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The Commission was established by the General Synod in 1995, with the following terms
of reference: “To examine and report on the episcopal needs of the Chuich of Ireland
in a time of change and o report to the General Synod not later than 1697,

Since its establishment, the Commission has met on twenty-one occasions. Al its first
meeting, the Very Rev. J.T.F. Paterson was elected as Chairman and Mr. W.F. Baker
was elected as Honorary Secretary, Dean Paterson served as Chairman until April 1997,
when he resigned from that position for health reasons and was succeeded by the Right
Rev. M.H.G. Mayes. The Right Rev. N.V. Willoughby retired as Bishop of Cashel and
Ossory in April 1997 and as a member of the Commission and was succeeded by the
Most Rev. R.L. Clarke,

In September 1996 a Draft Report was sent to Diocesan Councils and to the Standing
Committee with a request for comments and reactions. Requests from some of the
bodies concerned for additional time for consideration meant that it was not possible to
present a Final Report to General Synod in 1997, and so an Interim Report was made
that year.

The Commission now subrmiis its Final ceport to Ceneral Synod, which is contained in
the following pages.
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PREFACE

The history of the Commission on Episcopal Needs is a compiex one, and is )
not only becatse of the guestion it was asked to deal with, bt ajso becanse its work has

1
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When, in January 1996, the Archbishop of Dublin, Dr. Caird, announced his intention
to retire, the Dean of Christ Church, then chairman of the Commission, wrote to the
Primate to say that, since the appointment of an Archbishop of Dublin might well involve
the translation of the bishop of a diocese currently under review, it would be an
opportune time to consider the possibility of putting in abeyance the appointment of a
bishop for the diocese thereby made vacant, and suggested a meeting between the
Primate, the Commission, and the honorary secretaries of the Synod.

Nothing came of this suggestion, and five episcopal appointments have since been made -
to Dublin, Meath, Down, Cashel and Tuam.

The Commission continued its work, and made a preliminary report to the Standing
Committee in 1996, However, because the Standing Committee was unable to consider
the draft report until the autumn of 1996 before sending it to diocesan councils for their
responses, the presentation of the final report was deferred until 1998. In the meantime
the Commission held consultations with a number of dioceses most likely to be affected
by its proposals, especially Limerick and Tuam, in which the suggestions of the
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formation of a Diocese of the We.st were discu_ssed.‘ The initial reaction fru.m Limerick
(among a number of dioceses which hat_:l sy:nt in their respnng:s) was ’nega_lwe, but at a
meeting in July 1997 between the commission ar.ld representatives of Lm?enck and Tnam
it appeared that an acceptable solution was in sight. The chairman advised the Primate

of this in a faxed letter dated July 2.

when the see of Tuam became vacant in April 1997 by the translation of the bishop to
Cashel, the question of an electoral college for that diocese was raised again with the
primate, who informed the General Synod of 1997 that he intended to discuss the matter
with the diocese of Tuam. Tuam by this time seemed to have changed their minds and
were pressing for the appointment of another bishop, leaving the situation as it was.

The Primate had advised the chairman at the end of May 1997 that the only option open
to him was the summoning of an electoral college unless the General Synod decreed
otherwise. This raised the question of a special General Synod, and the chairman wrote
on behalf of the Commission on 20 August to ask whether the Primate had decided to
summon a special meeting of the General Synod or to proceed with an electoral college,
as the Commission wished to make a carefully prepared input into a General Synod if
one was to be held. He stated the Commission’s view that Tuam was too small to
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Iy the event that the Primate decided to suromon 2 Special General Synod, the chairman
of the Commission offered to propose 2 Bill calling for the suspension of all electoral
colleges for dioceses which were, or might become, vacant before May 1998, The
Primate agreed with this suggestion. No meeting of the Commission was scheduled until
it was too late for a Bill in the name of the Commission to be prepared. However, the
chairman and the honorary secretary of the Commission telephoned all the members of
the Commission to make sure that they were still of the same mind as regards the
desirability or otherwise of Tuam's continuing as an independent see, but there was no
discussion about the precise wording of a Bill to be proposed in the Commission’s name.
Mr. J.T.N. McGaffin consented to second the Bill, but it was to be proposed in the
names of the two individuals concerned. The Bill was not drafted by the Commission,
but members of the Commission supported the chairman’s intention to propose the Bill
to the Synod.

i
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The Primaie then called a meeting of the honorary secretaries, together with the Assistani
Secreiary, the Assessor of the General Synod and the chairman of the Commission, io
take place in Armagh on 14 Ociober to draft a Bill, The Bill drafted was based on a
similar Bill presented io a special General Synod in 1971, with the addition of a phiase
which included dioceses which were already vacani. When the wording of the draft Bilt
had been agreed by all present, the Primate decided on November 15 for the special
meeting of the Synod, and asked the honorary secveiaries to send out prefiminary notices
to that effect. An agenda, containing the Bill in the names of the Bishop of Kilmore and
Mr. McGaffin, would follow later.

The draft Bill was then seni o the Bills Commiitee as is required, and the chairman of
the Commission was asked io aitend a meeting of the Bills Committee on 29 Ociober to
ensure that the Bill was in order. Ar ihas meeting, it was the unequivocal advice of the
Bills Commiitee that any proposed legislation involving dioceses which were already
vacant constituted retrospective legisiation and was iherefore unconstitutional. ¥ was
further poinied out thai an electoral college is constituied, not by being convened by the
Primate but by the occurrence of a vacancy. The chairman was also advised thai he
could nevertheless go ahead and propose the Bill if he wished. However, given ihe
unanimity of the Bills Committee advice, and following discussion with the seconder, the
proposer decided to withdraw the Bill and noiified the Primate accordingly, Theie
seemed (o them to be fiitle point in wasting the Synod’s ime by presenting a Bill whose
constitutionality had been deemed o be flawed, and which cleaily presented the
likelihood of greas confusion at the General Synod which the Synod would be unable ig
rzsolve without referring the matter to a body such as the Court of the General Syuod
or back o the Legal Advisory Committee. By the time the question was answered, it
would be as near io May 1998 as made no difference.

The ideal course of action would have been o propose the suspension of elecioral
colleges, either in ioio or with named exceptions (as had been done in 1971), at the time
the Standing Committee proposed the seiting up of the Commission.

Diespite the evenis of the past year, we remain convinced that we are providing a
blueprint for the fumre of the Church of Ireland, and thai ihe proposals contained in
Chapier Four should be impiemested by the Church as fhe VPPOTRINILY arises.
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Chapter One

[N A TIME OF CHANGE

1.1

et
(%]

mvnission ai ite first meeting on 19 June 1995 identified arveas of thou
and of geography which would need o be emmmed The needﬁ 0” the dwcesu
of Tuam were foremost in our minds but we recognised thar many othier areas
e populations, alsa required consideration. We knew aisc -Lha,ﬁ
we needed 1o ask iental guestions, many of which would be unpopuiar. We
fad to recognise that we were dealing with ecclesiasiical poliiics and thai we
would be putiing our heads on the line if we came np with ideas which membere
of Genersi Synod might be unwilling fo consider, let alone implement. I the end
it was agreed that the poliics might be considered later but that ihe ideal must first
be presented even if rejection ensued.

even those wiih la

We began a search io discover significant developmenis in the church and in
society which might cause us t0 think anew. We had to learn from the past, but
would also have o see if we could in any way be prophetic in aadzessmg the
needs of the church w the next mi What will be expected of 2 bishop
then? It was therefore felt by all that to proceed without a thorough examiination
of the theology of episcope wounld be o build ou poor foundations. This has been
attempied in chapier Three The Theory behind e Frociice and our resulting
recommendations are based on puiting theology inic practice.

The process of parochiol reorganisation within dioceses ts one with which most
memberss of the Church of Ireland will be familiar, Particularty in the Republic
of Ireland, but alse in rural areas of Worthern Ireland and in central Belfast,
amalgamation of parishes and the closure of churches have been taking place for
many years. Constani activity of this sort does liitle io inspire hope and
confidence in church members. Seeing church siructures unable fo cope wii
change around them they assume a "mindset of decline". How change is wrought
can itself affect attitudes fo the change. More forward planning can ofien lead to
less uncertainty and provide greater confidence for a people nervous of change.

What applies to the parochial scene will also hold good for diocesaii
seorganisation. Chapier Two details the work of 2 number of COMMIssions over
the past one hundred and fifty years. The most recent of these finished its work
just over twenty years ago but already some of their plans are seen as
insufficiently radical. Further action now mneeds io be taken. The
recommendaiions which follow may seem severe bui a major operation, assuming
it is competently performed, can be preferable to constani hospitalisation. The
proposals of this commission are unlikely to be welcomed, particularly in those
dioceses which have worked hard to implement the reports of earlier commissions.
We are producing evidence of continued decline but we believe our proposals
should ensure that no further surgery may be required for many years ioc come.
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Indeed the purpose of the surgery is not o expand areas of weakness, but
rather to foster stronger, healthier Dioceses with more varied ministries and
richer resources,

We are aware that there is some opinion within the Church of Ireland that the
Commission should recommend a reduction in the number of diocesan bishops,
with a concomitant proposal for the establishment of a larger number of assistan,
area or suffragan bishops (some of whom would in addition retain responsibilities
| as incumbenis).

=

We have considered this with care. We find however that we cannot recommend
this for reasons which should become apparent in the chapter on the theology of
episcope. In brief, however, we would suggesi at this point thai the expedient of
suffragan bishops has not been an entirely happy experience for the Church of
Bngland. The Commission would, in addition, argue that a bishop must be the
| bishop of a diocese (however large or small), and that the essentially delegaied
authority of a suffragan removes 2 genuine pasioral refationship, central io
| episcope. The sulfragan bishop undertakes episcopal functions {confirmaticn,
ordination etc.), but only in the absence of the diocesan vishow. I this is not the
case, and the suffragan has 3 real auionomy within a particular area, fe is
| therefore, de facto if not de jure, a diocesan bishop.

{ 1.5 On the othes hand, the multiplicaiion of dioceses, as some have suggesied, seems

| fo the Commission io be ill-advised. The presence of a bishop at each and every

| civic, social or parochial occasion is not oi the essence of good episcope, properly
understood. Ii may indeed serve only io undermine the role and vocation of ihe

[ rector.  In arguing thus, the Commission has no inierest in enhancing the
perceived “status’ of the bishop, but seeks instead to avoid a confusion beiween the

| genuine pasioral role of a bishop, and ihe unfortunate percepiion thai any public

j occasion within the diocese is axiomaiically enhanced by the presence of the

| bishop.

|

|

1.7 The tabie of staiistics (Appendix 1) which ends this chapter will indicate clearly the
reasons for our recommendations. They show a decline in popuaiion, in the
number of pasochial units and in the aumber of stipendiary clergy in every diocese
in the Church of lreland.

1.8 1In some cases there are considerablz discrepancies between figures remurned by
diocesan authorities and those obiained througi the national census in 1991, This
may be explained in part by differing wethods of calcuiation in that some dioceses

| appear 0 have refurned the numbers on which parochial assessmenis are based,

| i.e. the aduli population. The comparaiive figuies are given as Appendix I ic ihis

i Chapier,
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1.9 Appendix I
DIOCESAN POPULATION STATISTICS

FOR 1947 & 1965 TAKEN FROM “ADMINISTRATION 1967
FOR 1996 AS SUPPLIED BY DIOCESAN SECRETARIES

‘The Commission offers the 1996 figures below simply as an approximate number for
parochial units, population and stipendiary clergy, E & OE. See also maps at end of

report.
Diocese Parochial units Population Stipendiary Clergy
1947 1965 1996 1947 1965 1996 1947 1965 1996

Armagh 65 47 47 39200 41200 33639 80 63 52
Meath 40 22 4700 3400 44 27
Meath &

Kildare 24 5040 19
Tuam Z7 7 & 2300 2400 2203 27 17 i
Derry &

Raphoe %2 65 30 36700 35000 30600 80 76 52
Connor 82 88 78 144900 130400 105000 132 138 93

i

D'Ff'&)t:kﬂ@l?:e 73 84 77 109300 4000 97050 e 122 94
64 a4 25 14300 9200 T015 72 3% 2%
Clogher 57 46 35 22500 19600 15782 63 48 36
Enehalin 154 8¢ 55 $1000 42100 30000 154 118 73
Cashel 3% 14 2900 2300 36 15 '
Cssory 64 45 11700 9600 80 50
Cashel &
Crssory 32 8293 32
Cork 76 41 23 11700 o300 7700 77 48 24
aloe A4 21 3300 2800 i 21
Limrerick 30 17 2700 2200 36 192
Lierick &
Killzloe i6 2783 i8
Total 882 $46 466 4ETOOO 405504 346015 IHAE 796 iR

The Commission thanlks diocesan secretaries for providing the above siatistics.
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1.19 Appendix I

COMPARATIVE STATISTICS - 1991 CENSUS RETURNS AND 1996
DIOCESAN RETURNS

1991 Census 1596 Diocesan Returus

Armagh 31236 33639
Meath & Kil(iare 6543 5000
Tuam, Killala & Achonry 2904 2203
Derry & Raphoe 37041 30600
Connor 104520 105000
Down & Dromore 97181 97000
Kilmore, Elphin & Ardagh 8172 7015
Clogher 16580 15782
Dublin & Glendalough 35581 30000
Cashel & Ossory 12221 8293
Cork, Cloyne & Ross 9691 7700
Limerick & Killaloe 6335 3783
TOTALS 368005 346015

The Commission is graieful to the Rev. Canon R.E. Turner and Canon J LB, Deane
for supplying the 1991 Census § gures for Morthern Ireland and the Republic of
Ireland respectively.
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port showing diocesan boundaries)

2.0 The present diocesan boundavies of ireland daie largely from the period of the
synod of Kelle in 1152, Subsequent diocesan mergers and re-groupings lasted winil
the major re-orgamisation brought about, by the Chsrch cimporalifies Ace of 1833
which gave us » patiern that continued, with but minor aleration, to withi Hving
memory.  This provided for two archbishoprics - Armagh with six suf :
dioceses and Dublin with five suffragan dioceses:
Armagh with Clogher
Dowm with Connor and Dromore
Derry with Raphoe
Kilmore with Elphin and Ardagh
Twam with Killala and Achonry
Mieath
Dublin with Glendalough and Kildare
Ossory with Ferns and Lejghiin
Cashel and Emly with Waieiford and Lismore
Limerick with Ardfert and Aghadoe
Cork with Cioyne and Ross.
2.2 To 1868 an attempt to stave off disesiablishment was made by proposals to reduce

the number of dioceses to eight: Armagh as archibishop with seven suffragan
dioceses:

Arvmagh with Clogher and Kilmore

Dovm with Connoy and Dromore

Derry with Raphoe

Taam with Killala, Achonry, Elphin, Ardagh, Clonfert & Kilmacduagh
Bublin with Glendalough, Kildave and Meath

Ossory with Ferns, Leighlin, Waterford and Lismore

Limerick with Cashel, Emiy, Killaloe and Kilfenora

Cork with Cioyne, Ross, Avdferi and Aghadoe

which, with the developing communication at ihe time, might have proved a
workable scheme and have solved subseguent problems. Disesiablishmesnt,
however, proved politically inevitable and so ihe proposals came (o nothing,

2.3 After disestablistimeni the only variations from the 1833 scheme were the
separation of Clogher fiom Armagh in 1886, and that of Connor from Down and
Dromore i 1945, giving 2 total of fourteen dioceses.

2.4 The commission which produced the reporl Adminisirasion 1967 proposed (o
reduce the dioceses again 1o twelve but to amalgamaie the Belfast city areas of
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i Down and Connor io form a diocese of Belfasi with sixty parochial units
11 ministered to by one hundred and sixteen stipendiary clergy. The resulting
dioceses would have been:

Armagh
| Derry and Raphoe
1| Counor
i Belfast
Down with Dromore
I | Kilmore with Clogher
Tuam with Killala, Achonry and Elphin
! Meath with Ardagh and Kildare
Dubiin with east Glendalough
DOssory with Ferns, Leighlin, west Glendalough, Waterford & Lismore
Cork with Cloyne, Ross, Ardfert and Aghadoe
Cashel with Emly, Killaloe, Kilfenora, Clonfert, Kilmacduagh & Limerick

2,5 The commissioners’ proposals for the amalgamation of dioceses in the above st
from Kilmore onwards, if then implemented, might have produced more stable
unions than those which subsequently emerged as a result of negotiations at special
synods and in Gereral Synod. However, Tuam, even with Elphin, would siill
have remained a weak link. The diocese of Belfast was never implemented.

]
=

It is interesting to note that, coming through sach set of proposals, there has been
a requirement for the dioceses in the west, the southwest, the southeast and ihe
midlands to re-group if they are ic be units which are not just financially, but also
| ecclesiologically, viable (see The Theory Behind the Proctice page 18, paragraph
f 3.15).

2.7 Since Administration 1967 three amalgamations of dioceses have taken place,
ithough differing in their parts from the 1967 proposals. In 1976 the Ri. Rev,
Donald Caird, bishop of Limerick, became first bishop of Meath and Kildare, with
the Rt. Rev. Edwin Owen, bishop of Killaloe, succeeding him in the same year as
first bishop of Limerick and Killaloe. In 1977 the Rt. Rev. john Armsirong,
bishop of Cashel, became first bishop of Cashel and Ossory.
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?311("113 and fhsunctwe ecc;ecrolow}/ mlfi doctrine of episcope whm 4 SOUrCe
of confidence as we move inexorably towards the twenty first f‘euu“v, Bui
Anglicanism is in faci undergoing a period of radical self-assessment. This ie
something that must be encotveged at & practical and theological Jeve
church s 1ot to be eroded by dechining membership and decreasing inflaence in
society around it. Part of this process must be 2 renewed assessment of the role
of the bishop within the diocese,

Vel

Bishops are impoiant in Anglican self-understanding as much for practical as for
theological reasons, We insisied untl recently thai in all instances of unily among
Chiistians others musi "take episcopacy inio their system” if they did not already
possess it - vet we seem to be la cking a theo opv of epl CO[)F for ihe dge In which

we live.
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we regard them. In ecumenical discussion we can even be hard-pressed io explain
the sense of unity the bishop shonld bring to the everyday life of the parishes in
his diocese.

| * A parish can be 50 narrow in its vision as almost to be anti-gospel: "me, my
family, my friends and those like us - all others are outsiders” .

* A parish may want its bishop to be little more than a pastoral symbol
i supportive of their needs - compassionate, kind and connected, yet noi connected
so deeply as 10 worry them by being a visionary, a prophei, a mover, a shaker.

A parish may even think it needs the bishop’s vision - bui only if the bishop’s
vision maiches theirs.

A parish can see ifself as unacconntable to anyone outside of its boundary -
except in some vague way iowards God, X
I‘ In every instance above, the prime work of the bishop as the guardian and seacher
f of the faiih ought to be the enlargement of any view that diminishes the true vision
i of the Church. The oid idea of power which resided solely in the hands of the
| few, a power which was exercised without the possibility of correction or ouiside
j| resiraini, i gone forever. Today ihe bishop’s authority is not power but ihe
provision of energy for mission and outreach. The church can still bear witness
to moral and spiritual excellence and, when it does, its voice is stiil heard,

|

|

1

':

{ 3.4 Historically there has never been a single patiern of episcopacy. The Church has
:l known the anie-Nicene bishop-celebrant, the medieval prelate-politician, ihe
! eighteenth ceniury grandee and ihe present day bishop-pastor-administraior. The
bishop also moved from the title of Right Reverend Father in God to that of Righi
Reverend Lord buy is righily ioday reverting to the former concept.  Secular
dignify always obscures episcopal function.

3.5 The curreni "maunagement model” which is so strong in today’s church, brings
with i substantial and snbtle dangers boih for the preseni and for the futuve of the
church. Bishops, clergy too, no longer abie to invoke the auihority of "office",
find it increasingly atiraciive io learn how io "manage” people. This, even if not
admiited, is the church examining the naiure of ils authority.

Concerns bave been expressed about the lack of proper preparaiion and training
for episcopal minisiry, and those appointed 1o it aie thiown in ai the deep end and
cxpecied to swim, [n some senses, ihe whole of one’s previous ministry is, or
ought o be, training in at least the basic arts of pastoral oversighi, collaboration,
delegation eic. Perhaps more could be done at that level io harness and de velop

{ those skills, 5o ihai those to whom they do not necessarily come easily or nataratly
i will be betier able o0 exercise them if calied to episcopal office. This would point
to much moie sysiemaiic in-service iraining in hose aspects of minisiry throughout
o one’s entire minisiry. Some have these skills by nature, others are less weli-
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endowed, and still others have the potential which could be brought out, but are
sometimes left in positions where their leadership talents are allowed to wither.
Although the parallels with, for example, the business world should not be too
closely pressed, it is important to note that all leaders and potential leaders have
the art of leadership as an integral part of continuous training and development
throughout their careers.
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ss unnoticed.
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f an bishop is 2 bishop-in-synod. not the indtvidual authority

lis Roman Catholic counierpart, But *161fher i he simply a modervator. The
autho e siill possesses can have both posiiive and negative effecis on the
diocese and people among whom Ae minisiers. Episcopal authority is exercised
i a very diffevent way today than it was even a generaiion ago. If is much more
consuliative and collaborative. The autocratic issuing of edicis froni afa,' has
gone. This is one of the most important areas in which the bishop needs good
diocesan resources. Gone are the days when people could be appointed (o
sigitificant positions purely on the grounds of semiorily in service, and then lefi
largely to their own devices while the bishop ruled in isolation. Withiout such
resourees, it is much more difficuit for Aim to "know the mind of the diocese" . to
have & proper sounding board that wili enable Aim (o think long, hard and
critically about the developmeni of ministry appropriate to the diocese, of (o
stimulate more widespread theologicat thought and education within the diocese.

Fostitvely, this means that public statemenis are generally made after consuliation
with senior and representative members of the clergy and laity of ihe diocese who
will be his close advisors. The bishop thus speaks the mind of ihe diocese. When
public comment is urgent and necessary Ais sole official voice must even then be
ore that undersiands the mind of the diocese because he knows it and has helped
form its thought.
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3.8 MNegatively, the bishop can also exeicise power by preventing things from
happening. This can be good and necessary in the life of the diocese when he
fears something inadvisable may emerge from a discussion insufficientiy thought
out. It can also lead to inaction and missed oppottunities if the bishop is unwilling
to take risks. The Anglican synodical system is such that the bishop can easily
form a kind of bottle-neck through which nothing can pass. What cannot get
through will not happen. Where such intentional obstructiveness exists nothing
will ever be done. In previous generations such obstructiveness, under the guise
of pastoral concern, has not been unknown.

3.0 The bishop is a part of the community over which fe teaches and governs, In the
Chuech of Ireland he is chosen by a careful electoral system which seems as good
as any other in the Anglican Communion. Once chosen A¢ must be affirmed by
his feliow bishops as bishop of the diocese of Ais title. At Ais episcopal ordination
ne is also affivmed by the people and, by prayer and the laying-on-of-hands of the
bishops present, Ae is brought within the historic episcopate. What is often called
“the apostolic succession" is not the "tactile” dead hand of the past but the Holy
Spirit energising the church of today. If one may be allowed to think in spatial
terms, there is in Ais ordination a vertical line by which /e rtelates to the whole
episcopate and to the spiritual line to which he succeeds Zis predecessors-in-faiih
in his diocese. There is aiso the horizontal line which is Ais relationship to the
people over whom /e will preside. To build a sense of togetherness is not simply
to reorganise the bishop’s diary. It may require a willingness to do away with
every struciure and symbol that reinforces separateness rather than partnership.

311 The relationship between bishop and people should be reciprocal. The bishop is
noi just an individual but is a corporate person whose ministry is exercised in
relation to the community and with the support of the community, He gives but
he also receives. Thus, in gnarding the faith, Ae has the iask of receiving ihe
insights of the people and discerning the mind of those commitied o his charge.
They are to act and to think together.

3.12 This exiends to the bishop’s role as pastor. 1t is taken for granted that an esseniial
part of episcopal ministry is e exercise of the pastoral care of the pastors in the
diocese. "Sed quis cusiodiet ipsos custodes - bui who will guard the guards
themselves?". Juvenal’s question could be modified in this context: "Who will
pasior the pastor?”. There seems to be an unconscious assumpiion that bishops
have no further need for such things, and this can sometimes lead 50 a deep sense
of isolation. Some bishops have been able i¢ find their own pastoral support
neiwork either in an individual or a small group of people, and in ihis regard the
poteniial for the minisiry of lay peopie and of retired clergy is great, because both
may be exiernal to the authority structures of the diocese. It may not always be
so siraighiforward in the case of the serving clergy of a diocese simply because of
the formal relationship in which bishop and clergy officially find themselves, This
question has already arisen in another context: that of "Clergy Under Siress” (see
Standing Commitiee Reports 1990 and 1991) where a bishop is inescapably
fulfilling the dual role of pastor and overseer. There the dual role was seen to
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present difficulties for the bishop in his pastoral care of the clergy; here it may be
seen as the opposite side of the same coin.

Because he is a part of the People of God and has no authority apart from his
community, his pastoral and teaching role is to enable the community o act as a
corporate body. This aspect of the bishop’s pastoral role is best seen as the bishop
ensures fidelity to the faith of the Church: ke should never uncritically accept
novelties and must be a defender of Biblical tradition seen as the moving stream
of the church’s life. As teacher ke must also be a theological explorer, an
innovator: he will never uncritically reject things new because they are new but
will try to interpret them in the light of reason and of that ongoing tradition.
Failure to defend traditional truths, as much as failure correctly to interpret needed
change in faith and society, must inevitably lead to the death of theological thought
in the diocese. To enable the bishop to develop this dimension of his ministry, the
pursuit of systematic study needs to be built in to his programme. In the Church
of England, most diocesan bishops on geiting their new diary for the following
year allocate up to eight weeks for study and rest. Nothing is allowed to interfere
with that, In addition to a bishop’s own personal reading preferences, there should
also be regular access to people with expertise in different areas, so that when the
bishop is required to say something it will be of some consequence. (Many years
ago, the Duke of Edinburgh was asked how he managed to speak with authority
on such a huge variety of topics. He said that he was fortunate enough to be in
the position of having ready access to the most competent people available in
almost any field, and "something is bound to rub off.")

Most bishops will inevitably gain insights as they share their thoughts and needs
with other members of the episcopate. The bishops of the Church of Ireland thus
have regular meetings during the course of the year. It is interesting, however,
to note that the constitution of the Church of Ireland sees the role of a House of
Bishops as essentially one of relating the bishops to general synod. The House
may consult and discuss; it may even make pronouncements; but in the end the
essential collegiality within the Church must be that between the bishop of the
diocese and the people of the diocese.

The bishop's relation with his diocese must inevitably be governed by its size and
population and also by the number of clergy over whom he presides. There can
be no ideal size of diocese but every bishop should be able to know all his priests
and many of the laity well. This is often taken to mean that small dioceses should
be maintained whatever the cost. This need not be accepted as gospel. The
principle of intimacy can be carried too far, and where a diocese is too small the
bishop is almost inevitably dragged into every local concern. In every local
difficulty /e becomes the first port of call rather than the last. This diminishes
the status and role of incumbents, who are not to be treated as junior curates.
Instead of supporting the ministry of incumbents, the intimate involvement of the
bishop threatens to diminish it. This is not to plead for an exalted status for the
bishop, but to ensure that a bishop is not so omnipresent that every parishioner can
bypass the rector at the slightest whim. In order that a diocese can be a diocese -




[\
~2
[\

3.17

Commission on Episcopal Needs

a Church which truly epitomises at least in some fashion the Church - it needs
sociological, economic and cultural conditions which simply cannot exist in a very
tiny diocese. A "village" cannot present the form of a developed complete city,
nor a tiny collection of parishes a "complete” diocese.

From the point of view of ministry, dioceses need to be sufficiently large to enable
a certain amount of mobility within them. Where parishes are large enough to
have curates-assistant, the experience in recent years has been that they move to
other dioceses after serving their title. The same frequently applies to changes of
incumbency, where the only movement is away from the diocese. This poses
problems for the continuity, stability and development of ministry within a
diocese.

Because of these factors, the futuie dioceses of the Church of Ireland require
realistic boundary adjustments. There are large areas of the south and wesi where
the Church of Ireland population is very unevenly distributed. The number of
Church of Ireland children (1991 census) under 10 years of age is down by 20%
from the Census of 198! (the whole community 15.7%). In many parts of the
republic there aie large areas of very small, widely scattered congregations,

Fewer bishops with better administrative help, but with larger areas, may be the
only way to serve the Church of tomorrow and give new purpose to the role of the
bishop. This is not an unquestioning acceptance of a management model. Tt is
simply a recognition that most Church of Ireland bishops today meet the
administrative needs of their dioceses with office assistance that would be regarded
as inadequate by the clerk of a minor urban district council, In smaller dioceses,
bishops are ex-officio chairmen of not only the major diocesan committees, but
also of their sub- and sub-sub offspring. (Episcopal and parochial ministry is
further hampered by the fact that very small dioceses have inherited, almost
unchanged, adminisirative simctures that were laid down ai a fime when they were
numerically very much favger than at present) In larger dioceses where such
comunitiee invelvement is physically impossible, the administraiive load on the
bishop’s desk has threaiened to swamp Aim in any case because secretarial
assisiance up (o now has not been proverly provided. His equivalent in the Church
of Lngland has full-time adminisivasive suppost, and in the Episcopal Church of
the United Siates, dioceses which are numerically not much larger than an average
rmeal frish diocese provide their bishops with a much higher level of full-time
SUpport.

Adminisivation and bureaucy are exiended o central church level with
membersiup, and frequenily chairmanship, of many extra-diocesan committess,
The concept of the bishop as ihe link berween the diocese and the wider Church,
representing each to the other, is iz danger of being alteved to hig being one of a
number of links between diocese and ceniral church committees. Many years 250,
Archbishop Ramsey expressed the fear ihat the Church (of England) would soon
be driven by bureaucracy rather than spiritality/theclogy. Tt was a timely
wagning.
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The bishop’s role as link between diocese and wider Church can be undermined
not only by the administrative expectations noted above, bur also by expeciations
of a different kind. Pasticularly in the Republic of Treland, bishops are very much
mvolved in the affairs of the wider society, and ave frequently invited to atrend
public evenis. This is perceived as being an indispensable part of episcopal
ministry. Representation is important, provided that it is seen primarily in ferms
of the bishop articulating the views and needs of Ais people 1o the wider society,

weE

but it is too ofien diminished to merely "fiying the flag”. To quote one bishop:

"There is the Jeeling in the Church of Ireland that it is much more imporion: that
a bishop is present at an event, than that he has anyihing coherent to say while he
is there. "

The bishop of 2 diocese is elected tc serve and guide the Church. If ke is fo
achieve this gospel servant role ke needs the assistance of others - both clerical and
fay. In reaching out to others se must allow Aimself to be reached. His authority
must be built up, not by words, but by rebuilding structures that make it possible
for people to connect, and by enabling congregations to find that deeper unity
which is beyond their own vision, that unity to which the bishop bears wiiness.
The Greek word dynamis best conveys the creative force involved in this kind of
power. It is motive power rather than coercive power. In creating vision, the
bishop will motivate lively communities within his diocese. Such liveliness would
maunifest itself in the vibrancy and the refiectiveness of ihe local parishes. The
bishop, by example and teaching, would encourage the people of the parishes io
be active, not just in the parish scene, but also in the secular affairs of the locality
by bearing witness to the things of God. The people of God and their bishops wiil
realise thai any leadership worthy of the name wust be one which inspires the
humblest to embrace not just Christ and the church, but the whole of that world
to which the church is called afresh to witness.
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Chapter Four
STRUCTURES
A. "A DIOCESE OF THE WEST"
The scenario

4.1 More than any other of the four Trish provinces Connaught forms a self-conscious
and definitive unit consisting of the counties of Galway, Leitrim, Mayo,
Roscommon and Sligo. Along its greater length the river Shannon forms the
natural. boundary, although Couniy Clare, which ecclesiastically would seem a
natural part of the umit, is actually in the civil province of Munster. The
ecclesiastical boundary between the provinces of Armagh and Dublin forms a
border which divides this area of the west coast of Ireland where the Church of
Ireland population is at its weakest in any part of the whole island. At present,
just over six miies south of Galway city the diocese of Tuam ends and the diocese
of Kilmacduagh (Limerick and Killaioe) begins. It was a nonsense when the
legislation resulting from the Church Temporalities Act of 1833 united the dioceses
of Tuam, Killala and Achonry within the province of Armagh, and lefi ihe
dioceses of Killaloe, Kilfenora, Kilmacduagh and Clonfert to be within that of
Dublin. Today it is an absurdity which prevents the Church of Ireland, as against
the efforts of the Irish government, and the Roman Catholic hierarchy which stil}
retains the old ecclesiastical province of Connaught, from attempting to provide
a realistic policy for the west of Ireland.

4.2 Numbers alone would suggest that a single bishop covering the area of Tuam and
Kitlaloe could provide an overall vision for a uniquely natural hinterland which
siraply cannot be given with present divided jurisdictions.

Such indeed were the bulk of the suggestions for Connaught made by the
ecclesiastical commissioners n 1868 as the church worked io stave off
disestablishment. They proposed the formation of a new diocese of Tuam which
would include Tuam, Killalla, Achoney, Elphin, Ardagh, Clonfer: and
Kitmacduagh, excluding oniy Killaloe and Kilfenora, which they included in a new
diocese of Cashel and Limerick. We would now propose the mclusion of Killaloe
and Limevick in this new diocese of the west.

4.3 Although, in our iniial report, we suggested that Limerick diocese might become
part of 3 diocese of the souib-west, uuiting (in company with Ardiert and
Aghadoe) with Cork sic., we now suggest, i the light of submissions received,
that Limevick wonld fit beiter Intc a western diccese, in other words, ihat its
natural axis is o the west {and its northers hinierland) rather than to the sonih.
We thersfore propose that ihe three parishes In Limerick diccese
(Adare/iCnockaney, Limerick, and Rathkeale/Xilnaughiiny should be part of he
diocese of the wesl,

I
Ay
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4.4 We are aware that the "diocese of the west" would constitute a large geographical
area, We are, however, not convinced that a bishop of the "diocese of the west"
(wherever he might be placed) would be any further separated, in terms of time,
from his farthest-flung parishes than would be the case for a number of Scottish
bishops, or indeed, for some English bishops. The crucial point is one made in
an earlier chapter: A bishop’s relationship with Ais diocese must inevitably be
governed by its size and population and also by the number of clergy over whom
he presides.

As we have read above, (3.15) there can be no ideal size of diocese but every
bishop should be able to know intimately all his clergy and many lay people. This
is ofien taken to mean that small dioceses should be maintained whatever the cost,
This need not be accepted as gospel. In order that a diocese can be a diocese a
Church which truly epitomises at least in some fashion the Church - it needs
sociological, economic and cultural conditions which simply cannot exist in a very
tiny diocese. A "village" cannot present the form of a developed complete city,
nor a tiny collection of parishes a complete diocese.

Bringing together the new diocese

4.5 Based on the 1998 edition of the Church of Ireland Directory a "Diocese of the
West" would consist of the following parochial units:

This would provide tw enty-Ave parisi 'y clergy.
Consequences
.6 The provision of 2

znd Aghadoe fron E
eic. Meath and
diocese of ihe ¥

4.7 In these proposals, the commission has worked on the basie of existing unisis or

5 theny, Nevertheless, it will be seen
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The proposed Diocese of the West would consist of the following parochial units:-

Diocese of Tuam Diocese of Killaloe, etc. Diocese of Limerick

Aughaval Birr Adare

Galway Cloughjordan Limerick

Omey Drumcliffe & Kilfenora  Rathkeale & Kilnaughtin

Tuam Killaloe

Nenagh

Roscrea

Shinrone

Diocese of Killala Diocese of Elphin Diocese of Achonry

Killala & Sraid Boyle & Roscommon Ballisodare

Skreen Calry Tubbercurry
Drumcliffe

Diocese of Clonfert Sligo
Aughrim & Ardrahan  Taunagh
Clonfert

Proposed number of cures: 25

Present number of cures:  Tuam, Killala & Achonry 8
Kilmore, Elphin & Ardagh 25
Limerick & Kiilaloe 16

"A DIOCESE OF THE SQUTH WEST"
The scenario

When, in 1977, the recommendations of the previous commission relating to this
area were implemented, the dioceses of Limerick and Killaloe contained twenty-
five parochial units (Limerick 5, Ardfert 7, Killaloe 13).

Today the diocese contains sixteen units (Limerick 3, Ardfert 4, Killaloe 9), an
overall drop of nine (36%). In 1977 the dioceses of Cork, Cloyne and Ross
contained thirty-one units, whereas today there are tweniy-three, a drop of eight
25%).

The figures show a trend which may well continue. Some parishes in these areas
are very small indeed and are just about able to keep going. There is a sense of
a "confident minority" and it is right that people should be given hope and
inspiration but we must also face facts. It seems obvious to the commission that
the number of parishes in the south-western region may not yet have bottomed out.
If the south-western dioceses are left intact this time round, further action will be
required relatively soon. The commission believes it is better to take action now
which may produce stability and growth for the future, Incumbents, with
improving road systems are covering areas which thirty years ago would have
seemed inconceivable. Bishops could also cover greater areas if their central
committee demands were less onerous.
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south-western area. It has been made the more
s Limerick and Killaloe and by ihe successful
ccome fully one and for which they deserve

Change V’iEE be neces sary iy th

I

C{WE["ZWMHOQE

together the new Discese

To creaie @ diocese thar will remaln viable into the foreseeable future it is our
secormmendaiion that Avdfert and Aghadoe should be separated from Limerick,
Kilialoe etc. Limerick and Killaloe (with the exception of Ardfert and Aghadoe)
would be incorporated inio a Giocese of the west (qee A above). Ardfert and
Aglhiadoe would be united wiih the dioceses of Corle, Cloyne and Ross. The new
diocese of Cork Cloyne and Ross with frdfert and Aghadoe would, at present
pumbers, contain twenty-seven unis.

Aceording fo the 1998 edition of the Church of Treland Drirectory 2 uniied Driocese
) ]

of Covk, Cloyne, Ross, Ardieri and Aghadoe would provide ihe foliowing
parochial unis:

14 from the PHocese of Cork;

from the Diocese of Cloyne;

from the Drocese of Ross;

4 from the Dioceses of Ardfert and Aghadoe

4

The proposed Liocese of the South West would consist of the foliowing parockial

units:-

Driocese of Cork Diocese of Ross !

Ballydehob Abbeysirewry Cloyne

Bandon Reara Cobh & Glammire

Carrigaline Kilgavifie Fermoy

Carrigrohane Ross Iallow

Cork, St Fin Barre

Cork, St Luke Diocese of A Aghadog

Douglas Kenmaie

Tanlobbus Cilcolman

Kilmocomogue Killarney

Kilmoe Tralee

Kinneigh

Kinsale

WMoviddy

Tempiebreedy

Proposed number of cures: 27

Preseni number of Cures: Corl, Cloyne and Rose 23
Limerick and Killaloe i6
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C. "A DIOCESE OF THE MIDLANDS!
The scenario

ing

4,14 The dioceses of Meaih and Kildare weye merged it 1976 giving an area strstch
west of Dublin fo east of the tiver Shannon, Northwards ifs Turihess parish is
Mouninugent  (Castlepollard/Oldcasile union), the mosi  southerly being
Coolbanagher (Mounimellick union) and the most easierly Drogheda, Saing M
(Tlianstown union). The diocese covers a lagge tural avea with no iown of g ,
population than 12,000. Theve are iwo cathedrals - ai Trim and ar Kildare.
Parishioners of some of the areas nearesi Dublin - Clane, Dunboyne, Naas and
Mavan - commuie te the capiial but many would also be working as wall as
mvelved in their local acea,

4.15 Meaih and Kildare dioceses presently contain twenty parishes, soon io be nine
The pasioral responsibilities of the bishop could e cxrendad by the addition o
areas at the notihera end (from Asmagh and Kilmore),

4.0%  Having taken cognisance of ihe sirong feeting within the Church of Trsiand as 2
ihe line of the po ! border should not be a deciding factor i the
of a diccese, we now suggest that the Drogheda group of Parishes,
ing of Drogheda, Ardee, Collon and Termonfeckin), alone should
ed from the Diocese of Armagh o e Diocese of Meath. At present,

fowsn of Drogheda is divided mio iwo small parishes. Collon (Armagh) 1s

closer io Slane (Meaih) than w any orher pavish, and Ardee alsc has considerable
stions with that part of Meath THecese which lies in Couniy Cavan,

CONIY
iher the new Diocese

cese of Elphin is joined to ihe proposed "Diccese of the Wesi", ih
Eilmore and Ardagh should be added ic ihe dioceses of Meath and
Midlands. An excepiion might be made in the
ey, and also illinagh and Cloonciare,
: ] se, much of which would
 educanonally and sccially with County Fermanagh, and ai! of which ¢
ntageously be added io Clogher, (I Killesher and Killinagh were to be ad
to Clogher, Cloonclare would become a completely isolated part of Kilmore, and
the recommendation is therefore that it too should be transferred to Clogher.) The
diocese of Meath etc. would thus be enlarged, from the Kilmore diocese, by the
addition of Annagh, Arvagh, Bailieborough, Kildrumferton, Lurgan, Drung,
Kildallon, Killeshandra, Kilmore, Swanlinbar and Urney groups; and from the
Ardagh diocese by the addition of Ardagh, Kiltoghart, Mohill, Mostrim and
Templemichael groups. This would bring the total number of parochial groupings
to thirty-six.

>
s of Kil
ildare to form a Diocese of the

el
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Based on the 1998 edition of the Church of Ireland Directory, a united diocese of
Meath, Kildare, Kilmore (part), Ardagh, and Armagh (part) would provide the
following parochial units:

12 from the Diocese of Meath
¢ from the Diocese of Kildare
11 from the Diocese of Kilmore
4 from the Diocese of Ardagh
| from the Diocese of Armagh

4.18 The proposed Diocese of the Midlands would consist of the following parochial
units:-

dldrurnferion
‘ileshandra

Kildare
MMounimellick
Naas
Newbridge
ciarlingion

Kiltoghart
Molill
Mostriin

Proposed number of cures: 36

Present number of cu WMeath & Kildare 20
Kilmore, Hiphut & Ardagh 25

D. The DIOCESE OF CLOGHER

4.19

A
e
[
¢

the new "Dioces

need by one cure,

it the e
fellowed
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Chapter Five
PROPOSED NUMBER OF CURSAS IN TACH DIOCESE

5.1 DIOCESE OF ARMAGH

Acion Clogherny Kiilyman Newiownhamilton
Annaghiore Clonifeacle Kilmore Pormeroy

Ardivea Degryloran ifsaran Portadown, St Columba
Armagh Cathedral Desertlyn Lisnadiil Portadown, St Mark
Armagh, 8§ Mark Donaghmore Lissan Richhili

Ballinderry Drumcree Longhgall Sixmilecioss
Ballymascanlon  Drumglass Loughgilly Tartaraghau
Ballymore - Dundallk Magherafel: Tullanisken
Brackaville Eglish Milltown Tynan

Caledon Errigle Keerogue Moy Woodschapel
Camlough Keady Muilabrack

Carnieel Kildiess Muilavilly

Proposed aumber of cures: 46
Present munber of cures: 47
Proposed changes: Drogheda, 5¢ Peser, to transfer ic "Diocese of the Midlands”"

5.2 DIOCESE OF CLOGHER

Diocese of Clogher Diocese of Kilmore
Aghadrumsee Donacavey Lisnaskea Cloonclare
Aghalurcher Donagh Magheracross Kiliesher
Aghavea Diyomore Magheraculmoney Killinagh
Augher Drumkeeran  Maguiresbridge  Kinawley
Baliybay Emaitris Monaghan
Carrickmacross  Baniskillen Rossory
Cleenish Fivemiletown  Sallaghy
i Clogher Galloon Tempo
{ Clones Garrison Trory
i Currin Inishmacsain:
' Derryvullan M1, Kilskeery
Derryvullan 5, Lack
Devenish Lisbetlaw
’ Proposed number of cures: 39
[ Preseni number of cures: 33

Proposed changes: Addiiion of Cloouciare, Killesher, Killinagh and Kinawley
irom Kilmors
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5.3 DIOCESE OF DERRY AND RAPHOE

ghadowney
ydstraw
tysculbion

OUErDE

e
Clooney
Culmore
Cumber Upper
Derg
Desertmartin
.E_B'Gnagbeady
Dvumachose
Drrimclampl
Drumragh
Dungiven

Proposed number of cures:
Present number of cures:

Proposed changes:

I AND DROM

nderry

ghanvale
Glendermot
Kiicyonaghar:
itlowen
Leckpatrick
Londonderty,

Chrisi Church
Londonderiy,

St Augisiine
Londondesry,
“athedral
haghera
Tarnjaghiard
Tamlaghtfinlagan
Tamlaght-O Crilly
Urney

50
50
None

Procese of Down
Rallybeen
Baliyhaiberi
Ballyholime
Ballyphilip & Ardguin
Ballywalter
Bangor, St Comgall
Bangor Abbey
Belfast:
Baliymacarvett,
St Pairick
Ballymacarreit,
St Martin

Ballinafeigh
Belvoir
Cregagh
Trundela
Gilnahirk
Knock
Knockbreda
Knocknagoney
Mount IMerrion
QOrangefield
Sydenham

St Christopher
St Clement

Gweedore
nver

Movilie
Raphoe

¥ g]lbovne
Tullyaughnish

St Donard

Stormont

Willowfield
Bright
Carnalea
Carrowdore
Comber
Donaghadee
Down Cathedrai
Pown,

Si Margaret
Drumbeg
Drumbo
Dwndonald
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ocese of Down (coni
Glencialg

Grey Abbey
Troomsport

Helen’s Bay

Kiltaney
Killinchey

Mewtownards
Rathmullan
Samifield

Proposed auinber of
Present number of
Proposed changes:

DIOCESE OF CONNOR

Agherion
Anoghill
Anivim
Ardclinis
ATTHOY
Bailinderry
Baltinioy
Ballymacast
Ballymena
Ballymos
Baliynuve
Ballyrasi
Ballywiilan

LEERV

AL

Heltast Ca
Al Bainis
Chaist Chaech
Hinaghy

Holy Tn

iy A&

St Aidan

t) meie
Aghadeig

Aghalee

Annahil

Annalong

Ardmore
Castlewelian
Clonailon
Donaghcloney
Dromiara

Dromore Cathedral
Drumgaih

Gilford

Kilbrouey

Kilkeel

Kilinegan

51 Bartholomew
i Geoirge

St Katherine

St Mark

St Mary

5t Mary Magdal
5S¢ Maiithew

,?. i

Whiterock

Knocknamuckiey
Lurgan, Shankill
Lurgan, 81 John
Magheradroll
Magherally
Magheralin
Moira
Mewcasile
Mewry

Seagoe
Seapairick
Tullylish

Connor
Craigs
Derriaghy
Dervyvoigie
Drnmman!
Dunluce
Dunmusy
Eglaniine
{ienavy

Kiflead
Kilmakee
Kiliget
Kilwaughter

Lambeg
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Siocese of Connor (cont)

Maghezragall
Iviaitusk
Monlkstown
Iiossiey

Proposed rumber of cures:
Present number of cures:

Proposed changes:

IMuckamore
Ramoai
Rathcoole
Skerry

77
77

None

DIOCESE OF DUBLIN AND GLENDALOUGE

Digcese of Dublin

Booterstown

Bray

Castlelnock

Christ Church
Cathedral Group

Clondallin

Clontarf

Crinken

Crumlin

Dalkey

Donnybrook

Drumcoendra

Dun Laoghaire

Glenageary

Holmpatrick

Howth

Irish Church Missions

Kill

Killiney, {(Ballybrack)

Killiney, Holy Trinity

Kilternan

Proposed number of cures:
Present number of cures:

Proposed changes:

talahide

Monksiown

Raheny

Rathmichae}

Rathfarnham

Rathmines

St Ann

St Bartholomew

St Patrick’s Cathedral
Group

St George &

St Thomas
Sandford
Sandymount
Santry & Glasnevin
Stillorgan
Swords
Tallaght
Taney
Tullow
Whitechurch
Zion

55
55
None
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Sioneyford
Templepatrick
‘Whitehead
Whitehouse

Diocese of
Glendalough
Arkiow

Athy
Blessington
Castlemacadam
Celbridge
Delgany
Donoughmore
Dunganstown
Greysiones
Leixlip &
Luncan
Narraghmore
Newecasile
Powerscourt
Rathdrum
Wicklow
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{
| | 5.7  DIOCESE OF CASHEL AND OSSORY
I | Diocese of Cashel Diocese of Ferns Diocese of Leishiin
it |11 (ashel Ardamine Abbeyleix
!i I | Kilcooley & Fertagh Bunclody Baltinglass
- | [ Templemore Crosspatrick & Carnew Carlow
_‘- i : I Dhocese of W Enniscorihy Dunleckney
] || & Lismeie feins Fenagh
1' . ! Clonmel Gorey Killeshin
Wi | Fiddown Killane Kiltegan
o] | Listore Kilscoran Leighlin
e | ‘Waterford New Ross Maryborough
v i Diocese of Ossory K Siradbally
3 | Casilecomer Tullow
< Clonenagh
i Keils
41 ‘ Kilkenny
¥ ! { Rathdowney
B ‘l Proposed number of cuves: 33
3 1! Present nuunber of cures: 33
7 i! Proposed changes: Mone
] I
|| 5.8  "A DIQOCESE OF THE MIDLANDS"
I
) il Diocese of ¥ Diocese o' | 3 Diacese of Avdagh
" f | Athlone Annagh Ardagh
W Castlepollard Arvagh Kiltoghart
i Clara Bailieborough Mohili
i Dunboyne Drung Mostrim
I | Julianstown Kildalion Templemichael
(| Kells Kildrumferton Diocese of Kildare
1 Kingscouri Killeshandra Clane
il Muitingar Kilinore {lonsasi
W Mavan Lurgan Geashill
{1 Rathmolyon Swanlinpar Kildare
| Trim & Aihboy Urney Mounimellick
1 Tullamove Di Naas
I MNewbridge
i Poriarlingion
{i
II
1l Proposed number of cures: 36
' Preseis aumber of cires: teath & Kildare 20
|_ Kitmore, Blpnin & Ardagh 25
|
|
i
‘r..
il
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59 "A DIOCESE OF THE WEST"

Diocese of Tuam Diocese of Killaloe, etc. Dioceses of Limerick
Aughaval Birr Adare
Galway Cloughjordan Limerick
Omey Drumclifie & Kilfenora Rathkeale &
Tuam Killaloe Kilnaughtin
Diocese of Killala Nenagh Diocese of Elphin
Killala & Straid Roscrea Boyle & Roscommon
Skreen Shinrone Calry
Diocese of Achonry Diocese of Clonfert Drumcliffe
Ballisodare Aughrim & Ardrahan Sligo
Tubbercurry Clonfert Taunagh
8
25
Limericlk & foe 16

5.10 "A DIOCESE OF THE SOUTH WEST"

Corl Diocese of Ross
Abbeystrewry

Beara

Kilgariffe

Ross

Diiocese of Aydfert &
Kewmare

Tralee ‘

Diiocese of Cloyne
Cloyne
Cobh & Glann
Moviddy Fermoy
Tempiebreedy Wallow
Youghal
Froposed number of cures:
Present riumber of cur 23
16
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THE CHURCH OF {RELAND
The Present
divcesan struetuie

DERRY AND RAPHOE

CONNOR

KILMORE, ELPHIN
AND ARDAGH

TUAM, KILLALA
AND ACHONRY

CASHEL AND OSSORY

CORK. CLOYNE
AND ROSS
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DERRY AND RAPHOE

DOWN,
CONNOR Anp
DROMORE
ARMAGH. CLOGHER AND o
KILMORE

TUAM, KILLAL A, ACHONRY,
ELPHIN. ARDAGH. CLONFERT
AND KILMACDUAGH

DUBLIN, MEATH AND KILDARE

OSSORY. FERNS,
LEIGHLIN, WATERFORD
AND LISMORE

CASHEL, LIMERICIK
KILLALOE AND
EMLY

CORK. CLOYNE. ROSS
ARDFERT AND AGHADOE




e ————— |

294 Commission on Episcopal Needs

THE CHURCH OF MELAND

The proposals of the
Commigsioa on
Epizcopal Needs, 1993

DERRY and RAPHOE

DOWN and
DROMORE

YIHE MIDLANDS’

'THE WEST’

CASHEL and DSSORY

meT

CTHE SOUTH WEST




