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MINUTES
The 53rd Stated Presbytery Meeting

Atlantic Korean American Presbytery
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02:30 3.3 U olAWelcome & Greetings) — 3] At ZAAIE} Z-AHHost Church)
02:35. 4. 3] AH(Enrollment) - ¥A]7](Associate Clerk) —

02:40 5. 3]sAER(Adoption of Docket)

02:45 6. 3]9]= E3KMinutes Approval)

02:50 7. A7) 31 (Stated Clerk’s Report)

02:55 8. A E 11 (Treasurer's Report) -(Treasurer)

03:00 9. &9 Y3H 1 (General Council Meeting Report)-¢ ¥
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718 e A

o o
= K
B
S o
A 0
okl o
)
jng
FJL,
_ko_hﬂ
=
O
S,
5
o
—
]
oQ
(@)
O
5
S,
=
®
QL

o
04:45 e. 1 ¢1¥3] (Committee on Representation)--&Xx]3 ZAp

SN ¥ 3] (Mission & NCD Committee) - 84~ ZA}
05:00,11. E¥ L3 H 11 AL} (Special Committees & Commission)

(@)
~
(Gl
(@)
l—‘)‘
&
~
El
_B.

o 4N
o YA
o HuFAY2ae PYA=YUL| LT

05:20 12. Al QF:
O =TEARD St #
@ ZE&89 Ao st &gt o7
@ A|xe] 2%4:
a) Al 1xp: AFSA(22-23L-H+A 2 & &)
b) A 2xt o} 48] (72 169, 2016%),
c) Al 3AMd7]1w3] 2016'4 124 9 (2}
05:30 13. AFREAY 11 9 331 (Executive Presbyter's Report & Announcement

05:40 16. M 3](Adjournment) &% : ¥hH A}

(M7 23] o} Zol M7 Eag T}



o4

Rewood Presbytery Mr. Brian Lee’s CPM file(11/25/2015)

o|g = ZAF ol =2l E tiglof] aagt 271 H4(10/19/2015)

Greenville Galilee Korean Church(ZA|& 2AHof tist A 1 &} &2 & Ao X o tjjst &
The Mission Development Resources Committee (Y L% Rev. Robert Bidwell)
Presbyterian Mission Agency Racial Ethnic & Women's Ministries(11/10/2015)
Presnbyterian Church Investment & Loan Report(11/19)2915

Review of AKAP's Response to the Synod’ Request-Z7122014d »3] 28 A& 71
Alfeh = Ater ThEstohal sion Jaluof oist 21 AAZ

8. mAAMMc A2 w3]-7A=0]Mof LsH 22](10/19/2015)

9. Kiskiminetas Presbytery —Z2-=7% o]ofjtfjst d12]QF X|X| @ A (10/19/2015)

10. A1 9] ZAFSIA O] et AN k8] 5 VAt 41(10/15/2015)

11. ZAF1 8] o AVIAIA - H > FAF (F4] 09/22/2015)

12. The Korean Canaan Church Loan Application.
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F=fellowship, N=New Church Development, L=Lack of a quorum

3] ¥ (Validated Member) - £ 4] 1 3]
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6 S x4 o H A BRSOl W 3] Organizing Pastor OGP

7 e Aol w 3] NCD OGP

8 A9 %1(A) At-Large In transition

9 712Hj Bedford A2 1 3] At large OGP
10 gtj ol dalEsolAt 2 W 3] Organizing Pastor Active
11 xaA L2 A2 1 3] Assocaite Pastor Active

*E} 0 Tk or beyond jurisdiction
*OGP=0rganizing Pastor-membership needs to be renewal annually.
* 7 Means membership is in question.

A 3] (Specialized Ministry)

Yo o/F 2 3] /A A

EEE A e Rl 2oyt Active
2 A= At-Large Active
3 AR = At-Large
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8 A23A At-Large Active
9 219 Associate Pastor/A| 24 2 W 3] Active

1 2] 5E Retired Honorably Retired  HE
2 THE Retired Retired RT
3 R =2 Retired Honorably Retired  HR
4 YRS Retired Honorabley Retired HF
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A Fgtu] =3

imoy oAt 24 2 H& AE=3a4k
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A 2Z=2 53 () 0.00 1,500.00 1,500.00 500.00
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HHELATT(A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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A L) 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,500.00
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= 27U (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
TEZZD(A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Al 22 w3 (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
A FAFZ=(A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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A EATI(A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Y F= a8 (A) 0.00 500.00 500.00 0.00
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FYA2EFZE(A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
H.0.P.E.(A) 0.00 30,000.00 30,000.00 0.00
BAZ=ZD(A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
HA L (A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
| A LZER- (A1) 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,223.00
PEGS] () 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
FAEIF=(A) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
q3aRE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
E3a9E 0.00 27,500.00 27,500.00 0.00
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TS| YA S 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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F5alda 1 $779.00 B Ol HGAL AR $1,550.00

R A=) $1,109.00 A=A AR Y] $200.00

H58¥a3 $1,138.00 EM Food/Water Park $6,617.30

Sl 4 $840.00 Jimmyz Hibachi/%& 1A Ab $5,280.00

Water Park

SIE) $380.00 Name Tag(Daniel) $81.45

Credit refund from Kingstone Plantation $906.56 KM ZJAbd 7HA1 L] $73.66

HOU 2 W o] ST $ 1,440 FA S & $85.51

HEFELY $54.73

slu|gh=f $520.00

o} /d Z 3 AHA O S- $500.00

AR A, o otet $300.00

KPC 2:9F3] 8] $200.00

EM %H® (gas, food) $402.98

EM ZHAl $618.27

2273 =At (decoration) $287.00

Victoria Kim(AW, I AE)$204.34 $204.34

SX01 - = AHEEF) $35.25

A $79,337.56 A $79,124.26

20159 754943 Ao $213.30

201549 A& ZoH: $7,683.11 (Kt $213.30 + o] L=

$7,469.81)
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ANSWER TO COMPLAINT

Young Ho Lee,

Vs.

Atlantic Korean American Presbytery.

Answer

The Committee of Counsel of Atlantic Korean American Presbytery submits
the following answers fo the complaint of the Young Ho Lee’s
irregularity/accusation alleged in the complaint of Young Ho Lee. The
Committee of Counsel defies his accusation as his complains are groundless,
invalid, and contradicted. It is very awful also as the complainer is accusing
against his stated clerk, his presbytery and even his nominating committee in
which he got involved in all matters and nominating process. It is regarded
that his complaining is coming from losing his influential power and main
role in his interested position as a pastor of paying a larger amount of per-
capita within the presbytery. Hereby the committee responses in order of his
argument why his accusations should be gagged.

Answers against the Complaint?

2 In order to discern clearly the responses are written in red ink.



As a member of the Atlantic Korean American Presbytery (AKAP) and a senior pastor
serving Richmond Korean Presbyterian Church, I, Rev. Youngho Lee, am filing a
complaint to the Synod PJC regarding the unlawful organization of the AKAP. At the
50™ Stated Presbytery Meeting (December 12, 2014, the Nominating Committee was
arbitrarily changed.

Answer: Nothing has arbitrarily changed, if there is any change it was done by the
presbytery. As he knows that 50" Stated Presbytery did not approve the recommendation
of the committee because of its unfairness, unbalance, and being distorted, but the
presbytery carried the motion to accept only for each committee chairs in attempt to
operate the presbytery smoothly in transition until the newly revised list of
recommendation would be reported to the presbytery, and so 50-1% Called Presbytery
Meeting was convened for this purpose by the help of the Synod of Mid-Atlantic. It was
done after long discussion over the matter of unbalanced and unfairness nomination.

In this revised nomination, the year of 2014 class went out and the year of 2015 class
joined for the work. Nominating member is not nominated by the nominating committee
but by the general council. Therefore General Council has a right to nominate someone
as a nominating member and to replace or to add for the right process. And it was
reported to the presbytery and carried at the floor of the 50" Stated Presbytery Meeting.
In this regard, not only the complainer is in ignorance of law and process, but also he
does not know what happened in the general council because he was not the member of it.
So his complaint confirms no validation.

2014 Nominating Committee

Class of 2014 Rev. Bo Chang Suh, Rev. Myung Chul Cho, Rev. Dong Yong Kim
Class of 2015 Elder Hyung Soon Kim, Rev. Hyun Jun A hn, Rev. Eun Sang Cho Class of
2015 Rev. Bum Soo Kim, Elder Young Mi Kim, Elder Ssang Suk Lee

The Class of 2017 elected at the 50" Stated Presbytery Meeting: Rev. Young Ho Lee,
Rev. Chi Hun Yoon, Rev. Shin Tae Kim.

Therefore, the 2015 Nominating Committee should be composed of:

Class of 2015 Elder Hyung S; Kim, Rev. Hyun Jun Ahn, and Rev. Eun Sang Cho
Class of 2015 Rev. Bum Soo Kim, Elder Young Mi Kim, Elder Ssang Suk Lee
Class of 2017 Rev. Youngho Lee, Rev. Chi Hun Yoon, Rev. Shin Tae Kim



However, the Stated Clerk of the Presbytery arbitrarily removed Rev. Bum Soo Kim and
Rev. Hyun Joon Ahn from the Nominating Committee, and replaced them with Rev. Ung
Bae Kim and Rev. Jung Hoon Kim.

The stated clerk did not remove arbitrarily Rev. Bum Soo Kim and Rev. Hyun Joon Ahn
from the nominating committee and hadn 't replaced Rev. Ung Bae Kim and Rev. Jung

Hoon Kim, if he did anyone, it was reported from the chair of committee or decision of
General Council. He has no power to do it.

In spite of this fact, the complainer accused against the stated clerk with his personal
grievance to him with no ground. To file this complaint is deemed to take back his role
and power because he lost his position and also to take advantage of his sides who have
always tried to control all presbytery matters. He has been closely worked together with
Rev. Bum Kim, Elder Ssang Lee, Rev. Hyun Ahn and elder Sung Kim who have been in
trouble with other members as shown their bully behavior at the 50-1% Called Presbytery
Meeting. So his complaint has no ground and no validation. .

(At the Special Presbytery Meeting on February 23, 2014, Rev. Bum Soo Kim and Rev.
Hyun Joon Ahn were strongly pressured to exit the Nominating Committee Meeting they
were about to attend.

Rev. Bum Soo Kim and Rev. Hyun Joon Ahn were not pressured but encouraged to leave
because of they were not the members of committee. The meeting was closed only in
member, not open to the public. And the chair of committee, elder Lee, as explained the
above, had rejected to call the nominating committee and those two members are known
that they are not members but the meeting day they appeared without any communication
with the committee members in spite of many opinions and dialogues were exchanged in
email correspondences but on that day they suddenly came to the meeting and interfered
the committee meeting and even, physically attacked the committee members with elder
Sung Kim who misconducted at the 50-1% called meeting before the eyes of the Synod
listening team attended. They have done that when the committee members moved to
other room and they followed and attacked where the complainer, Rev. Young Ho, Lee
was there and watched the scene.

So now, the unlawful composition of the Nominating Committee is as follows:
Class of 2015 Elder Hyung Soon Kim, Rev. Ung Bae Kim, Rev. Eun Sang Cho
Class of 2016 Rev. Jung Hoon Kim, Elder Young Mi Kim, Elder Ssang Suk Lee
Class of 2017 Rev. Youngho Lee, Rev. Chi Hun Yoon, Rev. Shin Tae Kim




(The above underlined persons are the members arbitrarily added by the Stated Clerk into
the Nominating Committee)

Response: The Stated Clerk had never added arbitrarily nor deleted anyone without
authorization of nominating committee or General Council for nominating members.
Whatever the important thing was, the motion was approved by the presbytery meeting at
the floor.

Elder Hyung Soon Kim (Fayetteville Korean Presbyterian Church) is no longer an elder
with right of a commissioner, thus cannot be a member of the presbytery, and also cannot
be a member of the Nominating commit tee. But she participated in the Nominating
Committee and casted a vote. (The commissioner from Fayetteville Korean Presbyterian
Church was Elder Young Chul Woo.)

The above complain is in ignorance of the Book of Order (G-3.0301 & Bylaw article 3)
and bylaw of this presbytery. Elder Hyung Soon Kim was duly appointed by the
preshytery at its 50-1% called presbytery meeting, and also complainer is beyond of the
knowledge of the book of order. She is a member while serving the committee chair. The
complainer asserts the commissioner of FKPC is Young Chul Woo but it is not true. He is
an inactive elder and the session of the church was lack of quorum, and so he was not an
eligible, commissioner either.

3. The unlawfully comprised Nominating Committee voted to present a motion for the
dismissal of chair, Elder Ssang Suk Lee, who was absent at the time, without any

dialogue with him. This action goes against the guideline for Special Presbytery Meetings,
which is to conduct business limited to items specifically listed in the call for the meeting.

As explained, Ssang Suk Lee had not convened the meeting of nominating committee in
spite of being requested by the majority of its committee member and he had rejected or
avoided to hold the meeting to take advantage of his position along with the complainer,
and tried to control the committee for him and his interested members who had griped
the whole presbytery by taking important positions like chairs of the COM, PJC, NOM,
Trustee Board, General Council etc.

4. The unlawfully comprised Nominating Committee voted to elect Elder Hyung Soon
Kim as the chair of the Nominating Committee, when she does not even have the right of
a commissioner. Elder Hyung Soon Kim, who does not have the right of a commissioner,
participated in this motion, and Rev. Young Ho Lee, who holds an objection, was not
even contacted for the meeting.



Elder Hyung Soon Kim was duly elected chair-person not by nominating committee but
by the presbytery at the floor of its 50-1% called presbytery meeting as explained the
above because the previous chair and some old members interrupted the nominating
process and the presbytery replaced him after hearing of his behavior and interference to
convene the committee meeting. The complainer, Rev. Young Ho Lee’ objection was not
accepted at that presbytery meeting as none moved or seconded and his motion was dead.
The complainer must be in ignorance of democratic procedure.

5. At the Temporary Presbytery Meeting on February 23, 2015, Elder Hyung Soon Kim,
who was unlawfully elected as the Nominating Committee Chair, and the Nominating
Committee which was unlawfully composed, took the lead in the nominating process, and
caused many changes to the composition of the Presbytery that was already decided at the
50 " Stated Presbytery Meeting held on December 12, 2014.

As explained, Elder Kim's election has no error. Previous chair did not serve and nor
convene and nor work for the committee. For this, at the 50-1% preshytery meeting
replaced him to Elder Kim at the floor by the nominating committee.

And the new nominating committee made balanced nomination because several
individuals tried to take important positions and their positions were doubled or
multiplied, and so the committee leveled fairly. If changes are done for the fair
representation and fairly shared role and position.

The box below shows the changes of composition of A KA P.

The change of some of the chair came from for balanced and fair nomination by the
nominating committee. As the complainer knows the 50" Stated Presbytery Meeting did
not approve the recommendation of the nomination because of unbalanced, unfair, and
biased recommendation and approved only the chair of each committee after debate and
discussion. At that time the chair of nominating committee was appointed as Elder Ssang
Suk Lee, who is inactive and had served as elder in the church of no session. The
presbytery and then nominating committee chair with his three supporters tried to
appoint him as the chair of COM and the floor rejected it but appointed as a chair of
nominating committee to save his face. In spite that he was failed to reelect as active
elder, but he did not care about it and kept doing the unacceptable way in an attempt to
control of whole committee in his hand. In spite of being asked to call the meeting from



2/3™ committee members®, he had kept rejecting to convene the committee meeting for
given job of reviewing old nomination list, which was denied for revise, in order to
report to the 50-1% Called Presbytery Meeting.

In this process, majority of committee members asked him to convene the meeting and it
was also reported to the moderator of Presbytery, Elder Lee. So the moderator called
the meeting for the job given by 50" Presbytery Stated Meeting and presided and the
committee recommended to replace the chair, who had never attended or worked and this
motion was carried at the 50-1% called presbytery meeting. So the complainer’s
accusation is not valid. Below foot notes are explaining why the replacement were
needed by the nomination committee.

December 2014

February 2015

Moderator

Elder Ki—Poon Lee

Elder Ki-Poon Lee

Vice—Moderator

Rev. Eun Ki Jun

Rev. Eun Ki Jun

Chair of Board of Trustee

Elder Sung Sam Kim?

Elder Yoo Suk

Chair of PJC Elder Sung Sam Kim Rev. Ki Suk Kang®
Chair of COM Rev. Myung Chul Cho | Rev. Myun Chul Cho
Chair of CPM Rev. Hyun Joon A hn Rev. Hyun Joon A hn

Chair Comm.of Nominating

Elder Ssang Suk Lee®

Elder Hyun Soon Kim’

Chair of Represent.Comm.

Rev. Dae Sung Lee

Rev. Dae Sung Lee

Chair of Education Comm.

Rev. Eun Sang Cho

Rev. Eun Sang Cho

Chair of Mission
Development Comm.

Rev. Hyun Soo Bae

Rev. Hyun Soo Bae

%If it is needed, all email correspondences will be submitted between committee members.

4 Mr. Kim dominated in importation positions as a chair person, for example, PJC Board of Trustee,
and he also served as COM member & General Council member. It is not fair and one individual is not
able to dominate multiple positions.

® Mr. Sung Sam Kim was taking multiple positions as mentioned foot note number #1 and so needed to
replace for balance.

® Mr. Ssang Lee had not convened Nominating committee in spite of a half of its committee members and
dictated his power of chairmanship and even he did not attend the nominating committee and so
moderator of presbytery presided the committee for nomination process.

" Mrs. Hyung Soon Kim was elected at the floor by the presbytery because the presbytery knew the
unbalance and unacceptable, unfair nomination and requested New Nominating Committee to nominate
again.



Chair of Finance Comm.

Elder Sang Ryul Park

Elder sang Ryul Park®
(Changed to Elder Hee
Sung Ahn after 51 th
Sta ted Presbytery
Meeting on April 16,
2015)

Chair of Next
Generation Comm.

Rev. Jung Hoon Kim

At-Large

Elder Yoo Suk Suh?®
Rev. Don Eui Myung?®

Elder Sun Ja Lee!!
Elder James Pak!?

Delegates to Synod

Rev. Jung Hoon Kim?3
Elder Yoo Suk Suh®*

Rev. Eun Ki Jun Elder
Yoo Suk Suh

Delegates to General
Assembly

Elder Ki Poong Lee
Rev. Eun Ki Jun

Elder Ki Poong Lee
Rev. Byun Ho Choi

Audi ter

Rev. Ki Suk Kang
Elder Yoo Suk Suh

Rev. Ki Suk Kang
Elder Yoo Suk Suh

The complaint kindly request that the Synod PJC would investigate the unlawful
actions of the Nominating Committee as stated above.

2y /20/ 20/

& Mr. Sang Ryul Park was a brother-in-law of Rev. Bum Soo Kim who had served as associated stated
clerk and it was not fair and his session also was lack of quorum and this was unfair and if he took
another seat as a council member it came to execute two votes in meeting from one session. For balance
the 51°% preshytery meeting rejected him to serve and Mr. Sung Ahn was nominated and approved.

 Mr. Yoo Suk Shu had never attended in any trustee meeting or any council meetings even though he
took three positions in 2014 for example, auditor, delegate, At-large member, and etc., so it was needed
to replace.

19 Don Eui Myung rejected his service as he was intending to leave the denomination

11 For balance Elder Sun Ja Lee was nominated and approved as female elder.

12 Mr. James Pak has served as at-large members and nominating committee recommended him for
balance of clergy and elders.

13 Rev. Jung Kim submitted to resign and could not serve the position.

14 Mr. Suh as mentioned above, he has never attended in committee meeting and was not commissioners
and so he was not able to serve. Also Richmond Korean Presbyterian church elders with his pastor
dominated many positions that is why it was need to correct for fair balance.



Request of Relief

As specified in the above answers, hereby, the Committee of Counsel of the Atlantic
Korean American Presbytery humbly requests it to the PJC of the Synod of Mid-
Atlantic that Rev. Young Ho’s groundless complaint must be declined and his action
must be brought to discipline because all his complaint came forward not for building
up the presbytery but for destroying the peace and unity in the life of the Atlantic
Korean American Presbytery, and also for his own interests and gaining a power and
influence. It is strongly desired that the mission and ministry of this presbytery may
not be intruded.

07/24/2015

Date Signatures of Counsel of Respondent

c__‘é-.-_—w&_._

Rev. Byeongho Choi

Rev. Eun Sang Cho
P
Elder KiPong Lee
: 2"
P f,/,,/,.f

Rev. Dae Wong Park




FORM NO. 10

CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE OF ANSWER TO COMPLAINT,
D-6.0303

We, Rev. Byeongho Choi, Rev. Eun Sang Cho, Elder, Ki Poong Lee and Rev.

Dae Woong Park, certify that the enclosed is submitted as an answer to the
complaint of Rev. Young Ho. Lee and that a copy has been furnished to the
complainant(s) by certified return-receip-requested mail on the 21% of July 2015.

07/24/2015

Date Signatures of Counsel of Respondent

c%_—-—a—‘;—.._
Rev. Byeongho Choi

!/ ez =< /

Rev. Eun Sang Cho

s JE
Elder KiPong Lee

Al

Rev. Dae Wong Park




S nod of the
Mld-Atlantlc

3601 Seminary Avenue | Richmond, Virginia 23227 | 804 342-0016 | www.synatlantic.org

DATE: 6 August 2015

TO: Teaching Elder (TE) Youngho Lee, Complainant
TE Nam Cho, Stated Clerk, Atlantic Korean American Presbytery (AKAP), Respondent
TE Byeongho Choi, Chair, Committee of Counsel of Respondent
All Members of the Permanent Judicial Commission, Synod of the Mid-Atlantic (SPJC)
TE Warren Lesane, Synod Stated Clerk

FROM: James Aydelotte, Moderator, and John Goodman, Clerk, SPJC
SUBJECT: Report of the SPJC Officers’ Findings
“Grace to you and peace, from God our Father and the Lord Jesus Christ.”

The Synod Stated Clerk received on 26 May 2015 a Complaint from TE Youngho Lee, dated 20 May
2015, against AKAP, alleging “the unlawful organization of the AKAP.”

On 28 July 2015, the Synod Stated Clerk received an “Answer to Complaint,” dated 24 July 2015, from
AKAP’s Committee of Counsel (CoC): TE Byeongho Choi, TE Eun Sang Cho, RE Ki Pong Lee & TE
Dae Wong Park. [Note: D-6.0302 states that a CoC shall not have “more than three members.”]

As required by the PCUSA Book of Order, ‘Rules of Discipline’, D-6.0305, we have carefully examined
both the Complaint and the Answer as to whether the four criteria (or threshold requirements) listed
there have been satisfied. Pursuant to D-6.0306, the SPJC officers now “report their findings to the
parties” and to the SPJC.

“a. the council has jurisdiction”
YES. AKAP is one of the constituent presbyteries of this Synod.

“b. the complainant has standing to file this case”
YES. The Answer seems to affirm that TE Youngho Lee is a member of AKAP, and that he was present
at the two presbytery meetings mentioned, thus satisfying the requirement of D-6.0202a(1).

“c. the complaint was timely filed”

NO. The requirement is that “a complaint of an irregularity shall be filed within ninety days after the
alleged irregularity has occurred” (D-6.0202a). The date of the first cited presbytery meeting — 12
December 2014 — is clearly more than 90 days before the filing of the Complaint.
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The date of the second presbytery meeting mentioned — 23 February 2015 (wrongly typed “2014 in one
place) — is obviously closer to the filing date of 26 May 2015, but still just misses the 90 days
requirement. Lacking positive evidence to the contrary, we must accept the date the Complaint was
received in the Synod Office as its filing date.

“d. the complaint states a claim upon which relief can be granted”
NO. The Complaint requests the SPJC to “investigate the unlawful actions of the Nominating
Committee.” The Book of Order nowhere empowers a PJC to function as an investigating committee.

Finally, we call attention to the fact that these findings can be challenged within thirty days of their
receipt, either by a party to the case or by a member of the SPJC (D-6.0306a) by sending the challenge
to the Synod Stated Clerk.

“The Lord be with you.”



Review of AKAP’s Response to Synod’s Request
— A Sub-Committee of Synod Executive Committee —

At the regular stated conference call of the Synod Executive Committee in August, a sub-committee of
RE David Sanders, TE Laura Lupton, RE James Pak and TE Brett Morgan was appointed to review the
reply from AKAP to the letter sent to them on April 14, 2015, Warren Lesane was advisor to the sub-
committee.

The Sub-committee met face-to-face-on Sunday, Sept 13, 2015, at the-Springhill Suites, Richmond, VA,
7:00PM to 8:30PM. All were in attendance. The meeting opened with Prayer by TE Lupton.

Using the original letter to AKAP dated April 14, 2015, as a guide the committee reviewed all the
materials given in reply to the letter.

First of all, the committee was very pleased with the thoroughness of the replies and the helpful
information supplied by TE Nam Cho, Stated Clerk, on behalf of AKAP. The committee expresses its
gratitude for the reply and the materials provided to the Synod.

Regarding “Specific Action #1”

In reviewing the AKAP reply, we found that our request to AKAP was inadequate on this item. The
information provided by TE Nam Cho did fully reply to the request as we stated it; however, with
humility we would request that AKAP provide us some additional information in the area of membership
listing. The list of Churches outside the bounds of the synod provided by the AKAP Stated Clerk.is most
helpful, however, we discovered that we need to do a more thorough review of the roll of AKAP
churches.

So it would be most helpful for the Synod to have the full roster of AKAP Churches and Fellowships.
Thérefore, we respectfully request the AKAP Stated Clerk to provide to the Synod office a complete
listing of the churches and fellowships by giving to the Synod Stated Clerk the full-name of the
church/fellowship, its address and its PIN number. (Fellowships will not have PIN numbers.)

We ask for this greater detail in order that we can be sure that all churches have been properly
transferred into AKAP according to General Assembly records and, if not, to seek ways that we might
work with AKAP and the congregations to complete that process to the satisfaction of the Office of the
General Assembly and the Presbyteries involved. We.request this list as soon as possible but not later
than October 30, 2015, so that we might have time to resolve any discrepancies in time for the next GA.

As part of this review, Stated Clerk Warren Lesane will be rev'iewing the Minutes of the Synod of the
Mid-Atlantic to see what actions were previously taken to transfer churches located outside the bounds
of the Synod of the Mid-Atlantic into AKAP.

On the Other “Specific Action” Items

The committee appreciates receiving the AKAP minutes of 2012 and 2013 in Korean and will be having
them translated so they can be reviewed. Thank you for sharing them. tt will be a pleasure to receive the
2014 one when they are ready.

The committee appreciates the financial reports of 2012 and 2013 provided and may have them
translated as needed. They seem to be beautiful reports even to us who do not read any Korean.



In light of the tight-financial situation of AKAP, we wondered about the knowledge and understanding of
Pastors and Sessions about the meaning and purpose of “Per Capita.” Knowing that AKAP is in a time of
discernment about future leadership and compensation packages and with our sub-committee not
knowing what education or communication may already be offered by AKAP to its member churches in
this regard, we humbly suggest the following idea for AKAP’s administration/finance committee to
consider.

In many presbyteries the annual letter to the sessions requesting support clearly lists the amount per
member that the General Assembly asks each Presbytery to pay on behalf of its churches and the letter
shows the amount requested by the synod. Following these two amounts is a requested amount to
support the operation of the Presbytery.-Sent with this informational letter is a pledge form for the
session to return to the Presbytery office indicating the amount they plan to pay in each category for the
coming year. Whatever funds are sent in to.the Presbytery are used as designated by the church.

For example:

Let’s say that Happy Presbyterian Church’s Dec 31, 2015 membership is reported by them as 110. The
letter would explain the requested 2016 Per Capita and Presbytery support something like:

The General Assembly per capita based upon your membership is 110 x $7.12 = $783.20
The Synod of the Mid-Atlantic per capita based upon your membership is 110 x $0.80 = $88.00

To support the work of your Presbytery AKAP, the presbytery requests that you give _ $1650 __ (or
more) to carry out our shared mission and ministry. These funds support the operation of the
Presbytery.

| The reply of your session by December 15, 2015 will help us inour budget planning and help determine
the Presbytery budget and compensation we can offer the next leader of aur Presbytery. Thank you....
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Many presbyteries also make use of a remittance form so that all money received is properly
categorized as for GA, Synod, the Presbytery budget or other designated purposes.

This sub-committee makes this suggestion to you respectfully as a way to educate and improve-
everyone’s understanding of per capita giving. Hopefully this knowledge will lead to-increasing support
of the Presbkytery by your member churches and sessions. By the way, Fellowships are not counted in
the per capita request from the GA or Synod but may be asked to support the Presbytery, if the
Presbytery so desires to request it from them. Perhaps you are already providing this type of
information to your churches, if so we hope it is helpful to them.

. Other items mentioned in the letter to AKAP dated April 12, 2015 have been resolved or are no long
relevant due to the passage of time.

Again this sub-committee was deeply pleased with the response from AKAP and is hopeful that the spirit
of cooperation and partnership shown in their reply and this review will continue to increase so that
God’s Kingdom work is our shared focus.

The sub-committee asks that this report be sent to TE Nam Cho and the Chair of the AKAP Council.

Respectfully, TE Laura L. Lupton, Moderator of Synod of the Mid-Atlantic
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Remedial Case 15-01, Lee v. Atlantic Korean American Presbytery, Hearing on Preliminary
Questions, Decision and Order

Youngho Lee (Complainant), v.
Atlantic Korean American Presbytery (Respondent)
Remedial Case 15-01

Hearing, Decision and Order
Arrival Statement

This remedial case came before the Permanent Judicial Commission of the Synod of the Mid-
Atlantic (SPJC) as a complaint filed by Complainant Teaching Elder (TE) Youngho Lee against Atlantic
Korean American Presbytery (AKAP) dated 20 May 2015. The complaint was received by Synod on 26
May and sent to respondent on 9 June. A hearing to decide the preliminary questions (D-6.0305) was
held on 18 November 2015.

Jurisdictional Statement
This Commission finds that it has jurisdiction, and Lee has standing to file the complaint.
Appearances

The hearing was held at the Hilton Garden Inn in Sandston, Va. on 18 November 2015. TE Lee was
present and was not represented by counsel. TE Byeongho Choi and TE Eun Sang Cho, members of
respondent’s committee of counsel, were present and spoke on behalf of the respondent; also present on
behalf of the respondent was AKAP Stated Clerk TE Nam Cho. TE Gun Ho Lee, member of New Hope
Presbytery, was present to serve as language interpreter. In addition, Synod Executive and Stated Clerk
TE Warren Lesane, Jr.was present. Seven members of the SPJC were present, constituting a quorum, as
follows: TE James Aydelotte (Moderator), TE John Goodman (Clerk), TE Wilbur Douglass Ill, RE
Carol Haas, RE William Millsaps, Jr., RE William Parish and RE William Pittman. RE James Pak,
being a member of a church of the same presbytery as the complainant and respondent, was not eligible
to take part in the proceedings (D-5.0205) and thus was not present. TE John Kazanjian, RE Freddie
Peaco, TE Beth Pyles and RE Terry Sholar were not present and took no part in the proceedings.



History

A complaint dated 20 May 2015 which TE Youngho Lee filed against AKAP was received by the
Synod office 26 May 2015 and was received by the AKAP stated clerk 9 June 2015. The complaint
alleged an irregularity, as follows:

“As a member of the Atlantic Korean American Presbytery (AKAP) and a senior pastor
serving Richmond Korean Presbyterian Church, I, Rev. Youngho Lee, am filing a complaint to
the Synod PJC regarding the unlawful organization of the AKAP.

At the 50™ Stated Presbytery Meeting (December 12, 2014), the Nominating Committee  was
arbitrarily changed.”

The complaint went on to provide lists of teaching elders and ruling elders purported to be serving
on the Nominating Committee, those alleged to have been substituted for some of those members by
allegedly illegal actions of the Presbytery, and the resulting composition of the Nominating
Committee.

The complaint included four further paragraphs alleging “unlawful” actions to have taken place at
the 12 December 2014 stated meeting and at the 23 February 2015 special (or “temporary’) meeting.
A chart was included listing the changes purported to have taken place in the personnel serving in
various capacities in AKAP.

The statement of complaint concluded with the following request:

“The complaint kindly request that the Synod PJC would investigate the unlawful actions of
the Nominating Committee as stated above [sic]. «

The moderator and clerk of this Commission examined the complaint, as well as the respondent’s
answer to the complaint dated 24 July 2015, and on 6 August 2015 the moderator and clerk issued
their findings regarding the preliminary questions (D-6.0305) as follows:

“a. the council has jurisdiction”
YES. AKAP is one of the constituent presbyteries of this Synod.
“b. the complainant has standing to file this case”

YES. The Answer seems to affirm that TE Youngho Lee is a member of AKAP, and that he
was present at the two presbytery meetings mentioned, thus satisfying the requirement of D-
6.0202a(1).

“c. the complaint was timely filed”

NO. The requirement is that “a complaint of an irregularity shall be filed within ninety days
after the alleged irregularity has occurred” (D-6.0202a). The date of the first cited presbytery



meeting — 12 December 2014 — is clearly more than 90 days before the filing of the Complaint.
The date of the second presbytery meeting mentioned — 23 February 2015 (wrongly typed
“2014” in one place) — is obviously closer to the filing date of 26 May 2015, but still just misses
the 90 days requirement. Lacking positive evidence to the contrary, we must accept the date
the Complaint was received in the Synod Office as its filing date.

“d. the complaint states a claim upon which relief can be granted”

NO. The Complaint requests the SPJC to “investigate the unlawful actions of the Nominating
Committee.” The Book of Order nowhere empowers a PJC to function as an investigating

committee.

On 25 August 2015 Lee submitted a challenge to the findings of the moderator and clerk of the
commission that the complaint was not timely filed and does not state a claim upon which relief can
be granted. In accordance with D-6.0306a&b of the Rules of Discipline, the commission
moderator and clerk called for the commission to meet in the Richmond, Va. area on 18 November
2015 to decide the question of whether the findings of the moderator and clerk should be sustained
on the preliminary questions of D-6.0305. After hearing from both the complainant and respondent,
the SPJC reached its decision.

Decision

The commission decided to sustain the findings of the moderator and clerk,
thereby ruling that the third and fourth of the preliminary questions (D-6.0305c&d)

had been answered in the negative.
Order

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that in accordance with D-6.0306¢, Complaint

15-01 of TE Youngho Lee is dismissed.

ATTEST:
James Aydelotte John Goodman
Moderator Clerk

18 November 2015



Rev. Youngho Lee
V.
Atlantic Korean American Presbytery {AKAP)

Statement of Complaint

As a member of the Atlantic Korean American Presbytery (AKAP), we, Rev.Youngho Lee is
filing a Complaint to the Synod PJC regarding illegal Presbytery Meeting of AKAP on July 5,
2105.

1. It is the breaking the By-Law of AKAP to regard the meeting or gathering of July 5 2015 as"
the Stated Presbytery Meeting."

<AKAP By-Law>

6-1 &7/ 8] L2l H238] 0/A20/5 OfH Opx| 53 &= 2/0)A 2] SHE F it
=3/ 112 3 0/ B0/, 3 8,12 8 EH 2RI BYS YN 2 340, 40
w57 2+ Art

"Stated Presbytery Meeting: Presbytery convenes at least twice in a year and

the dates of the Stated Presbytery Meeting are to be decided of the last Stated
Presbytery Meeting of the year. Presbytery convenes at least twice a year, principally
the second Tuesdays of March and December, but could be adjusted according to
situations."

2. The meeting or gathering of July6 2015 could not be a Called Presbytery Meeting because
of following reason

1) Council f AKAPd did not decide the Called Presbytery Meeting. Lt is breaking the By-
Law.

<AKAP By-Law>
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[Translation] "Called Presbytery Meeting: The Called Presbytery Meeting is convened
according to the regulations of the Book of Order. The calling of the Called Presbytery
Meeting is decided by the Council, through agreement of Moderator, Vice-Moderator,

Vice Clerk, and the Stated Clerk.



2) Calling of the meeting was not notified in a proper way.

3) Agendas were not notified when the meeting was called
3. Presbytery Meeting of July6 2015d did not make the minimum quorum {less than 3
sessions). By the Book of Order G-3.0304t, h is meeting could not be a Presbytery Meeting
and any decisions in the meeting could not be legally effective.
| request that SPJC judge the meeting of AKAP on July 6 2015 as" not legal"{because of
breaking the Book of Order and the By-Law of AKAP} and any decisions made in this meeting
as" not effective”.
| also request that SPJC form "Administrative Council/Committee “to stop the illegal and
arbitrary procedures and to make AKAP healthy by following the rules. God bless you.

09/30/2015 Yongho Lee
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Rev. Youngho Lee

V.
Atlantic Korean American Presbytery {AKAP)

Statement of Complaint
Vs.

Answer

[Complaint] Asa member of the Atlantic Korean American Presbytery (AKAP), we, Rev.Youngho Lee is
filing a Complaint to the Synod PJC regarding illegal Presbytery Meeting of AKAP on July 5, 2105.

[Preamble]

Before the committee of counsel answers against the complainers’ complaint, it is need-
ed to clarify and correct the first sentence, “We, Rev. Youngho Lee is filing “is as “ I, Rev.
Youngho Lee, am filing...” as his name appears only as a complainant.

In words of one syllable, his complaint is groundless, untrue, and unreasonable accusa-
tion. It is his behavior of making noises to bring outside intervention in our midst for at-
taining his shallow purpose attempted to gain an influential power.

The committee of council, hereby, is willing to argue against his complaint, and point out
why his complaints are groundless accusation as well.

[Complaint]1. It is the breaking the By-Law of AKAP to regard the meeting or gathering of July 5 2015 as"
the Stated Presbytery Meeting."

[Answer] His complaint is a false charge. The presbytery did not break in any single rule
of its by-law nor that of the Book of Order; The Stated Presbytery Meeting met in the 7t
day of July 7th, 2015 was convened legally as the book of order regulated. If it was ille-
gal he must attend and point it out what was wrong but he was not present.

<AKAP By-Law>
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[Wrong Translation or private translation for his own purpose] "Stated Presbytery Meeting: Presbytery
convenes at least twice in a year and the dates of the Stated Presbytery Meeting are to be decided of the

last Stated Presbytery Meeting of the year. Presbytery convenes at least twice a year, principally the sec-
ond Tuesdays of March and December, but could be adjusted according to situations."

[Answer and commentary]

The complainant mistranslated the by-law; his translation “Stated Presbytery
Meeting......”at least twice” must be “at least twice more.” Also he translates last
sentence as “but could be adjusted according to situations.” Literal meaning of
“adjust” is “alter” or “change.”

The stated presbytery meeting can be called over twice according to the situa-
tions. Also the By-law says nothing in the case of more meetings when it is neces-
sary, so there is no breaking against the by-law, either. Most importantly the by-
law is not able to override the book of order, either.

Also he knows, the “by-law revision committee” is working to amend the contra-
dictive clause so that every clauses or phrases may compatible with the book of
order. Furthermore, the presbytery authorized the General Council to run the by-
law in flexibility for the life of Presbytery while the revision work gets done.

[Complaint] 2. The meeting or gathering of July6 2015 could not be a Called Presbytery Meeting because of fol-
lowing reason

1) Council f AKAP did not decide the Called Preshytery Meeting. Lt is breaking the By-Law.
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[Translation] "Called Presbytery Meeting: The Called Presbytery Meeting is convened

according to the regulations of the Book of Order. The calling of the Called Presbytery

Meeting is decided by the Council, through agreement of Moderator, Vice-Moderator, Vice Clerk, and the
Stated Clerk.

[Answer] The General Council made a decision when the stated meeting was
called and also has convened according to the Rule of Book of Order. In particular,
the 52" Stated Presbytery Meeting was a regular meeting not a called meeting.
So his complaint is malicious perversity with no reason.



2) Calling of the meeting was not notified in a proper way.

[Answer] It is not true but a false charge. “Stated Presbytery Meeting” was called
properly and timely by the decision of the General Council Meeting.

3) Agendas were not notified when the meeting was called

[Answer] The meeting was not a called presbytery meeting so it did not need to
specify agenda but the stated presbytery meeting docket had posted on the web-
site for members’ circulation.

[Complaint] 3. Presbytery Meeting of July6 2015d did not make the minimum quorum {less than 3 sessions). By
the Book of Order G-3.0304t, h is meeting could not be a Preshytery Meeting and any decisions in the meeting
could not be legally effective.

[Answer]

It is not true but a malicious false charge. The over minimum sessions were present and
quorum was met. But the complainant was absent and has not cooperated for the pres-
bytery wide annual family retreat as he has been done.

He has never attended in any single family retreat which was presbytery wide event in
summer since the event started in 2012. Even the commissioner from his session at-
tended, and led the “Sexual Misconduct Training for Pastors and Church Leaders. He
knows the presbytery meeting is called together with the presbytery wide summer family
retreat. His biting behavior must not be repeated.

[His Request1] I request that SPJC judge the meeting of AKAP on July 6 2015 as" not legal"{because of breaking
the Book of Order and the By-Law of AKAP} and any decisions made in this meeting as" not effective".

[Answer]

The complainant’s request has no condign ground as there was no violation against the
book of order or by-law. His claim is a malicious false charge for interferer the mission
and ministry of the Atlantic Korean American Presbytery. It is highly desired for him to do
best his own church ministry.

[His Request 2] I also request that SPJC form "Administrative Council/Committee “to stop the illegal and arbi-
trary procedures and to make AKAP healthy by following the rules.

[Answer]



There is no reason to constitute an Administrative Council/Committee” and there was no
illegal and arbitrary procedures. Every procedure was in order and so the complainant’s
claim is a kind of deportment to crash the peace and unity of Atlantic Korean American
Presbytery, coming from his desire with hidden agenda, and also impure conspiracy to
take advantage of his awkward pastoral leadership with his own congregation. His ses-
sion advised to fix his problems with the presbytery by himself as he made all this mess
in his will and intention, but he has kept filing complaints to the Synod of Mid-Atlantic,
and biting the presbytery with impure, hidden agenda.

Request of Relief

As the specified answers above, the committee of counsel humbly request it before
Permanent Judicial Commission of the Synod of Mid-Atlantic that his unreasonable
complaint should be overridden so that his unacceptable conduct of abusing the
Presbyterian Judicial System for his own interest should be condemned. It must be
done not only for the peace and unity of the life of Atlantic Korean American
Presbytery but also the mission and ministry of the presbytery should not be
intruded. Your right discernment and judgement is most appealed.

Date Committee of Counsel
October 26, 2015

C_fé——_——.aa-—...

Byeongho Choi
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FORM NO. 10

Ki Poong Lee

CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE OF ANSWER TO COMPLAINT,

We, Rev. Byeongho Choi, Rev. Eun Sang Cho, Elder, Ki Poong Lee and, certify

that the enclosed is submitted as an answer to the complaint of Rev. Young Ho. Lee
and that a copy has been furnished to the complainant(s) by certified return-receip-

requested mail on the 28% of October, 2015.

10/28/2015

Date

Signatures of Counsel of Respondent
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Rev. Byeongho Choi
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Rev. Eun Sang Cho
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Elder KiPong Lee
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3601 Seminary Avenue | Richmond, Virginia 23227 | 804 342-0016 |

TO: Teaching Elder (TE) Youngho Lee, Complainant
TE Nam Cho, Stated Clerk, Atlantic Korean American Presbytery (AKAP), Respondent
TE Byeongho Choi, Chair, Committee of Counsel of Respondent
All Members of the Permanent Judicial Commission, Synod of the Mid-Atlantic (SPJC)

TE Warren Lesane, Synod Stated Clerk

FROM: James Aydelotte, Moderator, and John Goodman, Clerk, SPJC
SUBIJECT: Report of the SPJC Officers’ Findings

DATE: 2 November 2015

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

The Synod Stated Clerk received on 01 October 2015 a Complaint from TE Youngho Lee, dated 30
III

September 2015, against AKAP, alleging that the presbytery’s meeting of 6 July 2015 was an “illega
meeting.

On 28 October 2015, the Synod Stated Clerk received an “Answer to Complaint,” dated 26 October
2015, from AKAP’s Committee of Counsel (CoC): TE Byeongho Choi, TE Eun Sang Cho, & RE Ki Pong Lee.

As required by the PCUSA Book of Order, ‘Rules of Discipline’, D-6.0305, we have carefully examined

both the Complaint and the Answer as to whether the four criteria (or threshold requirements) listed
there have been satisfied. Pursuant to D-6.0306, the SPJC officers now “report their findings to the
parties” and to the SPIC.
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“a. the council has jurisdiction”
YES. AKAP is one of the constituent presbyteries of this Synod.
“b. the complainant has standing to file this case”

YES. Complainant Youngho Lee claims to be a teaching elder member of AKAP, and the CoC’s answer
to the Complaint does not dispute his claim to Presbytery membership. Accordingly he does have
standing to file a complaint against AKAP. The CoC’s answer notes that the complainant was not
present for the presbytery meeting of 6 July 2015, but D-6.0202a(1) does not require that a teaching
elder member be present at a meeting of presbytery in order to have standing to file a complaint
against the presbytery for actions taken or not taken at that meeting.

“c. the complaint was timely filed”

YES. The requirement is that “a complaint of an irregularity shall be filed within ninety days after the
alleged irregularity has occurred” (D-6.0202a). The date on which the complaint was received by
Synod’s office, 01 October 2015, meets that 90-day requirement.

“d. the complaint states a claim upon which relief can be granted”

YES. The complainant requests the following as a relief in order to remedy the irregularity of AKAP in
conducting an “illegal” meeting 6 July 2015: “I request that SPJC judge the meeting of AKAP on July 6
2016 as ‘not legal’ (because of breaking the Book of Order and the By-Law [sic] of AKAP) and any
decisions made in this meeting as ‘not effective’.” If a trial of the complaint were to result in the SPJC
finding that AKAP acted in an irregular manner as alleged, this requested relief is a relief which the
SPJC could choose to grant.

Finally, we call attention to the fact that these findings can be challenged within thirty days of their
receipt, either by a party to the case or by a member of the SPJC (D-6.0306a), by sending the challenge
to the Synod Stated Clerk.

“The Lord be with you.”
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October 20, 2015

Rev. Dr. Nam Cho, Stated Clerk

Atlantic Korean American Presbytery (AKAP)
3211 Paul Drive

Wheaton, MD 20902

Dear Nam Cho:
Greetings in the name of the Christ who is Lord of his Church.

| write to you concerning the complaint dated 09-30-2015 which the Reverend Youngho Lee filed with
this Synod against AKAP, and of which | am told a copy was submitted to you by certified mail. The
complaint alleges irregularities on the part of AKAP in its meeting of July 6, 2015.

This complaint is separate and distinct from the complaint dated 05/20/2015 which the Reverend Mr.
Lee earlier filed with this Synod against AKAP.

Section D-6.0302 of the Book of Order requires that AKAP designate no more than three persons to
function as a “committee of counsel,” representing AKAP in this case until the final decision is reached.
When this committee has been appointed, please advise me of the names of those persons serving on
it and, for whichever individual will be its contact person, his or her U.S. Mail address and email
address.

The immediate task of this committee of counsel will be to write and submit to me (with a copy to the
Reverend Mr. Lee, the complainant) a “concise answer” to the complaint, as prescribed in Section D-
6.0303. The committee of counsel must follow the directions as given in D-6.0303.
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| would urge that both steps | just described — the designating of persons to serve on the committee of
counsel, and that committee of counsel writing and submitting its concise answer to the complaint —
be done without delay. As you are aware the Synod Permanent Judicial Commission has scheduled a
hearing in Richmond for Wednesday, November 18, 2015 pertaining to the 05/20/15 complaint. The
purpose of this November 18 meeting is to hear arguments and to rule on the Reverend Mr. Lee’s
challenge to two of the Synod PJC’s officers’ findings regarding the Preliminary Questions (D-6.0305)
pertaining to his complaint dated 05/20/15. If it is determined that the Synod PJC will also need

for a hearing or for trial in this more recent (09/30/15) complaint, it would serve the cause of good
stewardship of time as well as dollars related to the expenses of meeting if such a meeting can take
place when at least some of the principals related to the complainant and related to AKAP as
respondent, and certainly the Synod PJC members as well as a Korean-English language translator, will
already have traveled to Richmond for the aforementioned hearing. The two cases of course are
distinct and cannot be merged, but it would be most helpful if both cases can be dealt with while
persons involved in both are in Richmond if that proves to be possible.

Thank you, and | look forward to hearing from you.
Partners in Mission,

. 5 |
Warren J. Lesane, Jr.

Stated Clerk
Synod of the Mid-Atlantic
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TO: Teaching Elder (TE) Youngho Lee, Complainant
TE Nam Cho, Stated Clerk, Atlantic Korean American Presbytery (AKAP), Respondent
TE Byeongho Choi, Chair, Committee of Counsel of Respondent
All Members of the Permanent Judicial Commission, Synod of the Mid-Atlantic (SPJC)

FROM: Warren Lesane, Synod Stated Clerk

SUBJECT: Two Complaints of TE Lee against AKAP
DATE: November 2, 2015

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

TE Lee filed a complaint with the Synod dated May 20, 2015, alleging irregular actions taken
by AKAP in meetings of December 12, 2014 and February 23, 2015. AKAP’s Committee of
Counsel submitted its answer dated July 24, 2015 to the complaint. The officers of the SPJC
communicated their findings on the preliminary questions (D-6.0305) in a letter dated August 6,
2015 and addressed to the complainant, the Stated Clerk and the Committee of Counsel of
AKAP, all SPJC members, and the Synod Stated Clerk. Subsequently, TE Lee challenged the
SPJC officers’ findings on preliminary questions “c” and “d” in a communication dated 25
August 2015. In separate letters, which | addressed on September 3, 2015 to TE Lee and to
AKAP Stated Clerk Cho, | advised that the SPJC would hold a hearing on TE Lee’s challenge
which at that point was tentatively scheduled for Wednesday, November 18, 2015 in Richmond,
Virginia. Similarly on September 3, 2015 the SPJC officers advised the other SPJC members
of this hearing being scheduled tentatively for the 18" of November in Richmond.

| now write to confirm that the SPJC will indeed hold a hearing on TE Lee’s challenge to the
SPJC officers’ findings on preliminary questions “c” and “d” with the hearing to take place on
Wednesday, November 18, 2015 beginning at 9:00 a.m., in the Dominion Room of the
Holiday Inn located at 445 International Center Drive, Sandston VA.

TE Lee filed a second complaint with the Synod dated September 30, 2015, alleging the July
6, 2015 AKAP meeting to have been ‘illegal’. On October 28, 2015 AKAP’s Committee of
Counsel submitted its answer to the complaint. On November 2, 2015, the SPJC officers
communicated their findings on the preliminary questions (D-6.0305) with regard to TE Lee’s
complaint dated September 30, 2015, in a letter addressed to the complainant, the Stated
Clerk and the Committee of Counsel of AKAP, all SPJC members and the Synod Stated Clerk.




As the SPJC officers note, D-6.0306a provides for these findings to be challenged within thirty
days of their receipt, either by a party to the case or by any member of the SPJC, by filing such
challenge with me as Synod Stated Clerk.

However, let me call your attention to the SPJC hearing aforementioned on November 18,
2015. That hearing deals with the challenge to the SPJC officers’ findings on the preliminary
questions relating to TE’s complaint dated May 20, 2015 with no relationship to TE Lee’s
separate complaint dated September 30, 2015. Since many, if not all the principals who will
participate in the handling of the two complaints are the same, (i.e., the complainant, the
individuals composing the respondent’'s Committee of Counsel, the SPJC members, persons
hired to handle translation between English and Korean languages, Synod Stated Clerk and
other staff); if all these actors would commit to an expedited schedule it may be possible to
handle the pending steps related to the complaint of September 30, 2015 also on November
18, 2015 (but in a separate hearing or procedure).

Specifically, D-6.0306 provides for those eligible to challenge the SPJC officers’ findings on the
preliminary questions to do so within thirty days of receipt. However, if all those persons can
commit to filing any challenge by November 11, 2015, or to notify me as Synod Stated Clerk by
November 11" that they do not intend to challenge the findings, | can assure you that the
SPJC will do all it can to schedule the hearing on any challenge to the findings of this separate
case so that hearing also takes place on November 18, 2015, while we are gathered in
Richmond.

Or if by November 11" | have confirmation from all concerned that no one intends to challenge
the findings, and if both parties — the complainant and the Committee of Counsel — confirm
they would be ready for a trial on the merits of the complaint on November 18; again be
assured that the SPJC will do everything it can to conduct and conclude the trial of the
challenge on the 18™-,

Please be aware that no one — not the SPJC officers, not the Synod Stated Clerk, not the full
SPJC, not the Synod, not even the General Assembly — can require different time deadlines
from those specified in the constitution of the Church; but if all concerned are in agreement to
attempt to meet the schedule as | have just suggested, in the interest of stewardship of time
and of financial resources, to submit to a shorter time line in order to hold an additional hearing
or perhaps a trial on November 18 while persons are already gathered in Richmond for the
other hearing would not violate the intention or the letter of the constitution.

As aforementioned, please advise me of your choices by November 11, 2015.
In the Service of Christ,

Warren J. Lesane, Jr.
Stated Clerk
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30 August 2015
Subject: KPCF findings of search committee for the English Ministry Pastor.

The search committee consisted of Elder Judson Morton, Elder Yon Sayler, Deacon Hyok Boney,
Deacon Jeong Sparks, and Mr. Jay Kim. The 1:30 meeting was opened with prayer by Elder
Sayler. All information on procedures to go forward were reviewed and acknowledged. Each
member was given a copy of the resume of candidate Pastor Brian Lee to view. The first topic of
discussion was on the previous background and church experience of Pastor Lee, which was
thoroughly explained in his resume. The entire content of Pastor Brian’ resume was
investigated with only minor questions by the committee members. Open discussion involved
the question of why we had to go through this procedure when Pastor Lee was in place and
performing pastoral duties. After through explanation of our duties as prescribed by proper
instructions all questions were answered. On the open request as to whether Pastor Lee was
accepted as the prime candidate for the position of EM pastor the-eQunt was unanimous for

acceptance.
Judson Morton %3 Y )
,.7
Yon Sayler %J "2‘_(9_/
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Jeong Sparks

Jay Kim
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Korean Presbyterian Church of Fayetteville

1251 Treland D Fayvetteville, NC 23304
©10-323-2466(Office). 3102(Fax), 0439(Cynx)

qﬂSc,}»

Terms of Call

The Korean Presbyterian Church of Fayetteville, being‘ well satisfied with your qualification for
ministry and confident that we have been led to you by the Holy Spirit as one whose service will be
profitable to the spiritual interests of our church and fruitful for the Kingdom of our Lord, earnestly
and solemnly calls you. ’

Pastor Brian Lee /

to undertake the office of Associate Pastor of the English congregation, promising you in the
discharge of your duty all proper support encouragement and allegiance in the Lord.

That you may be free to devote full-time to the ministry of Word and Sacrament among us, we
promise and obligate’'ourselves to pay you in regular monthly payments the following effective

salary and following vouchered expenses.

Effective Salary;

Cash Salary $3,3,000.00
Housing Allowance } $10,000.00
Pension $15,340.00

($58,340.00) -

Automobile-expense
Continuing Education

Other Allowances

Vacation Two (2) weeks
Moving Cost S All
Total outcome ($58,340.00)

We Further promise and obligate ourselves to review with you apnually the adequacy of this
. compensation. ‘In the seventh year, the congregation will provide for a three-month Clergy
Renewal Leave, continuing the salary and benefits for that period, and providing for pulpit supply
in the pastor’s absence,In testimony whereof, we have subscribed our names this ___day of
Choon Ho Kim, Jaeyoungyi, Judson MortonJr., Min Joon Kim, Yun Sook Salyer

Having moderated the congregation meeting which extended this call for ministerial services, I do
certify that the call has been made in all respect according to the presbytery policy and the Form of
Government, and that the persons who signed the faregoing call were authorized to do so by vote
of the congregation.



(258 Breliand o Favettewille, INC 29568

| DRR-IDY DIGEIERe=), SUEIFas], B3 GCiyum)

i

< BEA Ny
TS MY

A

Al

Hl 95 X}

TE Gp 7AFE = ﬁl:;

| O ©
eriasy Churedr of Foyesrevilie

o\& =13
LA 2015 EH 9227 @™ 12A] 00 &

Kpremn Presén

1.

™

Bl

oF
<
K0

A==5tH 102 B 0| =|0f 2| F0 A Ea5tCt,

CE0

2

MBELR g2 S| XH0| AL B2 o|F0H Sl

S MBloz gy 28|},

=)

oHl

b7 (@]
SH2

!

kel

7.

=

12|F &=: F2AM7|7t M o4 K =E, M JHEE 2
=

mr

O|F0l 94X &

8.

KO
<0

KO
=
10
X0

=

ol PEZEH B+

S0 22 LE S S22, 752 StAt= 20| ZH-E A, ojci M

S

tLt, =

o
(@]

f=hi=

Xl
=

|

o
=

o (o]
g2 27182

F

zY

Yo RZE AT A Fstot .
20| O|CH-H T = ALOf| CHet &

=)

}__Il_’
SARS| REAREHUE S0 A oL I0i2 BRH=HO “0f~2ta 53, <OpL| 207}

{0

[alY

oj
olo
0<

=2, A0l

| -

[
:7_E_ C]El-'é-l__—d “O]_L_lgn

At

=

T
O] 25&=~0f

=

(=}

oL AfZ

=2 =2
= =
=of &

2| S0 Sat oAt
$3,3,000.00

ofA 2=

=

o

_l

S

{ EE5
O|& 0| Term of Call

e A=B=E- )
Effective Salary;
Cash Salary

11. Ferm of Call S}



Attomobile expense
Continuing Education

Other Allowances v
- Vacation : Two (2) weeks
- Moving Cost $All
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Statement of faith
Brian Daeseon Lee

| believe that my statement of faith should begin with my story of upbringing since faith cannot
be detached from personal life. | was born and raised in South Korea until my family immigrated to the
United States in 1987, occasioned by my father’s new ministry in the states. I grew up in a pastor’s
family where Christian faith and values were taught and cherished. Thus, being raised in this tradition of
faith has helped me form awareness and acceptance of God’s sovereignty over my life and the need for
my dependence on God.

| believe in the triune God, the Godhead, the Son and the Spirit, who is the sole creator of
universe, as all things are created, both animated and unanimated, by this triune God. The Triune God
created the world in justice and peace, and this triune God reigns over all things, putting all things under
God’s good and perfect sovereignty. In this perfect creation, God created humanity as those embodying
the image of God, as it is attested to in the scriptures. Humanity’s special relationship with God was
broken when sin entered humanity and the world. I believe that sin is the cause of humanity’s broken
relationship with God, and restoration can only be achieved through Jesus’ death and resurrection. |
believe that | am justified and forgiven through this work of Jesus Christ and have become a new
creation.

| believe in the divinity of the incarnated Son, Jesus. | believe that He is my personal savior and
the redeemer of the world. He has redeemed and restored our destroyed relationship with God through
His salvific event on the cross, and as victor, He overcame the dominion of death. All of this was
accomplished throughout His ministry here on earth, and it culminated in His resurrection from the dead.
As Jesus promised, following His ascension, the Holy Spirit was given to the church and to individual
believers. | believe that the Holy Spirit is the intercessor and mediator who lives within me and in all
believers of Jesus Christ as well.

| believe in His parousia, His kingdom, ‘already present but not yet accomplished’ eschatology,
which began with the work of Jesus Christ, is being established in our present time, and will reach
culmination in the end in justice, peace, and love.

| receive Scripture as the inspired and revealed word of God that is both authoritative for
instructions and enlightening mortal souls so that they may come to know God. | believe that the living
God is attested in the scriptures. | believed in the presence of Christ in the proclamation of the Word.

| believe that the church is the body of Jesus Christ, where in the fellowship of believers, we
insinuate His teaching of love and salvation to the world. | believe that Jesus Christ is the head of the
church, and we, the believers, are his body and church, which has been called out by Him. And I believe
that the church has a calling to become missional in proclaiming God’s kingdom of forgiveness and
reconciliation in the name of Christ to the world.

| believe that both baptism and the Lord’s Supper are the sacraments that are instituted by Christ
as “visible signs for an invisible grace,” where the Spirit of God confirms God’s forgiveness and the



promise of God’s love in Jesus Christ. I believe that in these sacraments, Christ is present as the
presence of Christ in the proclamation of the Word. 1 also adhere to the confessional statements that the
church of PC (USA) confesses.

Exegetical Paper
Brian Lee
Passage: Luke 10:25-37

We will never fully understand some of the things that are happening around us or around the
world. We consistently hear news about tragedies, disasters, wars and conflicts that leave us in dismay
and disbelief. How do we come to term with what’s happening in our lives and the world around us?
What tools do we have when we need to put these things in a faith perspective? The parable of so-called
Good Samaritan may shed some insight on these issues.

The most renown parable of Jesus, so-called the parable of Good Samaritan is found only in
Luke. We are familiar with this well-known parable, and it has been named as a parable of Good
Samaritan although the word ‘good’ never appears in the text. Why do we call it a parable of Good
Samaritan? What are our presuppositions and rationale in naming this parable? What is the main issue at
stake? These are some of initial questions that we may raise.

We are also well informed about the theological question that the passage raises. It raises
theological questions of inclusiveness of God’s kingdom, that is, the issues of who was to be loved as he
loved himself and the question of how one can achieve eternal life. Jesus does not pose these theological
questions. A closer reading of the present passage reveals that these theological questions of “what must
I do to inherit eternal life? And “who is my neighbor;” are posed by the expert in the law himself whose
identity is not disclosed in the text but we know of his intention which was to trick or test Jesus from the
outset.

Ironically, none other than himself answers the questions that he posed. He cites from biblical
passages, Deuteronomy 6:5 and Leviticus 19:18 amidst of questions that was exchanged between him
and Jesus as if the expert in the law tries to avoid answering the question “Who is my neighbor.” This
might have been true, his reluctant to answer the question because of the animosity between Samaritans
and Jews in Jesus’ time. However, Vinson raises question regarding this commonly understood hostility
between Jews and Samaritans by pointing out the fact that in the parable “Jews and the Samaritan travel
the same road and use the same roadside hostel”*® and he further argues that “Luke did not think that
Jews and Samaritans were automatically hostile.”*® Thus, this parable should not read as simply as
explaining the hostile relationship between Jews and Samaritans. In any case, the parable gives us a

15 Richard B. Vinson, Luke, Smyth & Helwys Bible Commentary (Macon Georgia, Smyth & Helwys Publishing,
2008) 335.
18 1bid, 335.



definition of ‘neighbor’ in the end. This definition of neighbor is not racially nor ethnically bound but it
extends beyond any boundaries.

If that questions which deals with an inclusive boundary of God’s kingdom?’ and the salvation
have been answered in the outset to a greater or lesser extent, then one may ask of the function of this
parable. Hence, this paper wishes to turn its attention to the other question that we encounter in the
passage. Quite interestingly that question has not been answered, one that Jesus has posed. Jesus asked
this question to the expert in the law—a professional wise and intelligent person (10:21), his identity
might have been either Pharisee or Sadducee® based on his training in the Law of Moses.

He asked “What/how do you read it” in verse 26. Greek word m@dg (pos) can be translated as
how? Or in what ways? We need to note that the expert in the law has not answered this question nor did
Jesus himself. This parable has been commonly understood as one that highlights the behavior of one
compassionate by-passer who unselfishly helps others who is depicted as one who has an exemplar
character of charitable, righteous and merciful however, in this paper we want to pose a hermeneutical
question that Jesus has raised, “what/how do you read.”

Thiselton defines hermeneutics as following, it “explores how we read, understand, and handle
texts, especially those written in another time or in a context of life different from our own”® and
further he defines Biblical hermeneutics as it “investigates more specifically how we read, understand,
apply, and respond to biblical texts.”?® We may not be conscious of our action however, whenever we
are engaged with any text we cannot separate ourselves from the realm of hermeneutics.

Answering to Jesus’ question of “What/how do you read it” is not as straightforward as what we
might have perceived to be in first place. It seems as if Jesus himself have tried to avoid to address this
question by introducing a parable in order to change the subject of conversation. However, an answer to
Jesus’ question of “what/how do you read it” can be found in the parable in and of itself. A parable is
employed “to illuminate an unfamiliar or unrecognized truth.”?! Thus, the meaning and the function of a
parable deal intrinsically with the interpretation or the hermeneutics of how one should understand the
parable. In this pedagogical moment with the expert in law Jesus wanted to raise the issue of importance
of hermeneutical lenses. Here, Hhrmeneutic is not a specialized discipline but rather inevitably an
everyday activity all of us practice in our lives.

In this short paper | seek to propose three different yet interdependent hermeneutical lenses
though this proposal is not without its challenges. First is the Christological/Christocentric lens in which
many Christian commentators have utilized throughout the centuries. This set of lens seeks to read the

17 Ringe explains this motive as Luke’s way of expanding ethnic and geographical boundaries of Luke’s church.
See, Sharon H. Ringe, Luke, 1st ed, Westminster Bible Companion (Louisvile, Ky: Westminster John Knox
Press, 1995) 157.

18 Ibid, 156.

19 Anthony C. Thiselton, Hermeneutics: An Introduction (Grand Rapids, Michigan: Willam B. Eermans
Publishing Company,2009) 1.

20 1bid, 1.

2L W. Randolph Tate, Interpreting the Bible: A Handbook of Terms and Methods (Peabody, Massachusetts:
Hendrickson Publishers, 2006) 255.



scripture with a theological outlook based on the life and work of Jesus Christ. In other words it seeks to
read the scripture in light of the salvific event of the cross to elucidate responsible interpretation of the
Bible that is accords with the confession of faith community. A second set of lens is wholistic lens. It
seeks to read the Bible in a synchronic (meaning within time, i.e., same time) way. This approach “looks
only at the final form of the text, the text as it stands in the Bible as we have it”?? and obviously the
benefit is the coherent and unified reading of the Bible in contrast to diachronical approach which tends
to dissects the texts into different forms and redactional stages. And last but not least is what | named
holisitic lens. This reading seeks illumination upon the Holy Spirit. Since our reading of the scripture
and its interpretation ought to be guided by the illumination of the Spirit.

These three critical lenses will provide extra tools to anyone who engages more richly and
deeply with the biblical text and allows one to explore the gaps, i.e., cultural, historical, chronological
and contextual, in the text and also in assessing the world around us.
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Sermon for CPM

Brian Lee

Passage: Luke 10: 25-37 (NIV)

Hymnal: 62 Love the Lord Your God
771 What is the World Like

Title: How do you read it?

22 Michael J. Gorman Elements of Biblical Exegesis: A Basic Guide for Students and Ministers (Peabody,
Massachusetts: Hendrickson Publishers, 2001) 12.



25 On one occasion an expert in the law stood up to test Jesus. “Teacher,” he asked, “what must I do to
inherit eternal life?”

26 “What is written in the Law?” he replied. “How do you read it?”

27 He answered, ““Love the Lord your God with all your heart and with all your soul and with all your
strength and with all your mind’; and, ‘Love your neighbor as yourself.’

28 “You have answered correctly,” Jesus replied. “Do this and you will live.”

29 But he wanted to justify himself, so he asked Jesus, “And who is my neighbor?”

30 In reply Jesus said: “A man was going down from Jerusalem to Jericho, when he was attacked by
robbers. They stripped him of his clothes, beat him and went away, leaving him half dead. 31 A priest
happened to be going down the same road, and when he saw the man, he passed by on the other side.
32 So too, a Levite, when he came to the place and saw him, passed by on the other side. 33 But a
Samaritan, as he traveled, came where the man was; and when he saw him, he took pity on him. 34 He
went to him and bandaged his wounds, pouring on oil and wine. Then he put the man on his own donkey,
brought him to an inn and took care of him. 35 The next day he took out two denarii and gave them to
the innkeeper. ‘Look after him,” he said, ‘and when I return, I will reimburse you for any extra expense
you may have.’

36 “Which of these three do you think was a neighbor to the man who fell into the hands of robbers?”
37 The expert in the law replied, “The one who had mercy on him.”

Jesus told him, “Go and do likewise.”

What question or questions intrigue your imagination when you read Scripture? We will never
be able to abstain ourselves from such impulses.

Most of our inquiries are related to aspects of time, that is, historical questions, at the same time, it is
confined to our perceptibility, our reasoning. Naturally, we ask when?; why?; and what?; questions to
the text that we encounter.

Here are some of questions that have entertained my biblical curiosity in my reading of the Bible. Who
produced these texts: an individual or a community? When was it written? What would have been the
circumstance and context that brought this text into life? Who preserved this text? How was it
transmitted through out history and handed down to us today? If there were any emendations how do we
deal with such variations? What is the meaning of the text? Are we dealing with an original meaning, if
that is ever retrievable in the first place, or the meaning for our situated context? And also the question
of interpretive authority, that is, who interprets it—who has the final word on any interpretation?

It seems this list can go on and on, and interestingly we are not alone in these countless
interrogations that are related to the text. These are some of the germane questions that many biblical
scholars alike are raising too—be it textual critical scholars, redaction and form critical scholars or any
interpreter of the bible.



As our lives are surrounded by letters and words, and as we communicate with each other
through myriad of communicative tools via email, texting, however, in such cases we seldom pose
critical questions regarding what we read.

In our passage today, however, the progenitor of our faith posed such question to an expert in the
law. And that question is “what is written in the Law?”” and “How do you read it?” In other words, he
asks how do you understand what you have been reading and studying over the year? Probably, it is one
of the most important and challenging hermeneutical questions for anyone to raise. Well! we all know
the answer to the question that Jesus, and also the expert in law himself, raised. The question of who my
neighbor is.

In the end, Jesus’ pedagogical moment left this inquirer in dismay. Jesus’ response was so
different that his interpretation became subversive and a radically new one to this expert in law.
Ironically, He fell into the trap that he wanted to trick Jesus into.

Now, | want to raise a different, yet a similar, question to you today. | am aware of the fact that
you are well versed with passages of the bible. But | want to ask you about your hermeneutical lenses
that you are putting on when you are engaging with scripture. Just as the color of your shade will
determine your view, the hermeneutical lenses that you use will govern your interpretations.

So what are your hermeneutical lenses? How do you read it?

| want to propose three different sets of lenses that we can utilize in doing responsive readings of
our sacred text. Although they are not exhaustive, they are Christological, wholistical, and holistical
lenses.

As the name implies, a Christological lens refers to a reading that takes into account of the life,
death and the resurrection of Jesus. The goal and the aim of our reading of the bible have to be centered
on the message and the teaching of our Lord Jesus Christ. Thus, our first and foremost hermeneutical
lenses have to be none other than Jesus himself, the Christological lens or Christocentric lens.

Secondly, our hermeneutical lens has to be a wholistic one, that means, reading the bible as a
whole and not in fragmented ways or selectively. From cover to cover the sacred words are handed
down to us today in the present form, as it is, and it requires our attentive reading that takes into
consideration of the salvific story of God’s work into a broader purview. In this regard, we can never be
selective or eclectic in our reading practices of scripture and be cautious of our tendency for picking out
some verses from here and there out of context and try to put them together like puzzle pieces even
when they do not match fittingly. Nevertheless, if we are defeated by this desire of ‘mix and match’
tendency, then we are like a blind man touching a part of an elephant and describing it in detail
according to his/her observation, only based on the sense of touch, yet unable to figure out the image of
the elephant as a whole. Likewise if we neglect the importance of reading the bible as a whole in our
reading practices, that is, a wholistic reading, then we will be judging and interpreting the whole from an
eschewed and a blind-sighted view.

Lastly, our reading lenses of scripture have to be equipped with what I call a holistic lens—
without the w. It refers to a reading that seeks guidance and direction from the Holy Spirit in reading the



bible. Without this lens our reading of scripture will be no different than our daily reading of any
newspaper. It will be stale and lifeless. It will be no more than a mere cognitive workout, making sense
of the letters linguistically and philologically. As you may well know, that is not what we are after in our
reading of scripture. We seek the illumination from the Spirit. Our interpretation will lose its clarity
without this holistic lens. If we confess that scripture is the inspired Word of God, then our reading of
scripture will be never be adequately understood without this presupposition.

In short, our reading of scripture and what’s happening around us ought to be a symbiosis one,
incorporating all of the three lenses that I have proposed today in order to appropriate God’s word and to
discern God’s messages that are manifested in the text, so that we may live lives that are acceptable and
justifiable before God’s sight

Prayer: Gracious and loving God, many things that happen in our live and around the world and also
what we read in your word may need mere glance in order to understand and to comprehend what’s
taking place. We seek your guidance in our lives that we may be equipped with these critical tools so
that we may discern properly the world around us and You. We seek your illumination and insight.
We ask this in your name. Amen.



October 19, 2015

Dear Brothers & Sisters in Christ,

We are writing to you because we sense that we are like-minded presbyteries and congregations who
share similar beliefs about the Scriptural definition of Christian marriage. Kiskiminetas Presbytery has
passed a proposed overture to the 222nd General Assembly (2016) regarding this issue. In order for the
Assembly to consider it, it must have the concurrence of at least one other presbytery. The more
presbyteries that concur, the stronger the overture will be when presented to the General Assembly.

We share a copy of this proposed overture in the hopes that you would request your presbytery to
prayerfully consider concurrence thereby joining our voices. A copy of the overture has been provided
to the Clerk of your presbytery. Please ask the leadership of your presbytery to consider concurrence
with this overture at your next presbytery meeting.

At least one other presbytery needs to concur by Feb. 19, 2016 to allow it to be presented at the
General Assembly in June, 2016. Should your presbytery vote to concur, please contact our Stated
Clerk, Marilyn Tully,1860 Old Grade Rd., Falls Creek, PA 15840. tully@brockwaytv.com

If you have any questions regarding this overture, please contact The Rev. Timothy Monroe at 724-459-
7991 or The Rev. Marty Cartmell at 814-948-7211. Thank you for any assistance you may give in moving
this overture forward.

Sincerely,

Kiskiminetas Presbyters

Gene Artman, Elder, Blairsville Presbyterian Church

Rev: Marty Cartmell, Pastor, St. Paul’s & St. Benedict Presbyterian Churches -
John Dougherty, Elder, Pleasant Grove Presbyterian Church

Sandy Gandolfi, Elder, Plumville Presbyterian Church

Rev. Meg Marley, Pastor, Clymer & Harmony Presbyterian Churches
Rev. Timothy Monroe, Pastor, Blairsville Presbyterian Church

Jan Orr, Elder, Plumville Presbyterian Church

Jim Ray, Elder, Harmony United Presbyterian Church

Wayne Rishel, Elder, Pleasant Grove Presbyterian Church

Dave Semsick, Elder, Blairsville Presbyterian Church

Terry Semsick, CRE, Bethel Presbyterian Church

Charles Stewart, Elder, Blairsville Presbyterian Church



Overture Approved by Kiskiminetas Presbytery on September 8, 2015

The sessions of Bethel Presbyterian Church, Blairsville United Presbyterian Church, Clymer Presbyterian
Church, Harmony United Presbyterian Church, Pleasant Grove Presbyterian Church, Presbyterian Church
of Plumville, Rochester Mills Presbyterian Church, St. Benedict Presbyterian Church, and St. Paul’s
Presbyterian Church request approval of the following overture by the Presbytery of Kiskiminetas:

Recommendation Section:

The Presbytery of Kiskiminetas overtures the 222" General Assembly (2016) to amend the Book of
Order Section W-4.9000 by striking the current text and replacing it with the following:

Marriage is a gift God has given to all humankind for the well-being of the entire human family.
Marriage involves a unique commitment between one man and one woman to love and support each
other for the rest of their lives. The couple is called to live out the sacrificial love modeled for us by
Jesus Christ as faithful and responsible members of the church and the wider community. ’

In civil law, marriage is a contract that recognizes the rights and obligations of the married couple in
society. In the Reformed tradition, marriage is also a covenant in which God has an active part and
which the community of faith publicly witnesses and acknowledges.

If they meet the requirements of the civil jurisdiction in which they intend to marry, a man and woman
may request that a service of Christian marriage be conducted by a teaching elder in the Presbyterian
Church (U.S.A.), who is authorized, though not required, to act as an agent of the civil jurisdiction in
recording the marriage contract. A couple requesting a service of Christian marriage shall receive
instruction from the teaching elder, who may agree to the couple’s request only if, in the judgment of
the teaching elder, the couple demonstrate sufficient understanding of the nature of the marriage
covenant and commitment to living their lives together according to its values. In making this decision,
the teaching elder may seek the counsel of the session, which has authority to permit or deny the use
of church property for a marriage service.

Christian marriage should be celebrated in the place where the community gathers for worship. As
a service of Christian worship, the marriage service is under the direction of the teaching elder and
the supervision of the session. (W-1.4004 -.4006) The marriage ordinarily takes place in a special
service which focuses upon marriage as a gift of God and as an expression of the Christian

life. Others may be invited to participate as leaders in the service at the discretion of the

pastor. Celebration of the Lord's Supper at the marriage service requires the approval of the
session, and care shall be taken that the invitation to the Table is extended to all baptized
present. The marriage service may take place during the Service for the Lord's Day upon
authorization by the session. It should be placed in the order as a response to the proclamation of
the Word. It may then be followed by the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper. (W-2.4010; W-

3.3503)



The service begins with scriptural sentences and a brief statement of purpose. The man and the
woman shall declare their intention to enter into Ch'ristian marriage and shall exchange vows of
love and faithfulness. The service includes ap'propriatev passages of Scripture, which may be
interpreted in various forms of proclamation. Prayers shall be offered for the couple, for the
communities which support them in this new dimension of discipleship, and for all who seek to live
in faithfulness. In the name of the triune God the teaching elder shall declare publicly that the
woman and the man are now joined in marriage. A charge may be given. Other actions common to
the community and its cultures may appropriately be observed when these actions do not diminish
the Christian understanding of marriage. The service concludes with a benediction.

Music suitable for the marriage service directs attention to God and expresses the faith of the
church. (W-2.1004) The congregation may join in hymns and other musical forms of praise and

“prayer. Flowers, decorations, and other appointments should be appropriate to the place of
worship, enhance the worshipers' consciousness of the reality of God, and reflect the integrity and
simplicity of Christian life. (W-1.3034; W-1.4004-.4005; W-5.5005)

A service of worship recognizing a civil marriage and confirming it in the community of faith may be
appropriate when requested by a man and a woman. The service will be similar to the marriage service
except that the statements made shall reflect the fact that the man and woman are already married to
one another according to the laws of the civil jurisdiction.

Nothing herein shall compel a teaching elder to perform nor compel a session to authorize the use of
church property for a marriage service that the teaching elder or the session believes is contrary to the
teaching elder’s or the session’s discernment of the Holy Spirit and their understanding of the Word of
God.

Rationale Section:
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Whereas we are a denomination which bases our trust in Jesus Christ as the sole means of salvation
which is evident in our Book of Order and our Confessions and they in turn state that our constitution is
grounded in Scripture (F-1.0401) when we seek reform and fresh direction we look first to Jesus Christ
(F-1.0401).

When we fail to seek Christ’s direction we are subject to the direction of the culture in which we reside
and therefore can make errors in our judgment failing to glorify Jesus Christ in whom we seek to serve
first and foremost. When the PC (USA) passed amendment W-4.9000 there was no Biblical background
given for its consideration and then its passing. The rationale offered for the most recent revision to the
definition of marriage referred mainly to society’s views and civil legality, not what is in Scripture and
the Confessions.



Christ commands us to love everyone and to welcome all into a community of faith. He also commands
us to follow his teachings in Scripture and while he offers love and forgiveness, he does not condone
that which God calls sin. In John 8, Christ offers love but directs the woman to “go and sin no more”.
We look to Scripture for guidance on how God wants us to live out our lives of faith. Our Book of Order
section F3.0107 states: That all Church power, whether exercised by the body in general or in the way
of representation by delegated authority is only ministerial and declarative; that is to say, that the Holy
Scriptures are the only rule of faith and manners; that no Church judicatory ought to pretend to make
laws to bind the conscience in virtue of their own authority; and that all their decisions should be
founded upon the revealed will of God. Il Timothy 3:16-17 tells us: “All Scripture is God breathed and is
useful for teaching, rebuking, correcting and training in righteousness, so that the servant of God may be
thoroughly equipped for every good work” (NIV). The Scots Confession sections 3.18 and 3.19 reminds
us to look to the plain word of Scripture and its authority over us.

Scripture repeatedly confirms the act of homosexuality as sin. Romans 1:18-32 speaks of God’s wrath
on sin, including that of a woman who lusts after a woman or a man who commits shameful acts with
another man. | Corinthians 6:9 says, “Or do you not know that the unrighteous will not inherit the
kingdom of God? Do not be deceived: neither the sexually immoral, or idolaters, nor adulterers, nor
men who practice homosexuality, nor thieves, nor the greedy, nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor swindlers
will inherit the kingdom of God” (ESV). See also | Timothy 1:8-11. As with all sin, we are called to repent
of that which God calls sin and to strive daily to live a life pleasing to our Lord and Savior. We recognize
that all sin is wrong in the eyes of God. Allowing marriage that involves homosexuality is celebrating sin
condemned by God. If we no longer resist sin then we no longer need the saving grace of Jesus Christ,
the foundation of our faith.

Scripture consistently describes marriage as between a man and a woman, from Genesis 1:26-31 to
Mark 10:6-9, where Jesus himself describes marriage. No place does it define it any other way other
than the relationship between Christ and his Church. Our Confessions also define marriage as between
a man and a woman in many places. The Westminster Confession section 6.131 defines marriage as
between one man and one woman. The Second Helvetic Confession 5.246 says that marriage was
instituted by the Lord God himself who blessed it most bountifully and willed man and woman to cleave
one to the other inseparable and to live together in complete love and concord.

While we understand and acknowledge that all are sinners and laws like those for divorce are permitted
to deal with sinthey certainly are not celebrated within our congregations. So must it be with
homosexual behavior. While we as humans may feel compassion to those who are treated differently
based on their sexual orientation, we are called to follow the instructions from Scripture and the
teachings of Christ in those Scriptures. Therefore, while we all sin, we are called to repent as we seek
to become more Christ-like. We are also called not to judge the behavior of others as we are all sinners
and all sin is equally wrong in the eyes of God. So we seek to include all people, regardless of sexual
orientation, but continue to teach the Word of God that all may be saved and called to a life obedient in
Christ. While we may not understand God’s order for our lives, we trust that God knows what is best for
us. Celebrating what God calls sin is blasphemous.

While our government and society continue to expand acceptance of same-sex marriage, Christ’s Church
is called to follow his teachings. We are to be a light in the darkness; in the world, but not of the world.
The Apostle Paul teaches us in Romans 12:2, “Do not conform any longer to the pattern of this world but
be transformed by the renewing of your mind, then you will be able to test and approve what God's will
is - his good, pleasing, and perfect will” (NIV). The Apostle Peter said as recorded in 1 Peter 1:14-15, “As



obedient children, do not conform to the evil desires you had when you lived in ignorance, but just as he
who called you is holy, so be holy in all you do” (NIV). Therefore, we need to stand as those who desire
to love the sinner without redefining their behavior as acceptable.

Same sex couples may seek civil unions through legal contracts but that does not require that the church
follow the civil government example instead of Christ’s. Our Book of Order G-3.0502c states our
responsibility to nurture the covenant community of disciples of Christ to include “...warning and

- bearing witness against errors in doctrine or immorality in the church and in the world;...discerning and
presenting with the guidance of the Holy Spirit matters of truth...”. The Scots Confession Chapter XX,
3.20 states “...But if men under the name of a council, pretend to forge for us new articles of faith, or to
make decisions contrary to the Word of God, then we must utterly deny them as the doctrine of devils,
drawing our souls from the voice of the one God to follow the doctrines and teachings of men...”
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(Note: Citations are based on 2013-2015 Book of Order and may need adjusted to conform to the
current Book of Order.)
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