From:
The Rev. Dennis Andrews, D.D., F.C.A. 

To:
Members of the Canadian House of Bishops (see attached list)

Sent:
The Day of Pentecost—Whit Sunday—May 23rd , 2010

Subject:
General Synod (Halifax—June 3-11, 2010)


Possible Motion on subject of sexuality

Attachment:
Open Letter to Members of Canadian House of Bishops

Dear Bishop/Archbishop,

Please find attached an “Open Letter” to the members of the Canadian House of Bishops, which I hope you receive before leaving for Halifax, for General Synod, 2010.

If you have any comments, I can be reached at:


Email:

andrews3@ns.sympatico.ca 


Telephone:

(902) 475-1680


Address:

3019 Old Sambro Road





Williamswood, NS  B3V 1E6

We continue to pray for God’s will and guidance, and His gracious over-ruling, for the Anglican Church of Canada, in the coming days, especially at the coming General Synod.

Sincerely in Christ,

(Rev) Dennis Andrews

TO:

· Most Rev. Fred J. Hiltz

· Rt. Rev. Mark L. MacDonald

· Rt. Rev. Peter R. Coffin

· Rt. Rev. F. David Torraville

· Rt. Rev. Cyrus C.J. Pitman

· Most Rev. Claude W. Miller

· Rt. Rev. Barry B. Clarke

· Rt. Rev. Susan E. Moxley

· Rt. Rev. Ronald Cutler

· Rt. Rev. Dennis Drainville

· Rt. Rev. Percy D. Coffin

· Rt. Rev. Stephen Andrews

· Rt. Rev. Robert F. Bennett

· Rt. Rev. Terrance A. Dance

· Rt. Rev. Edward Marsh

· Ven. Thomas Corston

· Rt. Rev. Michael A. Bird

· Rt. Rev. George L. R. Bruce

· Rt. Rev. John H. Chapman

· Most Rev. Colin R. Johnson

· Most Rev. John E. Privett

· Rt. Rev. M. George H. Elliott

· Rt. Rev. Linda C. Nicholls

· Rt. Rev. M. Philip Poole

· Rt. Rev. Patrick Yu

· Rt. Rev. Andrew P. Atagotaaluk

· Rt. Rev. Benjamin T. Arreak

· Rt. Rev. Larry D. Robertson

· Rt. Rev. Fraser Lawton

· Rt. Rev. James D. Njegovan

· Rt. Rev. Derek B. E. Hoskin

· Rt. Rev. Jane Alexander

· Most Rev. David N. Ashdown

· Rt. Rev. Gregory K. Kerr-Wilson

· Rt. Rev. Donald D. Phillips

· Rt. Rev. Michael W. Hawkins

· Rt. Rev. Rodney O. Andrews

· Ven. David M. Irving

· Rt. Rev. Barbara J. Andrews

· Rt. Rev. James A. J. Cowan

· Rt. Rev. William J. Anderson

· Rt. Rev Michael Ingam

CC:

· Dennis Andrews

· Stephen and Cathy Ashton

· Patricia Birkett

· Brett Cane

· Roger Bureau

· John Cameron

· Jim Christian

· Sandra Clarke

· Dorothy Hallis

· Murray Henderson

· Margaret Huskey

· Warren and Carol King

· Charlie Masters

· Jane Mealey

· William Sheppard

· Ron and Leng Kue Viergutz

· Judy Porter

· George Sumner

· Ephraim Redner

· Alan Hayes

Comments of the ABC, Rowan Williams, at his meeting with our HOB in Niagara, in April, 2007, he said, 

“it is not a question of nice people welcoming in the homosexuals, 

and nasty people wanting to keep them out, but what are the forms 

of behaviour the Church has the freedom to bless, and be 

faithful to Scripture, tradition and reason?”

In the May 2010 edition of the ‘Anglican Journal’ our Primate, the Most Rev. Fred Hiltz, writing in his column “Come and See” and “Coming to Synod” writes, as follows (on page 5):

“Our conversations regarding sexuality will reflect what I believe to be a genuine desire for dialogue and discernment and a sincere effort to hear what the Spirit is saying to the church.”

Further, (on page 6), in the same paper, Leigh Anne Williams (Staff Writer) writes, under the heading “Human Sexuality”

“The Faith, Worship and Ministry Committee (FWMC) will report back on its work on the issue of human sexuality since the last Synod, including the Rothesay Report and the Galilee Report.

Since the writers of these reports were divided on the issue, the committee is recommending a process for dialogue at General Synod.  After hearing the committee’s report in plenary, delegates will break into smaller discussion groups and feedback will be shared in a subsequent plenary session.  This will be followed by a second round of small group discussions and more feedback before a resolution is crafted that delegates can vote on.”

Now, those of us who have been life-long members of our Anglican Church of Canada, and who are deeply concerned about the present happenings in our Church, are aware that a resolution arising from the above recommended process “that delegates can vote on” has the potential to be of crucial importance in determining the future course of our Anglican Church in Canada, on the subject of permitted sexual practices, in our Church.

This being so, I write at this time, to raise the following matters for your serious consideration:

1. Will our delegates to General Synod have had ample opportunity to inform themselves of “the Anglican Way” of resolving problems, and making decisions, namely the three-fold process to be followed of—

(1) Seeking the Verdict of Scripture

(2) Studying the Historic Tradition of the Church

(3) Appealing to Reason

All our Bishops will be aware of the many volumes, and numerous papers, that have been written on these three subjects in recent years, and especially since the passing of Motion 7, on 14 June 2002, in the Diocesan Synod of New Westminster, which subsequently led to the blessing of same-sex unions in the Diocese, and the earth-shaking consequences to the Anglican Communion world-wide!

For the delegates not to be well informed, and instructed, on what the Bible teaches on the subject of sexuality, generally, and the subject of homosexuality, in particular, would be a great waste of the immense labours that have been invested in study and research, by competent scholars and researchers, over many years.  Similarly, not to be well informed, and instructed, in the 2000 years of the Historic Tradition of the Church, and an awareness of how our Church leaders guided ‘the faithful’ in earlier centuries, would take away from the competency of our delegates to arrive at right conclusions, at this General Synod.

Further, the Appeal to Reason is most important for how else will the delegates be aware of the tragic consequences that so often follow the homosexual lifestyle either outside, or within, a monogamous relationship?

2. Will our delegates be well informed concerning very important meetings that had taken place, and decisions reached before and since the Diocese of New Westminster broke faith with

· Our House of bishops, October 1997 when they confirmed the 1979 Guidelines on homosexuality (with some changes)

and
-
Our General Synod in June 1998, which also upheld those Guidelines

and
-
The Lambeth Conference in July 1998 also upheld them, in principle, with Resolution 1:10.

and
-
The Personal Appeal of the past Archbishop of Canterbury, the Most Rev. Dr. George Carey, not to proceed with the implementation of “the blessing of committed same-sex unions”, when he appealed for the setting aside of Motion 7, of New Westminster Synod, 14 June, 2002.

Further, will our delegates be aware of the 

· Primate’s Meetings in

· Brazil, 27 May, 2003, Unanimous decision of 38 Primates not to approve “same-sex blessings” or “the Ordination of non-celibate gays and lesbians.”

· Dromantine (Ireland) 2005 – Receiving of the Windsor Report 

· When The Episcopal Church, and the Anglican Church of Canada, were asked to “voluntarily withdraw” from the Anglican Consultative Council, of the world-wide Anglican Communion.

· Dar es Salaam, 2007

If the Members of our House of Bishops are not satisfied that delegates of General Synod are sufficiently well-informed to raise matters of importance, on the subject of sexuality which will lead to an adequate resolution “that delegates can vote on”, I believe that any decision on the subject of “sexuality” should be removed from the floor of General Synod, and taken back into the House of Bishop’s, for deliberation and decision making.

I can give you two examples of this being done by the Canadian House of Bishops:

(1) In the 1970’s when a “Statement of Counsel” was drafted and issued by the HOB on the subject of “The Plan of Union” with the United Church of Canada.  The General Council of the United Church had, virtually, committed itself to the Union, and our General Synod had almost committed itself to the Union, also.  At the last minute, seemingly, our House of Bishops issued a “Statement of Counsel” stating, in effect, that “we could not proceed, because the “Plan of Union” was not a grass-roots movement, and did not have widespread support in our Anglican Church of Canada” (i.e.) left to itself the General Synod would have led us into a Union which, in retrospect, would have been widely regretted in the Anglican Church of Canada.

I believe that Anglicans across our Country, will feel much safer in knowing that this decision on “homosexuality” will rest with the 42 members of our House of Bishops, rather than 350, or more, clerical and lay members of General Synod.

(2) A second example of the House of Bishops taking spiritual and theological leadership, was in October 1997, at the Renewal Centre, in Mississauga, Ontario, when a very important meeting of our House of Bishops took place, when those present were to revisit “the 1979 Guidelines on Homosexuality”, to see if they should be changed or updated.  Obviously, this was a crucial meeting, and some of us, behind the scenes, did our best to provide each Bishop with the best of conservative literature on the subject of “homosexuality”; widespread prayer was made, for members of the House of Bishops.

We later heard, unofficially, of what appeared to be a miracle; the Bishops had voted 28-5 against any significant changes to the 1979 Guidelines.

This strong leadership in our House of Bishops, was seemingly, carried through to the General Synod, in June 1998, meeting in Montreal, which, we were told, endorsed the motion of the House of Bishops.

Further, we know that a month later, in July 1998, 750 Bishops meeting in the Lambeth Conference, in England, by a large majority, voted against “the blessing of committed same-sex unions” of “having practicing homosexuals Ordained in the Anglican Communion.” (Resolution 1:10)

I deeply regret that when Archbishop Michael Peers was our Primate he was on record as stating that “this decision on sexuality will be made by General Synod, and not by the House of Bishops”,  --as many of the Bishops had hoped.

Our present, precarious situation, as a national church, as our 

Anglican Church of Canada faces the sexuality issue:

Those in leadership positions in our ACOC are very much aware of the steps that have brought us to the present crisis, the following being the highlights:

(1) Diocese of New Westminster June 14, 2002 – The passing of a Resolution (63%) in Diocesan Synod, requesting the Diocesan Bishop (Michael Ingham) to supervise the drafting of a “Rite for the Blessing of committed same-sex unions”.

(2) General Synod, St. Catherine’s, June 2004 – Resolution that is passed that includes the statement “…affirming the integrity and sanctity of committed same-sex relationships” (by a show of hands only!)

(3) General Synod, Winnipeg, June 24, 2007 – Resolution A186 “that this General Synod resolved that the blessing of same-sex unions is not in conflict with the core doctrine, (in the sense of being creedal) of the Anglican Church of Canada”;

Resolution A187 was voted down in the afternoon by a small majority of Bishops (21-19) “against the blessing of same-sex unions in the Anglican Church of Canada.”

(4) At least five Dioceses have approved, in principle, the “Rite for the blessing of committed same-sex unions” and Bishops are awaiting the approval of General Synod, before proceeding with the implementation of these blessings, in their respective Dioceses.  (Note:  the only blessings currently taking place are in certain New Westminster parishes that received permission to do so, in the early days following the Diocesan Synod, June, 2002)

(5) If this year’s General Synod gave its approval for same-sex blessings to take place in the Anglican Church of Canada, this action would be going against the mainstream thinking, and practice, of the Anglican Communion world-wide and may result in its “second-tier status in the larger Anglican Communion,” in the future, if the Covenant is approved.  (I am aware that any change to the Marriage Canon 21 must take place in two General Synods)

Some Sobering facts and figures on the subject of “homosexuality” in Canada

Dr. Elizabeth Moberly – her research has led her to say “a homosexual orientation does not depend on genetic predisposition, hormonal imbalance, or abnormal learning processes, but on difficulties in the parent-child relationship, especially in the earlier years of life.” 1

In Canada AIDS is mainly a homosexual disease; this fact is borne out by the following deeply serious statistics:


Federal Centre for AIDS reported AIDS cases in Canada

· 1987
82.8% - Men who have sex with men (MSM)

· 1988
79.1% - due to homosexual activity

Statistics Canada

· 1995
76.0%

Men who have sex with men (MSM)

     80%

4.0%
Men who have sex with men (MSM) and injection drug use

· 2002
58.0%

Men who have sex with men (MSM)

In Canada, in 2002 – estimated prevalent infections 56,000 (men and women) of whom about 17,000 (or 30%) were unaware of their HIV infection.

-“In 2002 (MSM) men having sex with men continue to comprise the greatest number of new infections”

Public Health Agency of Canada 

In Canada, the impact of HIV is also increasing with more people living with HIV infection (prevalent infections).  At the end of 2005, an estimated 58,000 people were living with HIV infection (including AIDS), representing an increase of about 16 percent from 2002.”

	
	

	1 Rev. J. R. W. Stott, “Involvement:  Being a Responsible Christian in a Non-Christian Society” (Vol 2),

  Fleming H. Revell Company, Old Tappan, New Jersey, 1985, p. 240, 241


In 2009 “AIDS Epidemic Update” 

“Progress in reducing the number of new HIV infections has stalled in high‑income countries.”

“Between 2000-2007, the rate of newly reported cases of HIV infections in Europe nearly doubled (Van de Laar et al., 2008)

“estimated that HIV incidence has remained relatively stable in the USA since the early 1990’s, although the annual numbers of new HIV infections in 2006 (of 56,300) was approximately 40% greater than previously estimated.” (Hall et al: 2008a)

“In Canada, official epidemiological estimates suggest that annual HIV incidence may have increased between 2002 and 2005 (Public Health Agency of Canada, 2007)”

Health Canada:  April 2003 

From 1996-1999, there was a 30% rise in incident HIV infections among MSM (men who have sex with men) and 27% drop among IDU (injecting drug users)

There was a 24% increase in prevalent infections from 1996-1999.  An estimated 4,190 persons in Canada were newly infected with HIV in 1999.

I have taken the time to list the above statistics to bring home to all of us who believe that involvement in the homosexual lifestyle is tragically wrong and forbidden by God, and that the legalizing of same-sex marriages by the Paul Martin Government (2005) and the approving of committed same-sex unions by the Church, has resulted in exposing thousands of men, and women, to the risk of becoming infected by HIV/AIDS, resulting in years of severe illness, and a much shorter life span, often accompanied by appalling suffering as death approaches.

Surely, it should be apparent to any concerned and sensitive person, that in approving the homosexual lifestyle, we do no man or woman a kindness, but only condemn them to a life of uncertainty and unfulfillment, with a high risk of severe sickness, and a much earlier death, than their heterosexual relatives and friends.

How many may be “living in a monogamous same-sex, 

loving, caring relationship” in Canada?

According to Stats Canada, Sept., 2003, our total population was 31,413,900



Men



12,575,400



Women


13,029,800







25,605,200



Children (14 and under)
  5,808,700







31,413,900

Census:2001 reported those who were living in homosexual partnerships:


Same-sex couples living together



Male



19,000



Female



15,200







34,200 
(i.e.) 68,400 individuals

0.5% (1 in 200) of all couples in Canada, married and common law, are same-sex couples (i.e.) ½ of 1%

Nearly 3% (34,200) of all common law couples (1,158,410) declare themselves as gay or lesbian.

What proportion of those living in Canada are homosexuals?

In the USA, in a 1996 publication, Dr. Jeffrey Satinover, M.D., quotes the proportion of homosexuals in the population as 2.8% for males and 1.4% for females.2   

In a recent “survey by the Alan Guttmacher Institute only 1% of American men considered themselves exclusively homosexual, although 2% said that they had engaged in homosexual activity at one time or another.  This contrasts sharply with the popular conception that homosexuality activity is quite common.”3

In Canada, the figures are not immediately available but, when known, may be similar to those in the USA.

Those who have already died of HIV/AIDS in Canada

Centre for Infectious Disease Prevention and Control


Reported deaths among reported AIDS cases to 2002:


From 1979-2002

12,674 (men and women)

Estimated number of homosexuals who have already died of AIDS

The percentage of those with AIDS who come from the male homosexual community varies from 82.8% (1987) to 77.6% (2003)

From 1985-2003, 70.9% of positive HIV test results were among adult males (MSM—men who have sex with men).

Let us estimate, conservatively, that 70% of those with AIDS are members of the male homosexual community:  Estimate of homosexuals who have died of AIDS from 1979-2002, therefore is 70% of 12,674=8,871 men.

	
	

	2 Jeffrey Satinover, M.D.,  “Homosexuality and the Politics of Truth”, Baker Book House, Grand Rapids, Michigan, 1996, p. 54.  Referring data in “The Social Organization of Sexuality”, by E. O. Lauman, et al; Chicago:  University of Chicago Press, 1994.  This study is widely regarded as the definitive study of American Sexual practices.

3Rev. Nicky Gumbel, “Searching Issues”, David C. Cook Publishing Co., Colorado Springs, Colorado, 1996, p. 74.


Estimated number of homosexuals who will probably die of AIDS

in the coming years, in Canada:

At the end of 2005, an estimated 58,000 people were living with infection (including AIDS)

If we estimate, conservatively, that 70% of those with AIDS are members of the male homosexual community, then approximately 70% of 58,000, or 40,600 men will probably die of AIDS in the coming years.

(Note:  In estimating the coming number of deaths from AIDS in the male homosexual community, over the next many years, I am aware of the wonderful benefits of antiretroviral therapy that has greatly reduced the number of AIDS-related deaths in recent years (e.g.) “In the USA, the number of AIDS-related deaths in 2007 (14,581) was 69% lower than in 1994 (47,109) (Centre for Disease Control and Prevention, 2007, 2009).  In Switzerland, the drop in AIDS-related deaths has been even sharper.)

Public Health Agency of Canada.  HIV and AIDS in Canada 

Surveillance Reports to June 30, 2006

Update – Total HIV and AIDS diagnoses to June 2006


61,423

diagnoses of HIV infection – November, 1985 – June, 2006


20,493

diagnoses of AIDS – 1979 – 2006


HIV diagnoses – 1,232  January-June 2006


Male

74.3%


Female

25.7%




-47% were MSM (men having sex with men)




-10.3% IDU (injecting drug users)




-33.5% among heterosexual contact exposure category

In Conclusion:

I am aware that decisions of importance at our Canadian General Synods will, necessarily, be voted on by the three “houses” of ‘Lay’, ‘Clergy’ and ‘Bishops’.  This being so, I can be assured that any decisions of consequence, at the coming General Synod in Halifax, on the subject of “sexuality” must be approved by a majority of the present members of our House of Bishops acting as the senior “house” in GS, or, if they so choose they could remove the subject of “sexuality” from the floor of GS and take it back into the House of Bishops (where it was previously in 1997) and take adequate time for deliberation and decision-making, on so important a matter.

In writing these words, I recall with encouragement, that it was on June 24, 2007 at GS in Winnipeg that Resolution A187 was voted down by a small majority of Bishops (21-19) “against the blessing of same-sex unions in the Anglican Church of Canada”.

Sincerely in Christ,

Dennis Andrews

DA/jp

p.s.
If you have found it of value to read the contents of this letter, much of this material, in expanded form, appears on www.takebackcanada.com/dennis.html

