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Arrival Statement 
 

A Remedial Complaint was filed with the Permanent Judicial Commission (SPJC) of the Synod of the 

Northeast of the PC(U.S.A.) by Abiodun Adelana et al., against the decision of the Presbytery of New 

York City (PNYC, the Presbytery) to dismiss its Administrative Commission (AC) charged with 

reaching an agreement with Central Presbyterian Church (CPC) regarding the terms of its expected 

dismissal and to install a new Administrative Commission with a narrower charge. Complainants 

requested that a Stay of Enforcement be imposed. The Preliminary Questions were answered in the 

affirmative by the Executive Committee (EC), but limiting the Complaint to one count (Count 4). 

Regrettably, there was confusion about the SPJC’s decision on the request for a Stay of Enforcement. 

The Stated Clerk of the Synod was mistakenly left with the impression that the stay had been granted 

and informed the parties accordingly; this was retracted in a subsequent communication. At its meeting 

on 23 January 2015 the full SPJC, on the basis of the Respondent’s answer, imposed a partial Stay of 

Enforcement on its own initiative. The Commission also called for the present pretrial conference to deal 

with pretrial matters and see whether common ground could be found between the parties. In the 

intervening time, the Complainants had issued an Amended Complaint; on 17 February 2015 the Stated 

Clerk of the Presbytery issued the document list and the Respondent’s Committee of Counsel sent a 

response objecting to the Amended Complaint and the partial Stay of Enforcement, submitting four 

requests. A pretrial hearing was held on 3 March 2015. After amendments were made to the AC’s 

charge, the Repondent’s Committee of Counsel submitted a motion to dismiss the Complaint. 

 

History 

 

This case, to some extent, grew out of this commission’s declaring the Gracious Dismissal Policy (GDP) 

of the PNYC null and void in its case SNE 2013-03, a decision that was confirmed by the GA PJC in its 

decision 221-08. That GDP had been adopted in January 2013 and Central Presbyterian Church 

announced its intention a few days later to request that they be dismissed under that policy. After the GA 

PJC’s decision PNYC appointed an Administrative Commission which was dismissed in November 

2014, to be replaced by a new AC that was to reach an agreement with CPC and effect its dismissal. 

Adelana et al. filed a remedial complaint with the Stated Clerk of the Synod of the Northeast and 

requested a stay of enforcement of the decision to dismiss the first AC and appoint a new AC. The EC 
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ruled in its answer to the Preliminary Questions that there was only one count in the complaint that 

could be deemed to represent an irregularity: the fact that the second AC had not been instructed to 

investigate the state of a potential schism within CPC. The stay of enforcement was not granted. The full 

SPJC affirmed on 23 January 2014 the decision of the EC regarding the Preliminary Questions, but also 

imposed a partial stay of enforcement, barring the AC to conclude a dismissal agreement with CPC 

without a vote of the full presbytery. The partial Stay of Enforcement was issued sua sponte by the 

Commission and was not related to the request by Complainants. It was based on the Commission’s 

discernment that the dismissal of churches is among the presbytery actions that may not be delegated to 

an Administrative Commission, based on the Authoritative Interpretation (AI) offered by the General 

Assembly in 2008 (2008, 14, 15, 544, 546, Item 07-13). The SPJC called for a pretrial conference which 

was held on 3 March 2015, attended by representatives of both parties and the EC. At this meeting it was 

mutually agreed that Ruling Elder Adelana had no standing and the complaint was renamed Flora 

Wilson-Bridges v. Presbytery of New York City. The issue of the partial stay of enforcement was 

clarified. The Committee of Counsel agreed that the issue of schism needs to be thoroughly investigated 

by the AC and pledged to earnestly work for that change in the AC’s charge. The Committee also agreed 

to encourage the Presbytery to remove the execution of any dismissal agreement from the AC’s charge 

and, instead, to instruct them to bring their conclusions and proposals, fully documented, to Presbytery 

for its judgment. Complainants indicated that such changes in the AC’s charge could well satisfy their 

concerns. Subsequently, the PNYC amended the charge of the AC and the Respondent’s Committee of 

Counsel submitted a motion that the complaint be dismissed; the Complainants’ Counsel has filed 

objections to that motion and the SPJC has taken the matter up during its session on this day. 

 

 

Decision 
 

The Respondent’s motion correctly points out that the motion adopted by the PNYC, as presented in the 

draft minutes of the presbytery’s stated meeting of 21 March 2015, has amended the charge to the AC 

such that it includes an investigation into potential schism and requires the AC to bring any draft 

agreement to the floor for a full vote of the presbytery. The Complainants have stipulated to the 

correctness of the text of that motion. Consequently, the Commission finds that the remaining in the 

complaint count of an irregularity has been corrected by the presbytery and that the partial stay of 

enforcement has been rendered moot. 

Regarding the Complainants’ objections to the dismissal of the Complaint, we note the following (the 

numbering is that of the objections raised by Complainants). 

1. Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss is premature.  

The Respondent’s motion is not premature. The factual claims in the Complainants’ own filings, 

taken together with facts stipulated to by both parties, do not entitle the Complainants to any 

further relief. 

2. Respondent’s Request for Relief is overbroad  

The Respondent is requesting no other relief than the dismissal of the matter presently before the 

Synod. Granting the Respondent’s motion would not prejudice the Complainants with respect to 

any complaint that might be filed in response to future actions on the part of the Respondent. 

3. The actions to cure Constitutional irregularities of the charge may be unwound by actions at that 

[i.e., held on 19 May 2015] Presbytery meeting (just as happened at the 18 November meeting 

which precipitated the instant action)  

The Complainants’ own language, “may be unwound,” argues on the basis of hypothetical future 



 

 

actions on the part of the Respondent. If and when the Respondent acts in a manner which the 

Complainants believe to be contrary to the Constitution of the PC(U.S.A.), the Complainants are 

free to bring a new case. 

4. The actions of the second Administrative Commission in meeting with undisclosed parties 

representing Central Presbyterian Church, three times, in violation of a partial Stay of 

Enforcement that the SPJC has not lifted, are premature and improperly presume a dismissal of 

the instant remedial complainant It is unclear in what manner the allegations alluded to here 

might violate this Commission’s temporary stay of enforcement, which does not enjoin the 

Respondent from working toward the eventual dismissal of Central Presbyterian Church, but 

merely forbids the final execution of such dismissal through its Administrative Commission. The 

stay of enforcement in no other way limits or impinges upon the work of the Administrative 

Commission, nor does it abridge the right of the Presbytery as a whole council to execute the 

dismissal, after due deliberation. 

5. The second Administrative Commission, by its irregular first report to the Presbytery, is already 

in violation of its charge and duties  

The present matter addresses only the action of the Presbytery in forming and charging an 

Administrative Commission on November 18, 2014, to effect the dismissal of Central 

Presbyterian Church. The Complainants are free to initiate a new remedial case or to ask leave to 

amend the complaint now before the Synod. In the absence of such action, the Commission takes 

no notice of additional allegations such as those to which the Complainants allude here. 

6. Actions taken at the 21 March 2015 stated meeting of the PNYC, […] which […] may be 

included in amended minutes, constitute irregularities which are part of the pattern of 

irregularities that give rise to the instant action  

The reasoning on the previous objection also applies here. 

7. Due process rights of the dismissed first Administrative Commission, guaranteed by the PCUSA 

constitution, were violated when the authority of that Administrative Commission was impeded 

at the 18 November 2014 stated meeting of the PNYC  

The Commission, through its Executive Committee, accepted the present case in part, and 

specifically excluded the claim (numbered “Count 3”) that the Presbytery of New York City was 

not free to dissolve an Administrative Commission and form another: “The Presbytery is also 

within its rights to alter a discernment process previously adopted” (Appendix to Determination 

of Preliminary Questions, dated December 8, 2014). The Executive Committee found that this 

count of the Statement of Complaint did not state a claim upon which relief may be granted. The 

finding was not challenged within the thirty (30) days time period provided for in D-6.0306, and 

so this determination has become final. This claim is no longer before the Commission. 

 

The procedural issues in the case resemble those in GA PJC case 220-12, where the presbytery took 

corrective action to remedy the irregularities that were the subject of the complaint in Cubbin-Will v. the 

Presbytery of Tropical Florida. The GA PJC’s decision reads, on this particular aspect: 
 

Judicial economy and other practicalities dictate that in limited circumstances, such as those in this case, 

it is appropriate to allow evidence of events subsequent to the filing of a remedial complaint. In Wolfe and 

Hennigan, the GAPJC found that it would be improper to consider evidence of actions by the respondent 

subsequent to the filing of a complaint.  However, where there is subsequent and properly accomplished 

action which achieves the remedy that might otherwise be imposed by a judicial commission, it is 

appropriate to receive such evidence.  This Commission therefore draws a narrow distinction in this case 



 

 

that is consistent with George R. Stewart v. Mission Presbytery (Minutes, 2008, p. 316), where the remedy 

sought had already been achieved. 

 

 

Order 

 

It is therefore ORDERED:  
That the Complaint numbered SNE 2014-05, Wilson-Bridges v. Presbytery of New York City is 

dismissed and that the partial stay of enforcement (though already rendered moot) is hereby vacated. 

 

It is further ORDERED:  
That the Stated Clerk of the Presbytery of New York City read this decision in its entirety into the 

minutes of the first stated meeting of the Presbytery after receipt and report to the Stated Clerk of the 

Synod of the Northeast the date upon which this was done; and, 

That the Stated Clerk of the Synod of the Northeast read this decision in its entirety into the minutes of 

the first stated meeting of the Synod after receipt. 

 

Absences and Non-participants 

 

Ruling Elder Lloyd Johnson has recused himself (D-5.0205) from this case and did not participate in the 

deliberations. Teaching Cheryl Ann Elfond and Dorothy Pearman, and Ruling Elder Victor Petrigliano 

were absent and did not participate in the deliberations. 

 

 

Dated this 19th day of May, 2015 
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