
Robert Li. I c o o ~  
210 E. Thud Street, Suite 304 
Royal Oak, hlI 48067 

Dear Bob, 

Thanks so much for answemg mny letter. You are nght, lt XI-ould be better to have been able to have 
thls &scusslon face to face; face-to-face dialogue often helps to ctjspel myths and msunderstan&ng. 
-4s n IS, thougl~, your letter ralses more quesuons than ~t answers. 

You suggest that I have "ultenor mo~x-es". bfy onlj motls-es ever hax-e been lot-e of the church, 
mcluhng the Jlnuochan Orthodox Chrlsuan ,irch&ocese of North ,\mrnca, ~ - h l c h  1s mv home, 
and the mtegriq- of the relationsh1~ between the North American archd~ocese a id  its mother 
church. I speak 0111~- for myself and am not aware of an! one tv11o adx-ocates, "re\-ersmg the dec~sro~l 
of the Holy S~nod".  In fact, my mtentlon 1s to urge that the Korth Aimencan archdtocese honor 
and comply i ~ t h  the decislon of rhe Holy Synod of inuoch ,  as the Hol! ST nod rendered it. It is the 
acuon proposed bj- the "Depaltment of Legal Affau-s" that \I-ould undermne mplelllentauon of 
that declslon Counung m!-self among those who TJ elcolned reacbng the news m the Word magazlne 
that the H o l ~  Sy nod of _lnuoch had finalh- approved an agreed upoil consutuuon for North 
A"ier~ca, I was stunned to read m Januaq that the Department of Legal -4ffalrs was attempung to 
sex-erse all that had been achiex-ed b~ ad\-ocatmg a course of acuon that 1% ould reject the authonts- of 
the H o l ~  ST nod. 

Your letter refers to "numerous errors, false assu~np~ons  and misunderstandings" but names not 
one. It is a fact that the 2003 Resolution of the Ho1.i S-nod requlred that the North American 
archbocese amend its constitution and submit that amended constitution ':fir appt-ozd. "Requiring 
approval includes the possibh6- that the doculnent would not be approved as it was submitted, but 
mould need adjustment 1-his is what happened. It is a fact that the Holy S p o d  receil-ed the 
document passed in Tulv and submitted to the October 2004 meeting of the Holy Synod attended by 
His Eminence hfetropolitan P l d p ,  but did not approve it exactl~ as it was draftid; instead the Holy 
S5-nod appro~~ed a version that took almost all of that good and thoughtful version passed in Tuly 
and corrected parts of it that chd not reflect the achlal provisions of the October 2003 resolution 
that spelled out the requlred provisions that defined the nature of the self-rule that mas granted. It is 
a fact that in October 2004 the Holy Synod of ,intioch appros-ed, signed and sealed a consutution 
for North America that varies somewhat from the constituuon passed it1 Pittsburgll in Jull; with the 
result that the earlier document as it mas sublnitted Iras superseded within the ecclesial contest, and 
therefore also as legal au tho r i~ ,  b>- the constin~tion appro\-ed by the 1301)- SJ-nod. 

There 1s no quesuon that the veralon of the coizstltutlon drafted In advance of the Pittsburgh speclal 
assembl: Included a pro~-ls~on that attempted to render ~t ~rnmechateh e f f e c ~ ~ e ,  but m fact, the 
process m mh~ch the north ,\merican a~chdlocese unde~stood itself to be engaged at that pomt \\as - .T  

toLloamg the ~"css!utxx nf October 2003, tx hlch 1-1s-i vls the H o l ~  S ~ n o d  of _inuoch, sd l  lequrted 
applox a1 of the H o l ~  Sx nod f o ~  the nem constltuuon to hax-e effecr ? Lcrc  axe t.;5 c? q~lthontles 
~ n ~ ~ o l ~ e d  here, the seculal author10 atid the eccleslal one The alchhocese has both a temporal 



institutional quality and a spiritual, ecclesial quali5-. ,Is the father of a priest, you understand el-en 
better than others that the Orthodox Church is first and foremost an ecclesial, herarclscal body. 
YVhile in the United States a church usually forms a legal corporauon in order to function as a legal 
entin., tlGs insututional character is in senrice to the lugher, Ltnmeasurablg- more important ecclesial 
character. The State of Nexs- York mav accept for filing documents that hare not followed the 
proper ecclesial steps required by the hierarchical structure of the church; this does not $1-e those 
documents ecclesial significance. 

You state that at the meeung of the general assembly m Los ,ingeles I spoke "agamst self-rule". In 
fact, my remarks, both at the meetlng of the board and from the floor of the assembly, were not 
"agamst self-rule" but expressed concern that the process being engaged b~ the North _\mencan 
archdiocese was unnecessardj- aggressive and potenually antagomsuc. Regrettablv, this has proven to 
be the case. Board m u t e s  x i d l  show that I roted "for" placmg the proposal on the agenda of the 
Los iingeles assembly, after recemmg assurances that the process xs ould be undertaken m a spuit of 
respectful dalogue. ,is ~t happens, I look fons-ard to full canonical Orthodox umt\- m North 
Xmersca and considered the result of the Holy . ST + nod m both the resoluuon of October 2003 as 
officlall~ rendered and the document approved bv the H o l ~  SJ-nod m October 2001 as providing an 
important \s~eU-reasoned translaon toward that end. Lly rnoul-e In mrltrng the letter of Alarch 30 mas 
to help to assure that no actlon is taken m North Xmerlca as a result of imsunderstanding that could 
effect schsmauc dl-islon from the canomcal Orthodox Church. hlj i~~otix~atlon 1s not to promote 
&I-lslon but to help prevent it. What is not clear 1s what mght  be the maul-e of the Department of 
Legal liffairs, mhlch I assume to be you and Charles ,Ijalat, in ad\-ismg the falthful of the North 
Xmerlcan arclid~ocese to reject the declslon taken bv the Holv Svnod of .lnuoch m October 2003. 

Your letter is long on its personal attack on me, a solitan- parishioner from New Jersey who has the 
temerin- to raise \%-hat seem to be serious concerns, but short on actually answering the issues raised. 

least you have encouraged the current trustees to ask their on-n questions, presumably before anj- 
irrevocable acuons are taken. The quesuon that stdl has not been ansn~ered is, "Why would the 
Department of Legal ,Iffairs, rather, why m-ould you and Charles, adl-ise the North American 
archdiocese to reject the &ect action of the H o l ~  , Synod . of Antioch that approved a new 
consutution for the Xorth American archdocese, a constituuon that is consistent xs-ith the 
pro\-isions of the resoluuon of the Holy Synod of ,Inuoch that granted self-rule, when the risk of 
doing so may be to effect dil-ision from the patriarchate of Anuocli?" If J-ou are sincerely hoping to 
assure continuin- of the relationship between the patriarchate and the archdiocese, then why 1s-oulld 
you advise such a provocation considering all that has taken place: the Ho1.i- , Smod , has granted self- 
rule, consecrated new bishops and approved a restructuring of the hTorth -%mencan archdiocese that 
allows doceses and diocesan bishops to take their place alongside their peers in other jurisdictions in 
preparation for full Orthodox unitv in North America. The spiritclal legacy of the Chuxrch of 
-Intioch is the greatest contribution we can offer as the Orthodox Christians in North ,lmerica 
move to\%-ards u n i ~ .  

Sincerely, 

Anne Glynn hlackoul 

Cc. H.E. hietropolitan PFiiLIP 
Dlocesan Blshops of the North ,\mencan ,Irchdocese 
hlembers of the Board of Trustees 


