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Response of Bishop Howard 

The Statement of Alleged Offenses prepared by the Church Attorney, Craig Thomas 

Merritt, dated June 27, 2024, acknowledges that the Episcopal Church's views on homosexuality, 

generally, including the ordination and functioning of gay clergy, have "evolved ... over decades." 

(Statement, para. 11 ). 

The Statement also recognizes that there remain individuals within the Church who in good 

faith cannot, and should not be required to, square homosexual behavior with their deeply held 

theological views: 

12. Individuals, in the genuine exercise of their faith, have the full right,
recognized by the Churc� to maintain their deeply held theological
or scriptural views about same-sex marriage. Within the Church,
despite the shifting of the consensus on homosexual identity and
conduct, there remain individuals who in good faith cannot square
homosexual behavior generally, or same-sex marriage specifically,
with their religious principles. Respondent, who expresses his
genuine care for all persons, is one of those individuals. He cannot
and should not be compelled to square his religious principles with
the consensus that has emerged in the larger Church .... 

As observed by the Church Attorney, Bishop Howard is among the many clergy in the 

Church whose views on homosexuality and same-sex marriage have not shifted over time. 

The issue before the Panel, however, is not to pass judgment on Bishop Howard's personal 

theological perspective on these matters. The narrow issue before the Panel, as stated in the 

Statement's charges (Statement, paras. 47-50), is whether Bishop Howard violated Canon law by 





Contrary to the Statement's allegations that Bishop Howard "emphasized disobedience" to 

his authority (Statement, para. 19), Bishop Howard told his Clergy that he would comp1y with 

Resolution B012. Bishop Howard did so repeatedly throughout the Diocese, including with his 

own Cathedral's Clergy. 

Bishop Howard successfully implemented Resolution B012, achieving the Church's intent 

and purpose in its adoption, and facilitating clerical access to the sacramental rite provisionally 

approved by the Church. 

The Court of Review Report. 

Again, although the Statement alleges offenses only relating to the Complainant, the 

Statement gratuitously offers a predicate reference to the Church's January 31, 2023 Court of 

Review Report sustaining objections to the Diocese's November 18, 2022 election of a Bishop 

Coadjutor (the "Report"). 

The Report contained findings that there was a "pattern and practice" in the Diocese of 

Florida of ctisparate treatment of clergy based on their sexual orientation. The Report did not 

identify the timing of the alleged disparate treatment, including whether it was before or after the 

Church's 2018 General Convention. Moreover, the Report premised its sustaining of the 

objections to the election on the grounds that there were three clergy persons (including the 

Complainant) who were not allowed to vote "due to disparate treatment in granting canonical 

residence." (Report, p. 14). 

The Report acknowledges, however, that none of these three clergy had presented to Bishop 

Howard their Letters Dimissory requesting canonical residence because they "felt" it would be 
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