
A recommendation concerning the latest separation policy for Coastal Carolina 

Presbytery which was approved at the June 2015 Presbytery Meeting: 

 

Section IV.  D. 10: 

 Remove the requirement that 2/3 of the current active membership be 

present for the vote to be taken.  Trust the Presbytery’s Pastoral and 

Negotiating Teams to oversee the process and determine that a valid 

number/percentage of the congregation is participating.  If a percentage to 

take the vote must be included, make it 51%.   

 

Rationale: 

1. If the Presbytery’s Pastoral Team has already discerned “that a large 

majority of the congregation desires to seek dismissal to another reformed 

body” and a vote is not allowed because a certain percentage was not 

present, there will be hard feelings toward Presbytery. 

2. Many churches do not keep their rolls “clean” and the percentage of truly 

active members could be less than 2/3.  It may be argued then, that churches 

should keep their rolls clean and if a vote is not allowed in this situation 

because the active roll is overstated, the fault lies with the local church.  It 

would be good to think about why the rolls may include people who are not 

active before reaching such a conclusion.   

Reasons could include the desire to keep peace in the church family 

resulting in the decision not to remove from the active roll:  a spouse of an 

active member even though the spouse has become inactive in the life of the 

church;  young adult children of active members until they decide to become 

active in other churches and request a letter of transfer or inform the church 

that they have joined another congregation;  members who are shut-ins or 

have moved to nursing homes or to a distant location to be cared for by 

family;  brothers or sisters of active members who have strong ties to the 

church but for whatever reason do not participate in the day-to-day 

activities.  (All of these are true at Cypress and probably at many older 

churches where families have attended for generations.)   

There is no benefit to the church to keep the names on the roll aside from 

avoiding the potential hurt feelings of part of the church family.  However, 



there is a benefit to Presbytery in that per capita giving is based on the 

number of names on the active roll. 

3. Even if a majority of at least 75% of the truly active members wishes to 

separate from the PCUSA, the minority could block this by not showing up 

to vote.  For instance, suppose a church had an active roll of 120 with 100 

truly active members.  Suppose then that 75 of these truly active members 

would like to leave the PCUSA.  If the 25 truly active members who did not 

want to leave the PCUSA stay home on the day of the vote, only 75 of 120 

members would be present to vote (62.5%).  Since this is not 2/3 of the 

active roll, according to the current policy, no vote would be taken.  This is 

not a “far-fetched” example and the possibility should be taken into 

consideration before making a requirement in the policy that would allow it. 

Perhaps, given the serious nature of the vote, everyone who is able would 

participate, no matter which way they would vote.  However, it may be that 

the easiest way to get the desired outcome (if you don’t want to separate) is 

to disallow the vote by not showing up. 

4. Removing the 2/3 requirement (or making it a percentage easily attained) 

would in essence require everyone to vote who wanted to have a say in the 

direction of their local church.  It would take away the incentive to disallow 

the vote by staying home.  It would show confidence on the part of 

Presbytery in the teams it sends to churches seeking to separate.  It would 

give local churches who, for reasons of conscience want to separate from the 

PCUSA, a little more of a feeling that Coastal Carolina Presbytery is making 

every effort to be truly gracious in this difficult situation. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted by Chris Stewart 

Elder at Cypress Presbyterian Church 


