
 

 

Meeting Minutes – January 27, 2013, Organizational Meeting 

New Association of Friends 

The proposed “New Association of Friends” held an organizational meeting for business and worship on 

Sunday, January 27
th

, at First Friends in Richmond.  Following a time for food and fellowship, the 

meeting started at 5:00 p.m.  Catherine Griffith, First Friends Richmond, presided over the meeting as 

clerk, with assistance from Grant Reeves, Salem Friends, as recording clerk.  115 Friends were in 

attendance, based on the sign in sheet. 

The meeting began with a period of open worship.  Following open worship, the Friends in attendance 

were asked to share what meetings were represented and to provide some indication of their meeting’s 

interest in a new entity.  Friends from the meetings listed below responded as follows: 

a. First Friends Richmond indicated that it was fully engaged in the process and had several 

members in attendance. 

b. West Richmond Friends indicated that it was fully engaged and had several members in 

attendance. 

c. Friends Memorial Muncie had a handful of members in attendance and indicated that 

they were interested in the process and had particular concern for supporting smaller 

meetings. 

d. First Friends New Castle had three members in attendance.  They indicated that they 

had informed IYM that they would be leaving and stated that they would be making a 

decision in March with regard to joining a new association or initially going 

independent.   

e. Salem Friends had three members in attendance and indicated that they were open to 

exploring a new association, but had not yet made any decision. 

f. Greenfield Friends had three representatives present, indicated that they had informed 

IYM that they were “not B,” and that they were open to participating in the formation of 

a new entity. 

g. Dublin Friends had one representative present.  Dublin made it clear that they wanted 

to belong to something, but were not sure what that would ultimately be. 

h. West Elkton had three members present and indicated that they were fully engaged in 

forming a new association. 

i. Winchester had one member present.  He indicated that it may be a long time before 

Winchester is in a place where it is clear and comfortable affirmatively belonging to any 

entity. 

j. Raysville had one member present.  He indicated that Raysville was somewhat standing 

back to see what direction this headed. 

k. Englewood had several members present.  They indicated that Englewood had joined 

OVYM, but was open to considering and to help with the formation of a new 

association. 

l. Bluff Point had one representative present.  She indicated that they were fully engaged 

in the process of creating a new association. 



 

 

m. Friends of the Light had two representatives present.  They indicated interest in some 

new association, preferably something more flexible and less rigid. 

n. Williamsburg had one representative present.  They are gathering information. 

o. Friends from Friends United Meeting, Ohio Valley Yearly Meeting, and Western Yearly 

Meeting were in attendance to observe and offer support. 

2. The name “New Association of Friends” was approved as a provisional name for the new group. 

3. The purpose of the group was discussed.  This was done in a free-form, brainstorming session, 

without attempting to flesh out or pick apart individual ideas.  From that process, the following 

topics were proposed: 

a. Transition 

b. Create a minimal amount of organization to complete the separation from IYM 

c. Have some fun together 

d. Mutual support for meetings individual goals 

e. Be enough of an organization to receive and care for assets 

f. Worship, fellowship, fun, visitation, service, prayer 

g. Embrace diversity among friends 

i. Diversity of thought and theology 

h. Structure to care for and nurture pastors 

i. Place to hold the pastoral recordings 

ii. Folks who need to be recorded 

i. Pray for one another 

j. Becoming legal entity 

k. Make a difference 

l. Communication 

m. Explore FUM attachment 

n. Recommit and embrace new testaments 

i. New testament Christianity restored 

ii. Re-articulate what we need to do and compassion for all persons 

4. The need for the creation of “teams” for leadership was discussed.  This also started out as a bit 

of a brainstorming session.  Initially that process led to the following list of “teams:” 

a. Need a communication committee/publication 

b. Need a Nominating Committee 

i. Need clerk, recording clerk, treasurer at the minimum 

c. Need an administrative team 

d. Trustees 

i. Someone to receive assets 

e. Pastoral care team 

i. People serving 

ii. People with needs of meetings 

f. Community/Fun team 

i. Service 

ii. Fellowship 



 

 

g. Need legal counsel 

5. From the list above, we began to discuss the various forms of possible structures for the new 

group.  Concerns over creating a structure that had too many groups and was too cumbersome 

were balanced with concerns of having enough structure in place to proceed.  Various ideas and 

concerns were discussed.  Ultimately, the group settled on the following provisional structure 

(with all initial appointments to expire no later than January 31, 2014). 

a. Nominating committee to appoint 3 clerks 

i. A nominating committee was selected and assigned the task of finding a clerk, a 

recording clerk, and a treasurer.  This group was tasked with have a slate of 

these three officers to nominate at the next meeting.  The following volunteers 

and or nominees were appointed to the nominating committee: 

a. Tom Hamm – New Castle 

b. Michael Sherman – Raysville 

c. Lavona Bane – First Friends Richmond 

d. Micky Myers – Englewood 

b. A Steering Committee 

i. This committee is to be composed of one (or two?) representative from each 

interested meeting and is charged with setting up the structure of the new 

entity.  For now, meetings must only be interested in and committed to the 

process to participate in the Steering Committee.  They do not need to make a 

commitment to ultimately be a part of the New Association. 

ii. Meetings are asked to appoint a representative by February 10, 2013, if 

possible.  And submit names to interim presiding clerk, Catherine Griffith 

(orcagriffith@yahoo.com, 765-520-1703). 

iii. The following meetings already made their appointments: 

1. New Castle – Jamison McGrew or Michelle Kinser Wood 

2. Bluff Point – Nancy Shawver 

3. Friends of the Light – Margaret Fraser  

c. Trustees 

i. Trustees were appointed to meet the Indiana statutory requirement for trustees 

and to begin to prepare the structures to receive assets from IYM. 

1. Grant Reeves – Salem Friends 

2. Ray Ontko – First Friends Richmond 

3. Ed Nicholson – West Richmond Friends 

4. Barbara Barker Jenkins –First Friends Richmond 

5. Scott McKee–Friends Memorial Muncie 

d. Communications 

i. A communications team was appointed to help coordinate communications in 

whatever form necessary. 

1. DeeDee Davidson – Friends Memorial Muncie 

2. Matt Hisrich–First Friends Richmond 



 

 

6. April Vanlonden was appointed as an observer for Friends United Meeting’s Board Meeting Feb. 

7-10.  She will report to the next meeting. 

7. The next meeting was scheduled for March 10
th

 or 17
th

 at West Richmond. 

8. Englewood volunteered to host an April meeting. 

9. A meeting on May 19
th

 was tentatively set for Friends Memorial in Muncie (pending approval). 

10. There was a request for succinct minutes to be sent to the clerks of Monthly Meetings 

represented. 

Minutes prepared by Grant M. Reeves with the assistance of Catherine Griffith. 

 


