves to live lives obedient to
Jesus Christ the Head of the Church, striving to follow where
he leads through the witness of the Scriptures, and to under-
stand the Scriptures through the instruction of the Confessions.
In so doing, they declare their fidelity to the standards of the
Church. Each governing body charged with examination for
ordination and/or installation (G-14.0240 and G-14.0450)
establishes the candidate’s sincere efforts to adhere to these
standards.

The same action includes a further proposed constitu-
tional amendment adjusting the present process of prepa-
ration for ordination by emphasizing the importance of
assent to the ordination questions. Further, it declared null
and void the 1978-79 Authoritative Interpretations
concerning the ordination of homosexual persons.

As important as these changes are to the PC (USA)’s
hospitality movement, they will cause great discomfort to
those who see our standards, and Jesus’ leading, differ-
ently. Even though it has been seven years since the pres-
byteries last voted on G-6.0106b, many are distressed by
the thought of debating this again. As we approach this
discussion, we need to both make our case, and do so in a
way that tends to decrease the level of alienation many are
presently experiencing. We can see that alienation not
only in some people’s talk about heresy and the efforts by
some congregations to join another denomination, taking
their property with them; it is also present in the fatigue
felt by many Christians who just want to get on with their
ministries and experience this whole argument as deeply
unpleasant. 

This proposal will only become part of our Constitution if
it is approved by a majority of the 173 presbyteries.
That’s 87 affirmative votes. That’s a huge task; every vote
does count. 

There are no certainties about the outcome here in the
Presbytery of Southern New England. This past February,
our effort to send GA our version of a replace ‘b’ overture
lost by one vote. We must not allow ourselves to be
complacent or disorganized. 

The idea for replacing ‘b’ came from a More Light Pres-
byterians brainstorming session over a year ago. Rather
than just getting rid of ‘b’, it allows people to vote for an
ordination standard that is theologically sound and far
more just than what we presently have. Specifically, the
constitutional questions are shared by all ordained Presby-
terians (Deacons, Elders and Ministers of Word and
Sacrament). They have been well accepted for years. The
proposed amendment recognizes that Jesus is the head of
the church, a theological fundamental that the present ‘b’
gets wrong. It places responsibility for applying ordina-
tion standards with the local governing body, where it has

traditionally and properly been understood to reside. After
all, who knows the individual better, the local community
or some wider church gathering?

This proposal offers the whole church a way of maintain-
ing principled standards. It is increasingly hard to imagine
how we will continue to function as a “wide-tent”
denomination if this does not pass. It is a high standard
that allows for some diversity of theology.

There is an interesting tension in the proposed amend-
ment’s requiring assent to the constitutional ordination
questions. The third question requires ordinands to “be
instructed and led” by the confessions. The fourth
requires “being continually guided by our confessions.”
The fifth expects ordinands “to be governed by our
church’s polity....” [W-4.4003] It’s not so much that the
questions themselves include slightly different perspec-
tives on Jesus,
scripture, the
confessions and
polity; rather, to
answer the ques-
tions affirmatively
establishes one’s
affirmation of the
whole complexity
of our Reformed
theology. That is,
it throws us back
into the debate
over the dimen-
sions of our “essential tenants.” On the whole, this may be
a positive approach to the problem, but we should not see
it as a simplification of our standards.

Related GA actions

The same GA action that sent this proposed amendment,
08-B, to the presbyteries for ratification took other actions
that are already in effect. In repealing the Authoritative
Interpretations from 1978 and ’79, it removed the earliest
policies that have stood in the way of gay, lesbian, bisex-
ual and transgender ordinations. 

GA also restored the portion of the 2006 AI  that had been
called into question by the General Assembly Permanent
Judicial Commission’s decision in Bush v. Presbytery of
Pittsburgh (Remedial Case 218-10). This 2006 AI  was the
recommendation of the multi-year Peace, Unity and Purity
Task Force report that some have misread as establishing
“local option” about ordination standards. Much has been
said about the PUP AI , and especially its recommendation
# 5. Briefly all that it did was reemphasize the long stand-
ing constitutional policy that ordination standards are
determined by the whole church, and must be applied
through the discernment of individuals and their local
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governing bodies on a case by case basis. It is not clear
how this will play out. Is a GA decision determinative, or
a GA PJC ruling?

Heidleberg

After the Bible, our Book of Confessions provides founda-
tional interpretive guidance to Presbyterians. It was
adopted in 1967 as the “northern stream” of our present
denomination wrestled with the inadequacies of the tradi-
tional Westminster Confession. By recognizing that the
church, since almost the beginning, had found different
words and forms to express its core beliefs, and by incor-
porating a number of those statements along with the
Westminster and the then new Confession of 1967, there
was hope that people of faith would better appreciate the
diversity and limits of our faith understandings. 

The Heidleberg Catechism included in our Book of
Confessions is the 400th anniversary edition prepared by
the Reformed Church in American and the World Alli-
ance of Reformed Churches in 1962. That translation, no
longer in use by the RCA, contains several errors of trans-
lation and a significant alteration of the original text in the
answer to question 87. The original text is based on
several Biblical texts including 1 Corinthians 6: 9-10,
which contains a list of those who will not possess the
kingdom of God. The preparers of the 400th anniversary
translation chose to use the New English Bible’s highly
idiosyncratic version of that passage which includes
“homosexual perversion” in the list. There is no word in
the list of sins named in the original Latin or German in
the location where “homosexual perversion” appears in
our Confessions. It isn’t a mistranslation, or a question-
able translation; it is a rewriting. [See Jack Rogers, Jesus,
The Bible and Homosexuality, p. 144 ff.]

Over the next four years (or more) we will be debating
whether the specific English language in our Confessions
is binding, or if the purpose of the book is to remind us of
the history of our faith. Ultimately, two-thirds of the pres-
byteries must approve correcting this arbitrary, discrimi-
natory language. It should be an interesting journey.

Marriage

The assembly defeated the overtures to change the defini-
tion of marriage to include same gender couples by a vote
of 161 to 540. Discouraging, except that this is the first
time the Assembly has considered this highly charged
issue. They did pass a resolution calling for legal fairness
for same gender couples and for a study to include the
possible redefinition of marriage. 

Other matters

“Conservative” Presbyterians came away from this GA
with several other concerns – issues which are adding fear

and intensity to our divisions. These include:

� Mutual recognition of baptism with the U. S. Confer-
ence of Catholic Bishops 

� The possibility of adding the Belhar Confession to our
Confessions. 

� The report on human rights in Colombia 

� A number of issues around the desire of some congre-
gations to leave this denomination. 

� The proposed new Form of Government. 

� The Social Creed for the 21st Century. 

� A statement on relations with Muslims.

There may well be other hot button items. The point is,
that there are numerous stresses on our denomination and
they will not be easily managed or resolved. You can find
the texts for each of the actions mentioned in this article
on our website: http://PresbyPromise.home.att.net. Look
for “GA 218 Resources.” So while much has actually
already been accomplished. There is much to do. There is
very little time, really. The consequences are significant.

Ralph Jones

Opinion
It ought to be so simple. Some gay, lesbian, bisexual and
transgender people are evidently gifted and called by God
to what our church calls ordained service. Some of our
presbyteries and congregations recognize God’s will for
their lives and our lives together. Others do not. However
unfortunate that may be, why can’t we just agree to
respect each other’s discernment? After all, no church
officer (deacon, elder, minister of the word and
sacrament) is ordained to serve at every place or at every
time. No congregation is ever required to call any particu-
lar individual.

But this is not simple. We have all been carefully taught
that physical love between people of the same sex is
wrong. For many of us, fear of the unknown, mistrust of
our own sexuality and the visceral pre-judgments of our
culture all combine with a particular way of reading
Scripture to create a terrifying taboo. For some, transfor-
mation seems to come quickly and easily. Once the
subject is named, the claim of justice is easily welcomed.
For others, a lengthy period of study, conversation, prayer
and struggle leads to a transformed understanding, or fail-
ing that, a willingness to live with different perspectives.
Yet for quite a number, even tolerance seems not to be an
option.

It will not be easy to win approval of the replace ‘b’
amendment. Eighty-seven presbyteries must vote for it. A
lot of transformation needs to happen quickly. May it be
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so! But whether 08-B passes or not, there will still be a
great deal of pain, of dis - ease, in our faith community. 

Some congregations have already left our PC (USA)
community, having found us to be “untrustworthy,” and
“unfaithful.” If ‘b’ is replaced, no doubt others will
follow. That is sad. If ‘b’ is not replaced, we may see a
few “liberal” congregations leave; more likely, though,
will be the quiet departure of progressive Christians who
can no longer take the denominational abuse. That too
will weaken this body of faith, and should sadden even
those who don’t agree with us.

Win or lose, with ‘b’ replaced or not, there will remain
Presbyterians who are not happy with our denomination’s
policy on and treatment of people, especially g/l/b/t
people. There will be winners and losers over this vote. At
a recent gathering for worship and conversation at Wilton
Presbyterian Church, this was the issue that most stumped
those gathered. How are we to continue to function
together? The issue is not about being gracious winners,
or losers, though that is important. Nor is it about accept-
ing injustice, which is what may be preached to whichever
side does lose. That would be intolerable. Rather, if we
believe what we believe, and they believe what they
believe, is there any way to continue together unless we
are transformed? That is Paul’s hope in Romans 12, that
we “be transformed by the renewing of your minds....”

Perhaps that should be our hope as we enter this period of
debate and discernment. Namely that this will be a time of
transformation. Not a time where again the just treatment
of people is sacrificed to the preservation of so called
church unity. Not a time where we agree to preserve the
institution by keeping quiet. But rather a time where we
recognize that this amendment does truly give us a chance
to be just and respectful of those with whom we disagree.
That if we care about the peace, unity and purity of the
denomination, it must be approved.

Ralph Jones

Shower of Stoles Coming to Hartford
First Presbyterian Church will host 
the Shower of Stoles Project October 4th to 11th

Opening Event is Saturday, October 4th at 6:00 PM in
the Sanctuary. A reception will follow. The opening
Event, Reception and Display are all open to the public.
The display continues October 5th – 11th from 11:00 AM  to
1:00 PM at First Presbyterian Church, 136 Capitol
Avenue, Hartford, CT   www.firstpreshartford.org

During the opening event, the church and ����������	

�������  will dedicate a new stole, prepared by Rev.

Barbara Hager and friends, honoring the life and ministry
of the Reverend Dr. Letty M. Russell.

The Shower of Stoles Project seeks to end religious
discrimination against gay, lesbian, bisexual, and trans-
gender people. This collection of liturgical stoles and
other sacred pieces from GLBT people and their support-
ers, each with its own individual story, seeks to educate
people about the gifts of GLBT persons who serve God. It
serves to support people, churches, denominations, and
other groups in their quest to end discrimination against
GLBT persons; and to provide a voice for GLBT persons
who cannot speak for themselves to religious
communities.

THE HISTORY BEHIND THE PROJECT 

The Shower of Stoles was
first displayed in full at
the 1996 General Assem-
bly of the Presbyterian
Church (USA) in Albu-
querque, NM. These stoles
quickly became a power-
ful symbol of the huge

loss to the church of gifted leadership. Since that time the
Project has become ecumenical and multi-faith, and
remains the only such collection of its kind. 

MORE ABOUT THE COLLECTION 

The stoles in this collection represent people who have
served churches on three continents. New stoles are
received every month. The vast majority of the stoles have
been sent in by gay, lesbian, bisexual and transgender
people themselves. Some have been sent by family or
friends in honor of a loved one. About one third of all the
stoles are anonymous; over three-quarters of the stoles
sent in specifically by clergy and other full-time church
professionals are anonymous.

In some cases, a church has sent a stole inscribed only
with the church’s name, or with the names of both gay
and straight members, to honor those in that particular
congregation who must remain anonymous. All of the
stoles, named or anonymous, contain stories, prayers, or
other messages. 

Straight allies are represented by “signature stoles,” which
are easily distinguished from the main body of the collec-
tion. Signature stoles are covered with the signatures of
supportive members of congregations, regional governing
bodies, or other organizations. The collection currently
contains signature stoles with the signatures of over three
thousand straight allies.

Keith Rhoden and SOSP website
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Tri-Presbytery Gathering Planned
Presbyterian Promise has been working pretty feverishly
to pull together a gathering of people interested in replac-
ing ‘b’. We’re inviting a small, representative gathering of
folks from Northern New England, Boston, Southern New
England and Albany presbyteries. We think this will be
the first time people from the New England presbyteries
have met together to seek a way through our Constitu-
tional dilemma.

Each of the New England presbyteries has a history of
deep and painful division around the issues concerning
g/l/b/t hospitality and ordination. Our votes have been
close. Even though its votes have been much more deci-
sive, Albany also has experienced pain and court cases. 

Each of us have walked rather different paths through
these experiences. A hope for this gathering is that by
sharing our stories we can learn from each other and be
better prepared for the discussion, discernment and vote
on proposed amendment 08-B (replace G-6.0106b). Bob
and Alice Evans of the Plowshares Institute, our partners
in the Reconciling Dialogue Project, will join us with
their extensive experience with conflict resolution.

The event will be October 4th at Amherst College in
Massachusetts.

Wilton Worship and Conversation
On September 7th, a beautiful Sunday afternoon, a
community of faithful people joined Presbyterian Promise
for a time of worship and conversations at Wilton Presby-
terian Church in Wilton, Connecticut. The Wilton Session
had extended the invitation to this time to all the Presby-
terian congregations in southwestern CT. Presbyterian
Promise welcomes all opportunities to worship and share
with people. Here are some observations from David
Graybill, Wilton’s pastor.

Worship is one of the things Christians do well…really,
really well. And the Ecumenical Eucharist designed by
Patrick Evans (of Yale’s Institute of Sacred Music) was so
spiritually creative and humanly poignant…in its music,
in its prayers, in its Scripture readings, in its reflections,
and in its sacrament of eucharist/Lord’s Supper/Commun-
ion. But just as inspiring as the liturgy was the lay and
clergy leadership – three Presbyterians, one Episcopalian
– and its personal setting in the “chancel area” of the
Wilton Church. I, for one, would gladly worship at the
bidding of any one of these worship leaders anywhere!
Worship is one of the things Christians do well…really,
really well.

But that was not all. Christians also speak well, as indeed
we did in either one or another in two small sharing
groups following worship – one focusing on polity issues
(in both the Presbyterian and Episcopal denominations)
and the other on pastoral issues (story, faith, insight shar-
ing). I can hardly speak for all, but I can for myself as the
pastoral group helped me understand – even more, empa-
thize – with the anxiety and angst of those who experience
homosexuality as a gift from God in an often homophobic
world. Throughout the conversation was both holy and
wholesome. Not just the substance but the spirit of the
conversation was beyond my own expectations!

But still that was not all. Virtually all sacred occasions
(including Christian worship and Christian conversation)
also include food and fellowship. And this was no differ-
ent. Thanks to Chris Delmar and Elaine Shields of Wilton
church, participants were treated to food which people
savored and informal conversations over which people
lingered. Can’t you tell something of the quality of an
experience by how long people choose to extend it? And
these participants did…well beyond the appointed hour.

It was a privilege and pleasure for Wilton Church to host
this Presbyterian Promise event. I, for one, particularly
enjoyed planning it with Dick Hasbany, Ralph Jones,
David van Dyke, Maria LaSala, Adele Crawford, and
Chris Delmar. It was one of those milestone events whose
spirit I shall remember long after the event itself – both
for its Holy Spirit and its holy people.

David Graybill
Pastor, Wilton Presbyterian Church

Pride 2008
It Should be More than Just a Party

����������	
� �������  made a strong showing at Pride
Events in Hartford (June 7) and Providence (June 21). We
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had plenty of ����������	
��������  volunteers (members,
supporters and friends) to help with setup and
breakdowns. With a variety of resources on display, we
greeted attendees and delighted in answering questions.
People were genuinely happy to see a Presbyterian booth.
Both events featured a strong lineup of local and national
entertainers, tons of vendors and plenty of food, along
with kid-friendly family fare.

Hartford Sweats: This year, the Pride festival took a trip
west to Elizabeth Park where we celebrated in high 90
degree weather. The heat did not deter spirits at all.
Because of California’s recent approval of gay marriage,
the excitement continued, knowing that it is only a matter

of time before full marriage rights are extended to LGBT
Connecticut residents. We happily greeted those seeking
information on a faith-based community, shared informa-
tion about ����������	
� �������  and (when needed)
reminded folks of the Good News that God is here for all.

Providence Parties: The 32nd annual PrideFest held at
Burnside Park was almost a footnote to (seemingly
on-going) parties held through June in Rhode Island.
Strong support from the community and ‘80’s pop icon
Tiffany brought people out in droves. This was my first
trip to Providence Pride and I noticed the amount of
corporate sponsorship, including that of CVS and Citizens
Bank, which have corporate headquarters in Rhode Island.
Providence Pride is an all day party that goes into the
night, with a parade and a lot of club participation.

Hartford and Providence are both capitol cities. Provi-
dence has a strongly supported “out” Mayor, and boasts
about being the largest Pride event in the area (second
only to Boston’s). Several politicians made stops in Hart-
ford, including Mayor Eddie Perez who read the annual
proclamation. Yet in my opinion both events felt like
“same old same old.” I can’t shake the feeling we were
just going through the motions of Pride. It seems we have
developed the habit of pulling out our pride for a day in

June and then going about our business the rest of the
year.

I suggest that we put some of the politics back into Pride.
The parties, freebies, drag queens etc. are fine, but the
politics which surround Pride are being ignored. These
two arenas provide the platform to bring our issues to the
foreground. When it comes to celebrating our civil liber-
ties and equal rights, where are we? Where is the justice if
we are still taxed unfairly? We may have faith that same-
sex marriage rights, eventually, will be granted, in this
area, but in the meantime, there is still a lot of work to be
done.

����������	
� �������  has consistently shown our faith
and Pride at these annual events, presbytery, and in the
sanctuary. I am sure we will continue to do so. Gay Pride
is a political event and needs to be celebrated as one,
acknowledging victories achieved and hope for victories
yet to come.

Keith Rhoden

Advocacy Status
The sharpest eyed among us may have noticed that the
Presbytery of Southern New England’s bylaws both allow
for the recognition of “Study and Advocacy” groups and
limit that recognition to a period of three years. �������� 
��	
� �������  was first recognized as a PSNE study and
advocacy group in November 2002, so it was past time for
renewal. We’re pleased that the presbytery did indeed do
just that at its meeting on September 13th.

We’re here, officially! Again.

Calendar
October 4th - 10 AM: People from Northern New
England, Boston, Southern New England and Albany
presbyteries will be gathering in Amherst, MA to learn
from each other and to get ready to pass the replace ‘b’
proposed amendment.

October 4th - 4 PM: ����������	
� �������  board meet-
ing at First Presbyterian in Hartford.

October 4th - 6 PM: Opening event for the Shower of
Stoles Project at First Presbyterian in Hartford. The stoles
will be on display from 11 AM  to 1 PM through October
11th.

����������	
��������� ���� ��������������������������	���!

RI Pride 2008
Jack Hartwein-Sanchez
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