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Question #1 
1) If “we” as Shenango Presbytery join FOP and a church decides to go ECO will there 
still be an economic impact on the separating church being the FOP and ECO are one 
and the same? 
 

A: Not sure, but I hope not. My assumption: the 1% for ECO includes a 
church’s presbytery accountability; perhaps Shenango would get a cut of 
that 1%. 
 
A1: FOP and ECO are not the same. FOP is a movement; a particular way of 
sharing in ministry and mission. A church/Presbytery can be part of FOP 
and be in the PC(USA). ECO is a new Presbyterian denomination. So, if a 
church is dismissed to join ECO from the PC(USA), it would be expected 
that the church would make a continued contribution to its “Per Capita” and 
mission to Shenango Presbytery for 1-2 years (per the Gracious Dismissal 
Policy). The church would also be expected to pay the ECO per capita, 
which is 1% of the budget. 
 
A2:  Church of 200 members with $150,000 budget would pay about $4,000 presbytery and 
$2,000 Synod and GA per capita…if it goes to ECO it pays ECO $1500…and wants to be 
assigned to Shenango, an additional $4,000. 

 
 
Question #2 
2) Try to explain how we can be part of PC(USA) and FOP and ECO. Don’t they 
conflict in theology? 
 

A: I don’t have an answer. I see this as a challenge, and one that may keep 
some churches who very much want to leave the PC(USA) from going 
ECO. I will await the wisdom of others on this. 
 
A1: All three share the 11 statements of faith in the Book of Confessions. 
However FOP/ECO lists essential tenets, and asks pastors and churches 
signing a covenant to be directed by those essential tenets. The PC(USA) is 
more open to the definition of essential tenets, and has no covenant. 
Conflicts would arise regarding what essential tenets mean. PC(USA)/FOP 
members, and ECO/FOP members would need to be in basic agreement 
regarding those essential tenets. 
 
A2:  A church agreeing to the FoP/ECO theology (including essential tenets) would be within 
the historic boundaries (very wide) for the PC(USA), and it would be well within the 
boundaries (narrower than the full PC(USA) of Shenango Presbytery 

 



Questions # 3, 4, 13 
3) How will pastors’ pensions be effected by a church leaving PC(USA) to the ECO? 
4) Will the ECO be setting up an endorsing agent for military chaplains and, if so, how 
soon?  13) Is there a place for military chaplains in ECO? 
 

A: Sorry, I don’t know much about these. 
 
A1: All pension funds credits earned in the PC(USA) are kept until retirement. They are not 
lost. What is lost is the future crediting of pension funds. Example; If a pastor 
earns $1000/month in the PC(USA) pension, and then leaves the PC(USA), the 
pastor will still have $1000/month from the PC(USA) pension fund upon 
retirement. There are provisions for military chaplains in ECO. They would 
participate by signing the “pastor’s covenant”. Check with ECO for more info. 
 
A2:  Any pastor considering leaving the PC(USA) and Pension Plan should talk directly with 
Ernesto Badillo ebadillo@pensions.org  for specific details 

 
Questions #5, 12 
 
5) Regarding ECO Presbyterians: Do you believe that same sex marriage and 
homosexual ordination is totally “off the table” for the next 30 years or so? 
12) Will the issue of ordination standards come up in ECO? 
 

A: While all denominations’ standards – even in the most theologically 
conservative fellowships – change over time, I think that having clearly 
defined essential tenets makes changes which one might think of as more 
fundamental less likely. With respect to “fidelity & chastity” in the 
FOP/ECO theological project this is included in the essentials as part of an 
application of the 7th Commandment. It reads as follows: “maintain 
chastity in thought and deed, being faithful within the covenant of marriage 
between a man and a woman as established by God in the creation, or 
embracing a celibate life as established by Jesus in the new creation.” 
 
A1: Agree with above. When this is part of the DNA of the denomination, it is 
not likely to change. 

 
Question #6 
6) If “your congregation may choose to continue without any change”…in your 
affiliation with Shenango Presbytery and the PC(USA)…AND that is “likely to be the 
position of the majority of the churches in our Presbytery” (David Dawson’s quote) 
then why are we being asked to leave? And join the FOP? 
 

A: What I hear Dave & others saying who are promoting the idea of Shenango 
going FOP is that they believe that there already exists in Shenango a strong 
consensus on the values espoused by FOP; and so for most joining FOP 
really doesn’t represent a change, but rather a declaration of our theological 



and missional identity. (Dave or Amy could give a more comprehensive 
and heartfelt answer: I’m at best agnostic on the question of Shenango 
joining FOP as a presbytery). 
 
A1: The Presbytery becoming part of FOP is just a discussion for the 
Presbytery, directed by the General Council. All interested pastors and 
elders will be able to be part of this discussion. The question has just been 
raised because much of FOP is already in practice in Shenango. However, 
that does not mean all of it. And it does not include everyone. No church 
or pastor is being asked to leave the PC(USA). Churches and pastors, 
however, are being asked to participate in a discussion on FOP. 
 
A2: Shenango Presbytery cannot technically “join” FoP because it only has provisions for 
individual and congregational membership. The discussion is Presbytery is, “Should the 
Presbytery align with, affiliate with, identify with, etc.?”  Neither has anyone suggested that 
the Presbytery “leave” the PC(USA) and go to FoP…no leaving involved. 

 
Question #7 
7) Sometimes due to impatience and anxiety a church can fell a sense of haste to “hurry 
up and make a decision” about staying or leaving the PC(USA). Is there any reason to 
be in a hurry? 

 
A: While a congregation’s ministry context will have implications about the 
pace of making such a decision, I think most major directional decisions are 
made with careful deliberation and some “settling” time. Perhaps behind 
this question is the concern some have expressed that GA in Pittsburgh 
might try to close the door on churches leaving easily with property. Dave 
Dawson raised this concern with the PC(USA) stated clerk and received a 
response indicating that Shenango’s policy of letting congregations leave 
with their property will not be trumped by GA. 
 
A1: There is no reason to be in a hurry. This may be the most significant 
decision in a church for the current and next generations. The most 
important thing in the lives of churches have not changed; our Presbytery 
remains the same, and churches direct their own ministry and mission. The 
PC(USA) is deconstructing, as are all mainline denominations, and will 
matter less and less. The “Gracious Dismissal Policy” will continue to 
guide churches. The door is not closing. And the situation remains very 
fluid, as new possibilities continue to come up. 

 
Question #8 
8) What will criteria be for filling the pulpit and new ordinations? 
 

A: See pp. 8-12 ECO polity document for ordination vows, and statements 
related to this issue. 

 



Question#9 
9) There are 40 denominations in the Association of Evangelical churches. Why not join 
one of these instead of being number 41? Outside of trying to get rid of gays, what are 
you doing? Why can’t you renew yourself without creating a new denomination? 

 
A: In part for the reason inherent in the question, I would not have formed 
another denomination; but since others have and ECO now exists, I see it as 
one of the many denominational options. ECO is quite different from other 
Reformed denominations I know of in that it is very intentional minimalist 
in terms of structure for the sake of facilitating the mission of its 
congregations. While there is a clear Reformed and Evangelical theology 
that those within ECO are called to embrace, it is not as tight as in some 
other bodies, and the rigor is less in terms of formal theology as in 
challenging participants in discipleship and mission. 
Re b) While ECO’s theology does not view gay and lesbian sexual practice 
as morally indifferent (see citation in #5 above) neither are sexual issues a 
primary focus of this denomination. What ECO seems to be doing is 
affirming the main and plain doctrines of classic Reformed theology in a 
context that is structurally minimal and emphasizes mission and 
discipleship. 
 
A1: See above. I would only add that ECO is primarily driven by the vision of 
sharing and doing ministry and mission is a new way for the 21st C. It puts 
vision, values and theology first, and then polity/institutional structure 
arises to meet those goals. While ordination issues may be the primary 
issue of churches seeking to leave the PC(USA), these are not the primary 
issues of ECO/FOP. 

 
Question #10 
10) What are the advantages and disadvantages of having multiple confessions? 
 

A1: Confessions are theological reflections, based on the Bible, in 
conversation with the real issues of life, which seek ways and 
understandings of Christian faithfulness. Confessions are lived faith. The 
upside of a single confessional standard (i.e. Westminster) is that the same 
theological perspectives are woven through the conversation of a particular 
period of time, regarding particular issues. The upside of a book of 
confessions (confessions adopted over time) is that it reflects the ongoing 
conversation of theology and life, bringing the current church into that 
conversation. The challenge for a book of confessions is that it requires 
more work to be in conversation with multiple confessions (and so 
sometimes there is no conversation). Perhaps it is helpful to consider the 
difference between a tenor and a choir interpreting a piece of music, or an 
instrumentalist and a symphony. 

 
 



Question #11 
11) Why should we join the fellowship if there is no change for Shenango presbytery? 
 

A: I’ll let others who are more interested in promoting Shenango joining FOP 
answer the why join part. As for the notion that joining would involve no 
real change, I think it would change us significantly as we began to live into 
the implications of covenant accountability. 
 
A1: Joining the FOP is a decision that all pastors and churches will need to 
make for themselves. There is much in FOP that is similar, or practiced, in 
Shenango. However, there are some differences. As stated, above, there 
are clearly discussed theological essentials. And singing the FOP covenants 
will require a change in the practice of ministry and mission for churches 
and pastors. Again, many of these changes we have been encouraging in 
Shenango. But not all of them. And not all churches and pastors have been 
interested in them (i.e. being missional communities of faith, active out in 
the community sharing in God’s mission). There is significant “overlap” 
between FOP and Shenango, but they are not the same. If Shenango would 
join FOP, there would be change, and it would be significant for some 
churches and pastors. 
 
A2:  There are individuals and churches in Shenango that feel compelled by conscience to 
separate themselves from the PC(USA), but they are quit at home with Shenango Presbytery.  
The options available to them outside Shenango Presbytery include some significant losses to 
their church, so they would prefer not to leave Shenango Presbytery.  Therefore, if the 
Presbytery would decide “identify” with FoP, it would be inviting individuals and churches 
that leave to consider ECO because that potentially provides a way to continue with 
Shenango Presbytery.  It is for the sake of providing the broadest possible options for our 
churches that requires the Presbytery to explore the question of “identifying” with FoP. 
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