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1.  Church school.  The year is underway.  Eight children (ages five to twelve) are presently 

enrolled.  (Three children, from two families, are brought by adults who are not part of the St. 

Nicholas community.)  Steve Kelsey is the only full-time teacher.  Mat. Mary Rose Andruchow 

will teach on those Sundays when she is in Salem.  For the weeks when Mary Rose is away, 

Mat. Manna Whitfield will serve as a teacher. 

At present, there is not a fixed curriculum.  But now that we know more about 

enrollment, we can make choices. 

I am grateful to Steve, Mary Rose, and Manna for their time and talents.  But, we need 

additional teachers.  Please remember that the church school program abides by a “two adult” 

rule.  On a given Sunday, however, we only have two teachers for the two classes.  (And so the 

classes cannot be held in separate locations.)  This is not ideal.  Also, when a teacher must be 

absent, we fall short of the required minimum number of adults.   

 

2.  Adult education.  We had a successful trip to Orthodox Education Day at St. Vladimir’s 

Seminary on October 2.  Thirteen members of our parish attended (eight parishioners, five 

Whitfields), and it was enjoyed by all. 

 Although we will not be able to organize a trip to the Seminary while it hosts the relics 

of St. Vladimir next month, it is my hope to attend the Vespers of the Feast of St Nectarios at 

Christ the Savior Church in Southbury, CT on Monday, November 8.  This is usually a well-

attended pan-Orthodox service, and often His Grace is in attendance.  More information to 

follow. 

 Our adult study group had its first meeting on Thursday, October 7 with eleven 

attending. 

 

3.  Vestments.  Mat. Mary Rose and I have met to discuss the plan for going forward with the 

decision to make vestments for Protodeacon Basil Safchuk.  Fabric samples have been ordered.  

Also, we met to evaluate the church’s needs in the area of coverings and curtains.  Our 

coverings are in good condition, with only some basic cleaning needed here and there.  The 

cleaning will be done on a rotating basis, according to the liturgical season.  Also, we hope to 

complete a similar assessment of the church’s altar server robes in the near future. 

 

4.  Pledge letter.  I have attached a draft of the pledge letter for 2011 for your consideration.  

Here were some of my thoughts in creating the draft. 

 Emphasis on giving as a sacrificial response  to God’s love. 

 Emphasis on our collective and individual responsibility for funding the budget. 

 Focus on percentage giving for individuals, rather than on amounts.   You will notice 

that “average scenarios” are expressed in terms of percentages, not arithmetic means.  (I 

am happy to discuss this approach.) 

 



5.  Parish priorities.  It is said that a new priest should not make any major changes in the first 

year.  This is wise advice, and I intend to conform.  However, I would like to endorse the 

importance of Fr. Mark’s own suggestions to you during the last year. 

 

As we enter the planning phase for next year’s budget, please give some consideration to the 

project of restoring, replacing, or enhancing the interior of the church as it presently exists.  The 

space inside the church could be better used, and a few changes could improve the worship life 

of our parish.   

 

Our church is small, but it houses many liturgical items and a great deal of liturgical art.  

Together these things can overwhelm the space and detract from our unity in worship.  Our 

church could be brighter, more open, and more unifying.  Each object in the church is precious 

to someone, but there is a great deal of “stuff” in the church, and some of these objects are 

disproportionately large for the space we have. 

 

Does this require new iconography?  Fr. Mark felt strongly that this was a necessary change.  I 

happen to agree.  At a minimum, our present liturgical art needs restoration, especially the four 

large panels on the north and south walls.  They are dark and weighty.  Also, some of the icons 

on the back wall are chipped.  Many are in poor condition.  Often during the week we receive 

visitors who comment on the “ancient” aspect of our church’s appearance.  This is not a 

compliment we should receive with a happy heart.  Iconography should deliver us into the 

kingdom of heaven in a timeless fashion.  The point is not to be antique.  The point is to be 

apostolic.  Judged by the eye  --  the lamp of the body  --  our church interior falls farther toward 

antique than apostolic.   

 

Should we restore or replace things in the church?  I don’t think we have to answer that 

question now, but I do believe that we should continue the work initiated by Fr. Mark of 

pursuing the changes required by our missionary calling.  Our Lord commissions us to make 

disciples of all nations, baptizing them, and teaching them to observe all that He commands.  

Two thousand years of Church Tradition make available to us a wide and rich field of 

missionary resources, and chief among these resources are the guidelines for transforming a 

church’s interior into the kingdom of heaven through holy icons.  Fr. Mark urged us to evaluate 

where we stand, and I think that we should continue to evaluate and enhance our use of the 

space in which we worship God.  


