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PLENARY SESSION I 
On Wednesday, October 20, 2010, at 12:35 p.m., following the celebration of the Divine 
Liturgy and the Prayer for the Opening of a Church Assembly, His Grace, the Right 
Reverend BENJAMIN, Bishop of San Francisco and the West, convened the 2010 
Assembly of the Diocese of the West at St. John of Damascus Church, Poway, CA, with 
the singing of “O Heavenly King.” 
 
Welcome and Introduction of Guests 
His Grace, Bishop BENJAMIN, welcomed the delegates, observers, and guests to the 
assembly and expressed gratitude to Archpriest Alexander Federoff and the clergy and 
faithful of St. John of Damascus Church for the hospitality they have offered as hosts of 
the annual assembly. 
 
Appointment of Assembly Officers and Secretariat 
Archpriest Ian MacKinnon, Chancellor, announced that Bishop BENJAMIN appointed 
Archpriest David Lowell to serve as clergy vice-chair and Dorothy Nowik to serve as lay 
vice-chair.  Priests John Strickland and Barnabas Powell were appointed to serve as the 
assembly secretariat.  
 
Review and Acceptance of Minutes of the 2009 Diocesan Assembly 
His Grace announced that the Diocesan Council had reviewed and accepted the minutes 
of the 2009 Diocesan Assembly. (see www.dowoca.org for 2009 Assembly minutes and 
all following addresses/reports) 
 
Project Mexico Presentation  
Jeff Bray, Executive Director of Project Mexico, spoke about opportunities to meet the 
needs of the poor in Tijuana, and encouraged the continued participation of our diocese in 
those efforts.   
 
Address of His Grace, Bishop BENJAMIN  
In his report, Bishop BENJAMIN expressed his gratitude to God that our diocese is so 
blessed.  He also expressed his gratitude to everyone for their generous contribution to 
the work of the Diocese.  His Grace further expressed his gratitude to the Chancellor, 
Deans, and Diocesan Council, to Mary Caetta, Diocesan Treasurer, and to his assistant at 
the diocesan center, Barry Migyanko. 
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Noting the recent repose of Archpriest Kirill Hartman, His Grace led the assembly in 
singing “Memory Eternal.” His Grace then welcomed archpriests, priests, and deacons 
new or returning to the diocese, including: Pr. Konstantin Gavrilkin (Christ the Savior in 
San Francisco, California), Pr. Roman Katyshev (Berkley, California), Pr. B. Khoury 
(Poway, California), Pr. Joseph Velez (Tacoma, Washington), Pr. Michael Boyle (Holy 
Trinity Cathedral in San Francisco, California), Pr. A. Tcherkassov (Christ the Savior in 
San Francisco - currently in China), Pr. Andrew Cuneo (Holy Protection in Santa Rosa, 
California), Dn. Nicholas Denysenko (Holy Virgin Mary Cathedral in Los Angeles, 
California), and Archdeacon Kirill Sokolov (Holy Trinity in San Francisco). Archpriest 
Nicolas Boldireff has been appointed acting rector of Holy Virgin Mary Cathedral in Los 
Angeles.  His Grace also recognized the presence of special guest Archpriest John 
Erickson, now residing in the territory of the diocese although retaining stavropegial 
attachment in view of his continuing service to the OCA as a whole.   
 
His Grace summarized certain events of the past year, including the North American 
Episcopal Assembly, which met to begin the work of resolving the situation of multiple 
jurisdictions on the same territory.  His Grace affirmed that the Holy Synod of the OCA 
would not support handing our Tomos of Autocephaly back to Moscow.  While noting 
that unity will require an evolution, he stated we must be servants of unity and not 
masters of it.  His Grace pointed to the healing of our relationship with the Russian 
Orthodox Church Outside Russia (ROCOR), and looked forward to the issuance of a 
formal resolution from our bilateral commission. Concerning his continued service as 
locum tenens of the Diocese of Alaska, His Grace noted the impossibility of giving his 
full attention to that diocese, and looks forward to a Special Assembly at which that 
diocese will nominate a candidate for the episcopate to the Holy Synod. Reaffirming his 
primary commitments to the needs of the Diocese of the West, he communicated the 
gratitude of the Diocese of Alaska for sharing our bishop with it. 
 
His Grace touched on the vitality of diocesan monasteries, expressing gratitude to Abbot 
Meletios of the Monastery of St. John of Shanghai and San Francisco in Manton, 
California for his hard work in continuing to build that community and for the high 
caliber of spiritual retreats offered to pilgrims by it.  He noted the perseverance of Mother 
Cassiana of Holy Protection Monastery in Lake George, Colorado, and encouraged 
delegates to patronize her bookstore.  His Grace noted the transformation of St. Barbara's 
Monastery in California into two communities: one in Santa Paula and one in Calistoga.  
His Grace mentioned also Our Lady of Kazan Skete in Santa Rosa, California, and 
thanked the chaplains who serve each of these communities. 
 
His Grace noted his recent addition to the Board of Trustees of Project Mexico, and looks 
forward to strengthening cooperation between our diocese and that institution.  He noted 
also the dissolving of the Russian Deanery, which though initially a good idea had 
effectively functioned to keep  parishes of that deanery in isolation.  Those communities 
have been transferred to their local, geographic deaneries, with the exception of Saint 
Vladimir Church in Santa Barbara, California, which was joined to the Mission Deanery.   
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Finally, His Grace anticipated the convening of the 16th All American Council (AAC) in 
Bellevue, Washington, on the territory of our diocese, the first time in history.  As the 
host of the AAC, the Diocese of the West will encourage the use of music and languages 
at the AAC’s divine services that are used here and in Alaska, such as Romanian, 
Hawaiian, Aleut, and Tlingit. His Grace hopes the proximity of that meeting site to 
Alaska will facilitate participation from that diocese, and that a new bishop for Alaska 
may be consecrated during the pilgrimage to Kodiak scheduled to follow the AAC.  
Participation in this pilgrimage is being encouraged by all who have the opportunity.  
 
Report of the Credentials Committee 
The Credential Committee reported the following attendance at the first Plenary Session: 
Hierarchs: 1     
Clergy delegates: 54  
Lay delegates: 42 
Observers: 14  
 
Presentation of Archpriest John Erickson 
His Grace introduced Archpriest John Erickson, who spoke on the subjects of 
autocephaly, the Chambessy meeting, Episcopal Assemblies, and the OCA.  In June 
2009, representatives of the fourteen, universally recognized autocephalous churches met 
at Chambessy, Switzerland under the auspices of the Patriarchate of Constantinople to 
resolve as soon as possible the anomaly of multiple jurisdictions in the "Diaspora."  This 
initial meeting established local Episcopal Assemblies, an initiative that produced mixed 
reviews.  Some lauded the vision, some expressed suspicion, and others were simply 
surprised at the question being raised at this time.  The Chambessy meeting picked up the 
stalled work of several preparatory meetings from the 1990s that intended to lay the 
groundwork for an up and coming "Great and Holy Council of the Orthodox Church."  
Draft documents at that time dealt with autocephaly, autonomy and how these are defined 
and proclaimed.  The critical issue of the 1990s deliberations - who issues a Tomos of 
Autocephaly - is still pending. 
 
How and why did the issue of the "Diaspora" come into the consideration of these Pre-
Conciliar Commissions?  The catalyst was the autocephaly of the OCA in 1970.  There 
was a long history of such Commissions prior to this time, when the Metropolia was in 
search of a Mother Church.  After its effort to come under Constantinople was rebuffed in 
the 1960s due to pressure from Moscow, the Metropolia's rapprochement with Moscow 
and subsequent autocephaly forced the question.  World Orthodoxy offered three 
responses to our autocephaly.  One third of the churches accept it, one third reject it, and 
one third takes a "wait and see" approach. 
 
The nature of topics on the agendas of various Pre-Conciliar Commissions up to this time 
led many to question whether a Council were truly necessary, but a new set of topics 
emerged after 1970, including the "Diaspora," autocephaly, autonomy and the diptychs.  
Commissions began by addressing the easier issues first, in hopes that early agreement 
might pave the way for compromise on subsequent, difficult issues.  The collapse of 
communism led to a new dynamic, however, as new tensions arose between 
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Constantinople and Moscow over the "Diaspora" in the Old World: Estonia, Moldova, 
etc.  Prospects of easy success faded. 
 
The new round of meetings in the 1990s began with Background Reports that laid out the 
starting points of various churches.  The Romanian position is that each national Mother 
church has the right to govern its own "diaspora," wherever it may reside and whatever 
jurisdiction it may have temporarily come under.  The Greek Churches rely on a 
particular interpretation of Chalcedon Canon 28, with its reference to "the barbarians." 
Constantinople asserts that only it has the right of jurisdiction outside the Church’s 
historic territorial boundaries.  The Greeks conclude that only an Ecumenical Council has 
the prerogative to grant autocephaly.  Moscow, Antioch, and certain other churches reject 
the Greek interpretation of Chalcedon 28, holding that each mission should be evaluated 
on its own terms and granted autocephaly from its own Mother church.  According to this 
model, each Mother church would grant autocephaly to its daughter entities abroad, 
which would then coalesce into united, local churches.  
 
The Pre-Conciliar Commission chose not to recognize any of the background reports, but 
to defer such deliberations to the future.  Now, fifteen years after those meetings, 
consensus still hasn’t been attained.  A current draft text foresees the consent and 
advocacy of a Mother church for autocephaly, followed by wider consensus overseen by 
Constantinople before the ultimate granting of a Tomos.  The text as it now stands 
envisions a best-case scenario, wherein a pan-Orthodox consensus would be expressed by 
the unanimous consent of the autocephalous churches.  The text deals with procedures for 
accession to autocephaly, but fails to define what autocephaly is. 
 
Some assume autocephaly implies a national church (Romanian), others conceive of it as 
entailing an independent state (Polish, Finnish).  How has the OCA understood the term?  
Our own texts from the 1990s invoke a functional understanding, emphasizing normalcy 
of church order and organization.  There is an assumption that other Mother churches will 
give their daughters autocephaly, and these bodies will merge into one.  In a letter to the 
Ecumenical Patriarch, for example, the OCA Synod of Bishops in 1993 stated that the 
OCA sees itself as a transitional structure, and doesn't claim jurisdiction over all other 
churches here.  As the OCA was preparing to discuss the definition of autocephaly with 
Constantinople in the mid-90s, that church became entangled in its own, political 
problems. 
 
Returning to the work of Chambessy, seven Episcopal Assemblies in the "Diaspora" have 
convened thus far.  Their only concrete fruit has been fellowship between bishops.  The 
euphoria has faded, and frustration over the slow pace of organization has set in.  Twelve 
committees were to have been formed to do the heavy lifting of unity, much of which 
involved taking over the responsibilities of SCOBA, but so far, no committee has begun 
to function.  Their members have not even been appointed.  Yet, various canonical and 
practical issues demand attention. 
 
How ought we to receive converts?  What is the proper form of marriage?  How are 
clergy to be judged for infractions?  Stark differences exist not only between 



 5 

jurisdictions, but among differing parts of the same jurisdiction.  When a couple is 
received into Orthodoxy as already married in one parish, then told by the priest of a 
different parish when they move that they are not married, scandal arises.  How much 
authority will the Episcopal Assembly have to address these issues?  If a cleric appeals a 
judgment, to whom will he appeal?  He is likely to still be directed to a Mother 
patriarchate, rather than to a local synod. Such inconsistencies and anomalies will need to 
be addressed by the Episcopal Assembly. 
 
Another key issue is the process for selecting bishops, which various tremendously.  In 
the OCA, diocesan bishops are nominated by diocesan assemblies and elected by the 
Holy Synod, while the primate is nominated by the All American Councils and elected by 
the Synod. Thus the process remains local. According to the practice of the Antiochian 
Archdiocese, auxillary bishops are nominated and elected locally, but only the patriarch 
chooses a primate from among three candidates nominated here. In the Greek 
Archdiocese, diocesan metropolitans are elected by Constantinople from three candidates 
presented by the Eparchial Synod, while the primate is chosen only by the Synod of 
Constantinople.  Only in the OCA does the process begin and end here, in North 
America.  These distinctions are important for legal reasons.  Since United States courts 
recognize the principle of deference, the highest authority in any church is the final 
authority in that church, even if located abroad. 
 
The Episcopal Assembly is envisioned as a temporary body until a "strictly canonical" 
entity can be formed, yet the meanings of "canonical" and "uncanonical" are nebulous.  
The texts thus far imply that the biggest obstacle to canonicity is having two bishops with 
the same title, but the principle of territoriality should not be the sole criterion of 
canonicity.  If the aim of the Episcopal Assembly is unity, then titles alone are not the 
key.  There needs to be a conciliar, synodal structure under a primate, leading to oneness 
of mind, or “common position” on normative church life in the region of its jurisdiction.  
This requires adequate methods for maintaining mutual accountability between local 
bishops.  The current Episcopal Assembly is much like SCOBA, an advisory body with 
the imprimatur of the fourteen, universally recognized autocephalous churches (who 
remain the ultimate points of reference in any real decisions).  The Assembly has much to 
accomplish in the short term, but shouldn't forget the longer-term goal of unity.  With 
that, Archpriest John opened the floor to discussion. 
 
Priest Nicholas Kime (Port Townsend, Washington) asked about statements from Bishop 
Hilarion Alfeyev expressing support of the Russian Orthodox Church for the OCA.  How 
real is that support?  The support is indeed very public, Archpriest John replied, but it is 
unclear whether Moscow means the same thing by autocephaly that we do.  His Grace 
added that Moscow cannot speak for us, since their vicar bishop for the US isn't 
conversant in English.  They don't know us well enough to speak on our behalf.  
Archpriest John concurred that "diaspora" bishops are primarily allegiant to Old World 
patriarchs, and often see their assignments abroad as stepping-stones toward something 
better back home. 
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Archpriest John Dresko observed that the OCA was excluded from the Chambessy 
meeting, expressed concern that the OCA doesn't seem to have a voice in such 
discussions, and noted that other jurisdictions can't even understand why we'd expect to.  
He argued we shouldn't allow any solution to be imposed on us, particularly if it fails to 
recognize our identity.  Archpriest John responded that even the Greeks now place the 
term "Diaspora" in quotes or place the qualifier “so-called” before it, which is a measure 
of progress.  His Grace addressed recent blows to the public image of the OCA, noting 
that the rest of world Orthodoxy is looking at us closely.  Our weaknesses are more easily 
seen, but we're also showing we can deal with bad things openly rather than sweeping 
them under the rug.  Archpriest John noted it's discouraging that global Orthodoxy 
regards concepts like transparency and accountability as dirty words. 
 
P. Ritchie (Livermore, California) questioned why there is a lack of urgency for unity, 
and a lack of cohesion in theory and practice.  Archpriest John responded that there's less 
urgency now than there once was.  Part of this has to do with broader, sociological 
changes.  There was once a greater sense of American identity among Orthodox, many of 
whom were “hyphenated Americans,” that is, who placed their Old World heritage 
second to their American identity. With large levels of recent immigration since the fall 
of communism this is less the case today.  Archpriest Stephen Meholick (San Anselmo, 
CA) wondered what it is about Eastern Christians that lead us to greater fractiousness 
than others, noting that Eastern Rite Catholics are just as jurisdictionally divided.  
Archpriest John replied that it’s a human trend, but some are just more human than 
others. 
 
Priest Konstantin Gavrilkin (Christ the Savior in San Francisco) pointed out that it took 
Constantinople 150 years to recognize Moscow's autocephaly, and that the Georgian 
church was long suppressed before re-emerging.  What counts is an actual presence on 
the ground.  He urged more effective ministry to immigrants, especially as these now go 
back and forth between the Old World and the New.  Archpriest John replied that 
Moscow's seizure of autocephaly from Constantinople is an inapplicable precedent 
because it depended on a state endorsement.  The First Amendment means anyone can 
establish an Orthodox church here.  The lack of state sponsorship makes Orthodox 
cooperation all the more necessary.  Priest Gabriel Seamore (Hesperia, California) noted 
that we no longer believe in a melting pot, and pressures to assimilate have abated.  
Archpriest John concurred that people are now emphasizing ethnic roots. 
 
Break 
 
Diocesan Website Redesign 
Archpriest John Dresko briefly detailed the new design of the diocesan website, and 
encouraged feedback. 
 
Metropolitan Council Report 
Archpriest Matthew Tate (Milwaukie, Oregon) and Subdeacon. Dmitri Solodow (Holy 
Trinity in San Francisco), our diocesan representatives, presented their report on recent 
activities of the Metropolitan Council (MC).  Subdn. Dmitri, our diocesan lay 
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representative, reviewed legal matters, sexual misconduct policy issues, the return of 
Alaksan lands to the Diocese of Alaska, the 16th AAC and the place of the OCA in 
Orthodox unity.  He further noted the evolution of the atmosphere at Council meetings, 
and the growth of conciliarity and trust.  Archpriest Matthew our diocesan clergy 
representative, followed.  He described a complete change in the culture of the MC 
during the six year period of his two terms, from an ineffective body characterized by 
secrecy and rubber-stamping, to one where a crisis demanded a growing maturity, to one 
of openness and cooperation today.  He described efforts to bring about fiscal good order 
and transparency, and is proud of budgets now balanced and a debt slowly being 
amortized.  He praised the new OCA Treasurer, Melanie Ringa, and noted the advantage 
of having a layperson in that role. He also commended the work of Greg Nescott and Fr. 
John Reeves. He described progress in accounting and record keeping that will facilitate 
more thorough audits, and expressed hope that expenses could be trimmed by moving the 
chancery to a more economical location when circumstances allow. The audit for 2010 
will be complete and unambiguous. At the present time, expenses cannot be cut any 
further, given the cost of doing business on Long Island, and the Fair Share will have to 
stay at its present level.  Ongoing challenges include the relationship between the MC 
and the Holy Synod, the MC and the Metropolitan, and the MC and the AAC.  On this 
latter point, he noted that MC representatives elected at the AAC have no diocesan 
mandate or constituency once elected, whereas certain constituencies (seminaries, 
monasteries) have no representatives.  Mary Caetta (Port Townsend, Washington) 
questioned how the current level of funding to Syosset can be maintained based on the 
head tax if the number of heads is decreasing.  Archpriest Matthew replied that the 
numbers balance out between growth and loss. Nevertheless, the upcoming AAC will 
need to begin consideration of a new system for financially supporting Syosset. His 
Grace expressed gratitude to Archpriest Matthew for two terms of service, and expressed 
concern at losing his influence on the MC. 
 
FOCUS North America Presentation 
Ryan Alex, local director of FOCUS (Fellowship of Orthodox Christians United to 
Serve) North America, spoke about opportunities to serve via that ministry.  He described 
how local, pan-Orthodox cooperation in San Diego is enabling a 6-day soup kitchen to 
stay open 7 days, and 85-100 people to be fed one more day a week.  He also described 
efforts in Orange County, California to provide meals to "homeless" people living in 
motels. 
 
Strategic Plan - Session I 
Subdeacon Dmitri Solodow, DOW lay delegate to the Metropolitan Council (MC) 
offered a presentation on the current draft of the OCA Strategic Plan (SP).  He began by 
describing the background of the Strategic Planning Committee (SPC), whose purpose 
was to address the organizational and systemic failures that led to the recent crisis in the 
OCA, and help the church heal.  The SPC was appointed from volunteers at an MC 
meeting.  It's only parameters were the canons.   
 
The goals of the SP are to define who we are where we're going and how we get there, 
and create an underlying culture of leadership and the structures to achieve this.  
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Noteworthy challenges include the nominal religiousness of our culture, declining church 
membership, loss of trust in church institutions, and loss of the zeal and sense of direction 
we had in the 1970s.  Opportunities include a new Metropolitan and dynamic hierarchs 
with a new vision and no connection to previous scandals, a pent up desire for new 
leadership and vision, historic steps toward Orthodox unity, and a culture searching for 
spiritual direction.  Core elements of the SP address who we are, as well as where we're 
going (including internal renewal and growth, outreach to the needy, and movement 
towards Orthodox unity).  Goals and strategies include rededication to the Gospel and 
revitalization of parish life, encountering and challenging contemporary culture and 
mores, and fostering evangelization (keeping websites updated, encouraging parishioners 
to invite their circle of relationships, improving how we receive visitors).  The SPC chose 
not to address any revision of the OCA Statute because they didn't wish to go too far too 
fast, and felt it was better to build trust and confidence based on limited successes before 
pursuing bigger challenges in the future.  As the Draft SP is presented to various dioceses 
and institutions of the OCA, feedback is being solicited.  What additional concerns do 
people have?  What particular projects would individual dioceses like to develop and 
showcase to others (diocesan banks, clergy mentoring, etc.)?  Parishes will also be asked 
for input.  A revised SP will be submitted to the Holy Synod for their blessing, after 
which it will be presented to the 16th AAC.  Doctor Solodow opened the floor to 
discussion. 
 
Mary Caetta expressed frustration that the SP doesn't go to the next step by providing 
concrete details, measures of progress, and timeliness for specific goals to be met.  She 
suggested more specifics are needed.  Archpriest Matthew Tate characterized the draft SP 
as disappointingly vague and generic.  Archpriest John Pierce (Tacoma, Washington) 
declared he couldn't support this SP because a much deeper look at the structure of the 
church is needed in order to find out what got us into this crisis in the first place.  The 
present response seems to be merely "Do more ministries."  Priest Anthony Jacobs 
(Sonora, California) decried the lack of specifics in the SP, characterizing it as simply 
stating we should "do good and not do bad."  Concrete proposals were needed to explain 
how it is that we're supposed to do good rather than bad.  More specific issues need to be 
dealt with.  Doctor Solodow asked what he would like to see that he's not seeing.  Priest 
Anthony suggested a look at the structure of the OCA and its financing. 
 
Priest John Tomasi (Culver City, California) described the SP as not being a call to action 
and containing nothing moving.  It is a mere mission statement with a bureaucracy and 
fails to translate the dynamic optimism of the 15th AAC.  Reader John Simmons 
(Saratoga, CA) criticized the lack of an examination of the talents of local people in 
formulating a centralized plan.  Priest Damian Kuolt (Tempe, Arizona) called the SP 
neither strategic, nor a plan because it fails to accomplish anything and requires no 
specific actions to be taken.  Priest Konstantin Gavrilkin (Christ the Savior in San 
Francisco, California) felt that the presentation lacked specifics and would therefore be 
incomprehensible and irrelevant to the laity.  Parishioners will not understand or support 
it because it contains nothing concrete that they can identify with.  There is no blueprint 
for parish life, ministry or structures. 
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His Grace characterized the SP as suggesting that each diocese pick a special ministry 
project and show the other dioceses how it's done.  It fails to address fundamental, 
structural issues, such as the nature and function of the AAC, and whether it should be a 
legislative body, or more like a Parish Life Conference.  Archpriest John Dresko (Las 
Vegas, NV) stated that having dioceses pick projects is something other than a strategic 
plan.  He observed that structural issues are real concerns, but that no one on the parish 
level cares about the MC, the AAC or similar entities because they're so far removed 
from their lives.  He also noted that vision and inspiration cannot be legislated.  They 
grow organically.  His Grace noted that we do not need an SP to accomplish projects like 
continuing education for clergy. 
 
Archpriest John Pierce pointed out that the draft SP doesn't address any of the issues that 
the Special Investigative Committee (SIC) thought we ought to have an SP for in the first 
place, such as structural and statutory issues.  Priest Laurence Cleenewerck (Eureka, 
California) stated that the ecclesiological model assumed by the SP is a flawed one.  He 
argued that the OCA is not "the Church," but that the Church is the local diocese, under 
its bishop.  Priest Yousuf Rassam (Tarzana, California) expressed dismay at the 
assumption that a "real" Orthodox church must be a church belonging to an Orthodox 
nation.  He is concerned that public statements by our leaders make the OCA seem soft 
on its own autocephaly. He decried the parochialism of parishioners who have little 
concept of what a diocese is and think in terms of mainly their parish and Syosset. 
 
Presentation of Nominees and Election of Diocesan Council Members and 
Metropolitan Council Representatives 
Archpriest Matthew Tate reviewed the need to elect two clergy and two lay 
representatives to the DC, and one clergy and one lay representative to the MC.  He 
stated that the lay representative must be present as a delegate from their parish in order 
to be eligible for nomination.  A question arose concerning the eligibility of Mary Caetta, 
who was not attending as her parish's official lay delegate, but as a lay representative to 
the DC completing her term of office.  His Grace and Archpriest John Dresko, the 
parliamentarian, concluded that since anyone eligible to vote at the Assembly could be 
elected to office, and since Mary Caetta was eligible to vote by virtue of her office as a 
DC lay representative, she was indeed eligible for nomination to a second term on the 
DC.   
 
On behalf of the Nominations Committee, Archpriest Matthew presented the nominations 
of Priests Christopher Swanson (Poulsbo, Washington) and John Strickland (Kirkland, 
Washington) as DC clergy representatives, and Dorothy Nowik (Seattle, Washington) 
and Mary Caetta (Port Townsend, Washington) as DC lay representatives.  There were no 
nominations from the floor.  Archpriest Matthew then presented the nominations of 
Archpriest David Lowell as MC clergy representative, and Dr. Dimitri Solodow for a 
second term as MC lay representative.  Since there were again no nominations from the 
floor, and no need to print ballots, Archpriest John Dresko moved to accept the nominees 
by acclamation.  Archpriest John Pierce seconded.  The nominees were elected 
unanimously. 
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PLENARY SESSION II 
His Grace, Bishop BENJAMIN opened the second Plenary Session of the 2010 Diocesan 
Assembly on Thursday, October 21, 2010, at 9:00 a.m., with the singing of “O Heavenly 
King.” 
 
Presentation of Proposed Bylaws Changes 
Dorothy Nowik introduced Archpriest John Dresko, who made the presentation on behalf 
of the Bylaws Committee, whose full report was previously published.   
 
The following articles in the diocesan bylaws were discussed. Regarding Article IV.3 (to 
alter “have the rights” to “may”), the intent was to use more appropriate, churchly 
language.  Regarding Article IV.4 (to strike the first sentence), the intent was to use 
clearer English.  Regarding Article IV.6 (to give the Diocesan Assembly the power to 
extend the term of a Metropolitan Council member), the Committee recommended that 
no change be made to the existing rule.  Article V.1 would be changed to make diocesan 
deans ex officio members of the Diocesan Council and thereby give them the power to 
vote on that body. This change would require removing V.11 as redundant.  Regarding 
Article V.14, it was recommended that the seal in question actually be described, or that 
reference to its description be struck. 
 
Archpriest John Dresko offered to move the changes one at a time to facilitate discussion.  
He then moved the change to IV.3.  Doctor Dmitri Solodow seconded.  The motion 
passed.  He moved the change to IV.4.  Reader John Butcher seconded.  The motion 
passed.   
 
Regarding the proposed change to Article IV.6, which the Committee did not endorse, 
Archpriest John made no motion.  He noted that the lack of a motion would preserve the 
status quo, leaving IV.6 as is and fulfilling the Committee's recommendation that no 
change be made.  Doctor Solodow, despite voicing rejection of any change to IV.6, 
moved to make the change.  He hoped by doing so to allow discussion.  There was no 
second.  Doctor Solodow withdrew the motion after being assured that discussion would 
be permitted despite the absence of any motion. 
 
Archpriest John noted that the inspiration for changing IV.6, and allowing an ad hoc 
extension of an MC representative's term, was the desire to keep Archpriest Matthew 
Tate on the MC during this crucial time.  It seemed to the Committee a poor precedent to 
change our bylaws to address such a unique situation, however.  When it became clear 
that Archpriest Matthew could continue to serve the MC as a consultant, the point 
became moot.  His Grace noted that we may need to stagger MC elections in the future to 
keep from having two inexperienced representatives come on at the same time.  
Archpriest John stated we could address this as a broader philosophy, but without making 
such a major change in this one case.  No action was taken. 
 
Archpriest John then moved the change to V.1.  Doctor Solodow seconded.  The motion 
passed.  He moved to strike V.11.  Priest Michael Anderson seconded.  The motion 
passed.  Barry Migyanko stated he would follow up on the question of the diocesan seal. 
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Report of the Credentials Committee 
Dorothy Nowik noted the Credentials Committee report relating the following attendance 
at the second Plenary Session: 
Hierarchs: 1   
Clergy delegates: 42   
Lay delegates: 36 
Observers: 11  
 
Review and Acceptance of Treasurer’s Report 
His Grace began by intoning "Many Years" to Diocesan Treasurer Mary Caetta on the 
occasion of her 32nd wedding anniversary, after which she presented her report.  She 
noted recent internal and partial external audits (the latter being completed in September, 
2010), gave breakdowns of expenses and income, and detailed the status of various loans. 
The results of these audits are posted on the diocesan website. Furthermore, monthly 
financial reports may also be found on the website.  
 
His Grace suggested that since the Life-Giving Springs Retreat Center is incorporated 
separately from the diocese, and a financial cloud currently surrounds it, we ought to put 
a lien on the property so we can recoup funds if the county seizes and auctions it.  She 
noted that with the approval of the Diocesan Council funds from the Point Reyes sale 
have been used to assist in the building projects of our monasteries in Manton and Santa 
Paula. Mary noted difficulties in finding reasonable ways to invest funds, given low 
interest rates.  She also left open the possibility of a full, external audit should anyone 
request one via a motion.  She noted that all parishes are currently experiencing financial 
difficulties as a result of the recession, and detailed how parishes are invoiced for the 
Diocesan Percentage Assessment (DPA). She urged parish rectors and treasurers to work 
together to assure that Fair Share numbers are accurately calculated each year. No 
corrections to these reported numbers may be made after November 1. Also, parish 
financial reports must be submitted to the Diocesan Treasurer’s office January 31 each 
year. This year, each parish will be required to submit with its financial report a special 
summary sheet, which will be distributed in advance. Mary also observed that in 2012 all 
non-profit organizations (such as parishes) will be legally obligated to issue a special 
1099 form to any vendors performing work for them. 
 
Priest Damian Kuolt inquired whether all parishes are following the same standard when 
it comes to labeling certain funds "restricted."  Mary replied that no parish is perfect in its 
reporting, but all should know where to improve so that they can keep their parishioners 
better informed about finances.  As to how restricted funds may be used, Mary explained 
that while they can be dipped into, there must be a plan for how and when to replenish 
them.  His Grace elaborated that if a parish council decides certain funds should be 
designated for a particular project, that's less binding than the conditions a donor might 
place on a donation.  Those conditions must be respected.  Priest Michael Anderson 
suggested a parish finance workshop, so that many of these questions could be answered 
without repetition.  Archpriest John Dresko noted the diocesan website has a Help for 
Parish Treasurers section. 
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"A Parish Tithe" Presentation 
Archpriest Matthew Tate reviewed efforts to transition from the Fair Share head tax to a 
system of tithing for the support of Syosset.  He began by noting the need more 
information, and described a recent meeting with the Treasurer of the Diocese of the 
South as a step in that direction.  Whatever difficulties may be involved, tithing would be 
both more efficient and more biblical.  In the South, parishes tithe on every income 
source, including gifts and building funds.  If we as a diocese were to move to a tithe to 
Syosset, the current system of parish assessments (which includes the 9% DPA, minus 
certain income sources, plus the Fair Share) would become a flat, 10% DPA without 
restrictions.  He urged parishes to look at what they're now giving, versus what they 
would be giving under the new system. 
 
Priest Damian Kuolt asked whether restricted funds would be subject to the tithe.  He 
observed the possibility that this could be a disincentive for potential donors. Archrpriest 
Matthew noted restrictions made by donors must be respected, but that donors should not 
be directed to place restrictions on the use of their gifts in order to manipulate the rules. 
 
Archpriest John Pierce asked whether funds controlled by parish sisterhoods would be 
subject to the tithe.  Archpriest Matthew stated everything has to be on the table.  Mary 
Caetta added that sisterhood and other equity funds must be included in financial 
statements already, since these entities are part of your corporations.  Archpriest Matthew 
reminded us not to allow parish bookstore profits to build up, as these become subject to 
IRS reporting if they surpass $1,000. 
 
Subdeacon Dmitri Solodow asked whether the tithe would decrease if a parish's income 
falls.  It will.  He asked whether the South uses tithe funds to make loans available.  Yes, 
but their process is too byzantine to duplicate.  Our diocesan loan program will be more 
straightforward, with extra funds in the diocesan budget being used for loans. 
 
Matushka M. Henry (Lake Havasu City, Arizona) asked if there would be a uniform form 
for tracking monthly tithes to the diocese.  There would.  Archpriest Matthew noted how 
far we already are along that path because we, like the South, require parishes to report 
their income to the diocese.  Other dioceses require no such reporting. 
 
Priest Michael Anderson noted that his mission's maturation involved some major, one-
time income spikes, and the tithe would hit such communities hard.  Archpriest Matthew 
noted those times are only seasons, and we must keep in mind the larger picture.  His 
Grace noted that the tithe could be spread out over a longer time period to even out 
assessments on such income spikes. 
 
P. Ritchie (Livermore, California) noted that some parishes require you to pay your share 
of the head tax to be a member in good standing, and raised the need to re-educate people 
about stewardship.  His Grace stated that people have to know giving a dollar a week isn't 
biblical, nor are we a dues-paying organization like the Lions' Club.  Even the tithe is the 
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minimal amount envisioned by Scripture.  Archpriest John Dresko added that true giving 
only starts when you surpass 10%.  Deacon Serafim McFarland (Billings, Montana) 
shared that from his Baptist upbringing through his conversion in the Evangelical 
Orthodox Church (EOC), tithing was emphasized for all people.  Finances were initially 
stellar in his EOC parish, but people stopped tithing the longer they were Orthodox.  
Archpriest Matthew Tate affirmed that the diocesan tithe sends the right message of 
responsibility to parishes and parishioners.  Returning to an earlier point, Archpriest 
Stephen Meholick asked how many parishes require parishioners to pay their head tax 
outright.  Eight or so do.  Priest Konstantin Gavrilkin suggested parish bylaws be 
modified to require tithing. 
 
James, the lay delegate from Delta, Colorado asked how you effectively budget for a 
tithe.  Archpriest Matthew replied that you encourage people to give their first fruits - the 
first ten of very $100.  Archpriest John Pierce rephrased the question.  The head tax is at 
least reliable.  If you have 100 people, you know how much you'll have to work with.  To 
budget for a tithe, you can only look at trends over time. 
 
Ivana the lay delegate from Tarzana, California asked how many parishes use pledge 
envelopes.  Responses were evenly split.  She also asked whether all parishes could be 
required to report their income using exactly the same standards, so all are fairly 
assessed.  Mary Caetta responded that such uniformity is impossible in a line-item 
fashion, as parishes are all different, but that all categories should be comparable. 
 
Archpriest Leo Arrowsmith (Livermore, California) asked what advantage envelopes 
have over pledge forms.  Archpriest Matthew replied that you get more with envelopes.  
Archpriest John Dresko added that envelopes are easier to track, and you can have them 
mailed to parishioners directly so they're reminded of their responsibility.  Emily Lorelli 
(Kirkland, Washington) asked where to get such envelopes.   
 
Priest Laurence Cleenewerck suggested a distinction be made between the salaries of 
priests who support themselves, and those who're salaried by their parishes.  His Grace 
stated standards should be kept the same. 
 
Break 
 
Raphael House Presentation 
Priest Michael Boyle, new executive director of Raphael House, spoke about 
opportunities to serve via that ministry.  He referred to the inspiration his own family had 
received by participating in Project Mexico, and described the inspiration that Raphael 
House has given both those who've lived and those who've labored there.  Interns are 
welcome, and small stipends are available. 
 
Report on Diocesan Loan Program 
Dorothy Nowik introduced Archpriest Ian MacKinnon to speak on the Orthodox Church 
Capital Improvement Fund (OCCIF).  Father Ian underlined that this program would 
extend loans to communities in the diocese using funds in the diocese, rather than going 
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through banks and paying their high rates. A meeting of the programs planners is 
scheduled for December, 2010. 
 
Presentation of 2011 Proposed Budget  
Dorothy Nowik reviewed the proposed 2011 Diocesan Budget, which was prepared by 
the diocesan Finance and Investment Committee (Archpriest Matthew Tate, Dorothy 
Nowik, and Dmitri Solodow) and which had previously been approved for presentation 
by the Diocesan Council.  Dorothy highlighted the changes reflected from the previous 
(2010) budget.  Maha Estephon (Freemont, California) asked a question regarding 
mission priest stipends (which are given to a new, mission priest in an amount that 
decreases annually over three years). Another question was raised about and the drop in 
funds budgeted for the website. Archpriest John Dresko answered that the new 
webmaster, Orthodox Web Solutions, will not charge the diocese.  Priest Christopher 
Swanson moved to adopt the proposed budget.  Archpriest John Pierce seconded.  The 
motion carried unanimously. 
 
All American Council 
Archpriest John Pierce (Tacoma, Washington), local clergy chair for the 16th AAC, 
briefed the Assembly on preparations.  He noted the opportunities for pilgrimages to 
Holy Trinity Church in Wilkeson (which was founded by Saint Tikhon), St. Spiridon's in 
Seattle, St. Nicholas ROCOR cathedral (where St. John Maximovitch reposed), and 
Kodiak.  He noted also the enthusiastic anticipation of the entire, pan-Orthodox 
community of the Puget Sound region.  He hoped to showcase local talents, and to 
welcome participants from Alaska.  The 2011 Diocesan Assembly will be held 
immediately prior to the AAC. 
 
Nomination of Auditors 
Archpriest Matthew Tate proposed that Archpriest David Brum and Maha Estephon, both 
veteran auditors, be appointed now, and that the Diocesan Council appoint a third auditor 
in due course.  Archpriest John Dresko so moved.  Archpriest David Lowell seconded.  
The motion passed. 
 
PLENARY SESSION III 
 
Martha & Mary House Presentation 
Sarah Elisabeth Oftendal described the need for an effective ministry to those in crisis 
pregnancies, and those recovering from abortions.  She described opportunities to 
participate in such ministry via Martha & Mary House. She also invited delegates to the 
Assembly to visit the House in nearby Escondido. 
 
Strategic Plan - Session II 
Doctor Dmitri Solodow thanked the Assembly for their frank discussion and critiques of 
the draft SP, noting how valuable it was to hear where the SPC had missed the mark.  
Keeping in mind the draft as it now stands, he asked the Assembly to consider what we 
want the SPC to know about our particular aptitudes as a diocese when it comes to 
ministries, and what projects we might like to take on. 
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Archpriest Matthew Tate suggested an ad hoc committee be appointed by Bishop 
Benjamin to formulate and articulate the consensus of our diocese.  His Grace reiterated 
that the present SP contains too much information and too little action.  What we need are 
a series of concrete proposals regarding changes to the Statute of the OCA, so that we can 
at least discuss come specific policies.  Matushka Mariamne Jones (Delta, Colorado) 
asked that an online forum be created to facilitate feedback on the SP from the whole 
church.  His Grace again observed that the current SP is far too amorphous and devoid of 
concrete proposals.  Until such proposals exist, there is little of substance to discuss.  
Archpriest Matthew Tate suggested His Grace appoint a committee to work on such 
recommendations.  He offered the following resolution: "His Grace shall appoint a 
committee to formulate recommendations for the SP, which shall be reviewed by the 
Diocesan Council and placed on the diocesan website for comment prior to further 
revision and final submission to the SPC."  Priest Christopher Swanson (Poulsbo, 
Washington) seconded. 
 
With that resolution on the floor, Archpriest John Pierce offered the following 
amendment as a preamble: "Whereas this Assembly understands that the original purpose 
of the SPC was to address underlying statutory issues, and not merely to formulate a 
blueprint for church ministries, projects and programs, this Assembly rejects the draft of 
the SPC."  Priest Damian Kuolt seconded.  Mary Caetta asked Archpriests Tate and 
Pierce if they were willing to have their resolutions combined into a single resolution.  
They agreed.  Discussion followed. 
 
Mr. Ritchie (Livermore, California) urged that the draft SPC not be rejected outright, 
because it has a worthy vision even if short on specifics.  Archpriest John Pierce replied 
that as a response to the work of the SIC, this SP represents a fundamental disconnect.  
An appropriate response must entail an examination of underlying statutory issues.  
Archpriest David Lowell (Denver, Colorado) expressed support for Archpriest John 
Pierce's interpretation of the original mandate of the SPC. 
 
Archdeacon Kirill Sokolov (San Francisco, California) admonished that given the heated 
and sometimes distorted tone of recent discussions in our church, words like "reject" are 
unhelpful.  He suggested any resolution critiquing the SP be more diplomatically worded. 
 
Matushka Mariamne returned to her earlier suggestion and clarified that the online, 
public feedback period should be understood to imply input on statutory changes.  Emily 
Lorelli (Kirkland, Washington) noted that the emphasis on ministries and programs in the 
draft SP might distract people from recalling the original mandate of the SPC, which was 
to respond to the breakdown in administration. 
 
Archpriest John Pierce expressed appreciation for Archdeacon Kirill Sokolov's 
suggestion that the wording of any criticisms be expressed in a more irenic tone.  He 
invited someone to offer an appropriate modification. 
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Mr. C. Grant (Port Townsend, WA), returning to the idea of an online forum for 
feedback, requested that there be guidelines as to what particular points the forum was 
seeking comments on. 
 
Priest Constantine Gavrilkin suggested that the preamble to the resolution be changed to: 
"Whereas this Diocesan Assembly finds the draft of the SP unsatisfactory…" 
 
Archpriest John Pierce withdrew his amendment to Archpriest Matthew Tate's resolution, 
and the two submitted the following, reworded resolution: "With all due respect to the 
SPC and its considerable efforts, we wish to state that we feel that the current plan very 
much misses the original intent and commission from the SIC.  To this end, the Diocese 
of the West will submit its thoughts and recommendations to the SPC."  Priest 
Christopher Swanson seconded.  The resolution passed unanimously. 
 
Report of the Credentials Committee 
The Credentials Committee handed the secretariat the following report for the Third 
Plenary Session: 
Hierarchs: 1    
Clergy delegates: 35 
Lay delegates: 31 
Observers: 6  
 
Adjournment  
Archdeacon Kirill Sokolov moved to adjourn the 2010 Assembly of the Diocese of the 
West.  Archpriest Alexander Federoff seconded.  The motion passed unanimously.  The 
Assembly was adjourned at 2:30 p.m. with the singing of “It Is Truly Meet.” 


