





































































































of both bodies to uphold the rule itself, which by implication
dismisses also the rule’s foundational Scripture.

Thus, in failing to uphold the churchwide rule, both governing
bodies have violated their ordination vows to “accept the
Scriptures...to be, by the Holy Spirit, the unique and authoritative
witness to Jesus Christ . . . and God’s Word to you; “be instructed
and led by those confessions [the reliable expositions of what
Scriptures leads us to believe and do]”; “... be governed by our
church’s polity, and ... abide by its discipline”; and “further the
peace, unity, and purity of the church” (W-4.4003b,c,e,g).

CONCLUSION

The question then is whether Presbyterianism is truly a faith
and polity grounded in the Word of God. If it is, then this
Commission possesses a preponderance of evidence that the
Presbytery and Synod erred in their determinations. If it is not, the
future of the PCUSA is in doubt.

Indeed, much is at stake in this Commission’s judicial review.

The SPJC decision, if permitted to stand, is a declaration to
Presbyterians and the world that the PCUSA is no longer anchored in
the Scriptures as “the only rule of faith and manners” (G-1.0307). Cut
loose from our scriptural mooring, we become a church “tossed to and
fro and blown about by every wind of doctrine” (Eph. 4:14), a church
with “itching ears, accumulating for [our]selves teachers to suit [our]
own desires” (2Tim 4:3). And thus, adrift, having relinquished our
moral authority, which the denomination possesses only when its laws
and decisions are founded upon the revealed will of God (G-1.0307),
we can no longer offer spiritual refuge to a lost and hurting world.
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For those Presbyterians who believe the Bible’s witness on this
1ssue 1s outdated, inaccurate, unreliable, or insufficient, then loosening
the Church’s biblical mooring would be good news.

But to those Presbyterians who believe the Bible is true,
trustworthy, and the only rule of faith and practice as our Reformed
heritage has maintained, it would be bad news indeed to sustain the
Synod’s decision. It would be seen as a betrayal of our historic faith,
a violation of ordination vows, and misuse of apostolic authority.
And to what would this Body be drifting instead, if let loose from its
biblical ties on matters of sexuality? To an amorphous, fluid, and
relative “morality” that has not yet been written and which the Church
has not enacted. This is what happens when a governing body waives

a biblical and constitutional requirement that is tied to the revealed
will of God.

By advocating that this Candidate is ineligible for ordination
because she refuses to abide by the ordination requirement of G-
6.0106b—not to mention the clear mandate of the Scriptures, our
Reformed heritage, and history—we are not saying that she is not a
Christian or that she does not possess ministry gifts. Consistent with
our Reformed tradition, we do not condemn her as she seeks to find
her place in ministry. But the PCUSA has the right and the obligation
to declare and uphold its qualifications for ordained office (G-1.0302),
and those seeking office understand that those qualifications limit
their freedom of conscience. By affirming this historic principle we
are not leaving the Candidate without a remedy; that is, to peaceably
withdraw in recognition of those limits (G-6.0108b[footnote]) and
pursue ministry elsewhere, while all concerned act in charity toward
one another (ROA 146).

Complainants urge this Commission to choose the biblical and
constitutional course by precluding San Francisco Presbytery from
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carrying out an unjustified ordination. This Commission can act
confidently in this matter, because our biblical, Reformed, and
denominational moorings are strong and well-established:

1. We do have the Bible, and it does have meaning, which, if
believed and embraced, leads us into obedience and fullness of life
(Mt 7:24-27; Jn 2:301).

2. We do have a Constitution, and it does have meaning that
binds us because all ordained officers have agreed to let it order their
lives and our covenant community. Its words have been chosen with
care, debated thoroughly, and adopted by the whole Church. They
accurately describe and promote godliness, including in sexual
behavior, for church officers (G-6.0106b, W-4:9001, BOC 9.47).

3. We do have a Church with distinguishing “marks” that
render it “true.” In addition to the “true preaching of the Word of
God, ... [and] the right administration of the sacraments,” all church
officers have placed themselves under “ecclesiastical discipline
uprightly ministered” (Scots Confession, Book of Confessions, 3.18).
In order for church discipline to have any meaning or influence, we
must actually exercise it in a particular case. This is one such case in
which the Church must be brought back to order in the true spirit of
the Reformation.

You will do every Presbyterian—including this Candidate—a
favor, and the Church will be blessed as promised in the eighth
Historic Principle of Church Order (G-1.0308), if this Commission
will apply “the vigor and strictness of the church’s discipline” and
declare the SPJC’s ruling in error, reverse the Presbytery’s approval
of the Candidate’s ordination, and put the Knox A[ in its proper (and
limited) place in the life of the church.
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RELIEF REQUESTED

We ask this Commission to reverse the SPJC’s decision in
Parnell et al v. Presbytery of San Francisco, nullify the approval of
the Candidate’s ordination, and reject as unconstitutional any
interpretation of the Knox AI that would amend, negate, or supplement
texts of the Book of Order.

Dated: March 20, 2011 %MC// M%/
Mary Hol#f Naegeli @

ECTND Y P N

Bruce A. McIntosh
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CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE

I, Del T. McKay, hereby certify as follows:

On March 22, 2011, I served the following document(s) in the Matter of Parnell et. al. v. Preshytery
of San Francisco by certified mail, return receipt requested, to the persons set forth below:

APPELLANTS’ TRIAL BRIEF

The Rev. Gradye Parsons
Gradye.Parsons@pcusa.org

Office of the General Assembly
Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.)

100 Witherspoon Street

Louisville, KY 40202

Stated Clerk of the General Assembly

Reverend Wendy Warner
revwendywarner@sbcglobal.net
Synod of the Pacific

200 Kentucky Street, Suite B
Petaluma, CA 94952

Stated Clerk

Ms. Pamela Byers
pambyers@covenantnetwork.org

2515 Fillmore Street

San Francisco, CA 94115

Committee of Counsel for Presbytery of
San Francisco

As agreed upon by counsel during the trial phase, a courtesy copy of the Appellants’ Trial Brief
has been furnished by email to the above named as well as the persons set forth below:

Reverend Katherine Runyeon
krunyeon@sfpby.org

The Presbytery of San Francisco
2024 Durant Avenue

Berkeley, CA 94704

Stated Clerk

Reverend Robin Crawford
robinsoffice@sbcglobal .net

1750 Francisco Boulevard

Pacifica, CA 94044

Committee of Counsel for Presbytery of
San Francisco

37

Mr. Douglas Nave, Esq.
doug.nave@weil.com

c/o Weil Gotshal & Manges

767 Fifth Avenue,

New York, NY 10153

Committee of Counsel for Presbytery of
San Francisco

Certified by:
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