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HYMNS OF THE DAY 
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WINTER CHURCH SCHEDULE 
 
Dec 18   PE ONLY - Sunday School Christmas Program 
 
Dec 24   PE ONLY - Christmas Eve Orthros/Liturgy 5pm-7pm 
 
Dec 25   Both Churches - Merry Christmas! 
 
Jan 1     PE ONLY - Happy New Year! 
 
Jan 8     PE ONLY - Vasilopita Sunday 
 
Jan 15   HT ONLY - GOYA BB Tournament in Tulsa 
 
Jan 22   Both Churches 
 
Jan 29   Both Churches 

YOUNG AT HEART 

Bring in the New Year 2023!  

The Young at Heart will have 

their monthly luncheon on  

Thursday January 12th at noon  

at the Hellenic Memorial Hall. 

 

Happy New Year!  

We hope to see you there  



PHILOPTOCHOS CORNER 
 

Thank You 
  

The Philoptochos would like to extend a thank you to all who attended and 
supported the Community Christmas Party.  It was overwhelming to see so 
many of your community family in attendance.  From the very young to the 

young at heart, it made for a nostalgic evening of wonderful parea, comradery, 
tree lighting, food, gingerbread decorating, a raffle and silent auction, and 

cheers of goodwill. 
  

We thank you ALL, from those who donated to the event, the many who set up 
and worked the event, to the Philoptochos ladies, our chairs Cindy Skedros and 
Christy Daskalakis, and most of all those who came and supported the event, 

and who can forget Santa! 
Your support and generosity help Philoptochos further its many ministries. 

  
As we await the birth of our Savior, we ask that you all enjoy the spirit and 

peace of this blessed season, with those whom you love and cherish. 
  

May you all have a blessed and Merry Christmas,  
and a Healthy and most Happy New Year! 

  
Καλά Χριστούγεννα με υγεία, ευτυχία για το καινούργιο Xρόνο!! 

 

Xρόνια πολλά σε όλους 



 

Beloved Parishioners,  
  
As you are aware, at our General Assembly on November 20, 2022, the Parish 
intended to vote and amend the section of our bylaws that constitutes a quorum 
to buy, sell or encumber property over $1,000,000.  Critical and serious issues 
arose as to proper procedures in the intended vote.  As well there was no Parish 
vote on the alternative option which was also intended to be voted on.  As a 
result, several letters of protest and calls identified significant issues requiring 
careful review and examination.  After receiving the letters of protest that called 
into question the voting procedures followed, Fr. George sought advice from the 
Metropolis of Denver’s legal counsel, John Johns, on this matter.  Mr. Johns 
contacted both myself and Harry Souvall, the meeting’s Parliamentarian, and 
suggested that indeed there was a breach of parliamentary procedure in 
accordance with Robert’s Rules of Order. I invite all of you to read the enclosed 
Memorandum for the full explanation and reasoning by Mr. Johns.  
  
After presenting this document to the Parish Council, the Parish Council has 
recognized the vote regarding the quorum was insufficient to adopt the motion, 
which requires a 2/3 majority vote rather than a simple majority 
vote.  Therefore, the Parish Council has agreed to convene a Special General 
Assembly slated for February 5, 2023, to repeat this process.  A notice will be 
sent after the New Year regarding the Special General Assembly to change the 
current quorum requirement. Needless to say, the process of giving 
consideration to potentially modifying our parish bylaws needs to be done 
carefully and thoughtfully.  Please look forward to the notice regarding the 
meeting and please plan to attend.  
  
As Parish Assembly Chairman, I apologize for this inconvenience as it was an 
oversight on my part. In the meantime, if you have any questions, please feel 
free to contact me.  
   
Fr. George and the Parish Council join me in wishing you a Merry Christmas 
and a Happy New Year.  
  
Sincerely,  
  
George Karahalios  

PARISH COUNCIL 



Memorandum of Breach of Parliamentary Procedure  
  
To:        Father George Nikas; George Karahalios, PC President;  
      Harry Souvall; Meeting Parliamentarian   
From:   John Johns  
Date:    December 2, 2022  
Re:       Parliamentary Procedure to Amend Bylaws.  
 
 Father George called me on November 29, 2022 and asked if I would advise 
regarding your November 20, 2022 Parish Assembly for the Greek Orthodox of 
Greater Salt Lake and I talked to George and Harry on the phone.  My purpose 
in writing this email is not to determine any parish protests for the Metropolis of 
Denver but instead to advise based upon my experience in dealing with Parish 
Bylaws on behalf of the Metropolis and individual Parishes. My suggestion is 
that the Parish Council recognize that the parliamentary procedure irregularities 
pointed out below caused a failure to properly amend the parish Bylaws. 
Otherwise this matter appears to be headed to the Metropolis of Denver under a 
formal protest.  
  
The 1974 parish Bylaws are silent on how to make any Bylaw amendments to 
the document. The question is what procedure should be followed?   
  
The Greek Orthodox Archdiocese recognizes Robert’s Rules of Order Newly 
Revised, latest edition (12th Edition), as the official parliamentary authority for 
Plenary Sessions of the Clergy-Laity Congress. (See Article 4 Sections 17 & 19 
of the Regulations). It is my understanding that Robert’s Rules of Order has 
been used by the Parish during its history for procedural rules and therefore I 
will be outlining the requirements for amendments to the Bylaws found in 
Sections 56 and 57.  
  
Robert’s Rules of Order Newly Revised 12th Edition requires previous notice 
and a vote of two-thirds (a majority vote if the entire membership is present) 
when the Bylaws contain no provision for their amendment (see §56:50 and 
§57:10 below).  
  
On November 20, 2022 the local parish Bylaws were the ninth order of business 
before the Parish Assembly. At some point the chairman of the meeting in error 
informed the Assembly that a majority vote was needed to pass motions on 
changes to the Bylaws based upon the recommendation of the Parliamentarian. 
After a motion to consider changes to the current bylaws was made and passed 
by 83%, both Option 1 and Option 2 were presented.   
  
A vote on Option 1 was taken with 136 votes cast consisting of 77 in favor 
(57%), 55 opposed (40%), and 4 abstentions (3%) and announced that Option 1 
had passed. This announcement was contrary to Robert’s Rules of Order Newly 
Revised since it did not pass by the needed two-thirds vote or 91 votes instead 
of 77.  



No vote was taken on Option 2.  This also was contrary to Robert’s Rules of 
Order Newly Revised (see §57.7 below). If Option 1 had properly passed by a 
two-thirds vote it would have replaced the 1974 Bylaw and then Option 2 
should have been considered to replace Option 1 since it was part of the notice.  
  
Amendments were made to Option 1 that were not passed. Robert’s Rules of 
Order is also restrictive on Amendments in the fact that they not increase the 
modification of the notice (see 57:11).   
  
I suggest the Parish Council inform the Parish that Option 1 did not pass as 
required by Robert’s Rules of Order and that a Special Parish Assembly be 
called for the purpose upon notice of the proposed motion or motions (see 56:53 
below) with the understanding that all proposed motions should be voted upon.   
  
A number of sections of Robert’s Rules of Order Newly Revised 12th Edition 
are provided below for your convenience in order to determine the procedures 
that should have been followed however the actual book should be consulted 
and used.  
 
  
 Particular Sections of Robert’s Rules of Order Newly Revised 12th Edition   
  
§56. CONTENT AND COMPOSITION OF BYLAWS  
  
(56:1) Nature and Importance of Bylaws   
Because bylaws in this sense are the most important rules which an organization 
must compose for itself, and because certain considerations must be taken into 
account that affect their construction as a unified document rather than a series 
of separate rules, bylaws are given more detailed treatment below. [page 535]  
  
(56:15) PRESENTATION OF REPORT.   
b) a revision of bylaws is adopted by the vote required to amend the existing 
ones (56:50-56), rather than by a majority vote as in the case of bylaws that 
bring a society into being. [page 539]  
 
(56:50) Article IX: Amendment of Bylaws. The bylaws should always 
prescribe the procedure for their amendment, and such provision should always 
require at least that advance notice be given in a specified manner, and that the 
amendment be approved by a two-thirds vote. If the bylaws contain no 
provision for their amendment, they can be amended by a two-thirds vote if 
previous notice (in the sense defined in 10:44) has been given, or they can be 
amended by the vote of a majority of the entire membership. In making a 
requirement that notice be given by submitting the amendment at a meeting in 
advance of the one at which it is to be considered, the provision should always 
specify submission at “the previous meeting,” and not “a” previous meeting, 
since the latter would permit indefinite delay and would defeat the object of 
giving notice—namely, to alert the members to the proposed amendment so that 
all those interested can arrange to be present at its consideration. 



The requirement of notice restricts amendment of the proposed bylaw 
amendment to changes within the scope of the notice, as explained in 57:10-13 
(see also 35:2(6)).  
  

(56:53) Where assemblies meet regularly only once a year, instead of requiring 
amendments to be submitted at the previous annual meeting, the bylaws should 
provide for both notice and copies of the proposed amendment to be sent to the 
member delegates or constituent societies a specified minimum number of days 
in advance. [pages 550-551]  
  
§57. AMENDMENT OF BYLAWS   

(57:1) A motion to amend the bylaws is a particular case of the motion to 
Amend Something Previously Adopted (35); it is therefore a main motion, and 
it is subject to the same rules as other main motions with the following 
exceptions:   
 

1) Special requirements for this motion’s adoption should be specified in the  
 bylaws, and they should always include at least notice and a two-thirds 
 vote, which (with a vote of a majority of the entire membership as an 
 allowable alternative) are the requirements for its adoption if such 
 specification in the bylaws is neglected (see 56:50-56).   
2) Permissible primary and secondary amendment of the motion to amend the 
 bylaws is usually limited by the extent of change for which notice was 
 given, as explained below.   
3) An affirmative vote on the motion to amend the bylaws cannot be 
 reconsidered (37).   
4) The rule that, when a main motion is adopted, no other conflicting main 
 motion is thereafter in order is not applicable to the motion to amend the 
 bylaws, since several notices of proposals representing different 
 approaches to the same problem may have been given, and all such bylaw 
 amendments are entitled to be considered (see 57:6-8). [page 560]  
  
Method of Handling Bylaw Amendments   

(57:2) The extensiveness of amendments to the bylaws will determine the  
 method of handling them, as follows:   
(57:3) Isolated Changes. If only an isolated change is to be made in the 
 bylaws, it can be treated as any motion to Amend Something Previously 
 Adopted (35), subject to the particular rules indicated immediately above. 
 [pages 560-561]  
  
(57:6) Procedure of Consideration. A revision of bylaws or a lengthy 
amendment involving more than one section should be considered seriatim as 
described in 28. If notice is given of several amendments which conflict so that 
all cannot be given effect, the chair should arrange them in a logical order, 
much as in the case of filling blanks (12), generally taking the least inclusive 
amendment first and the most inclusive last so that the last one adopted is given 
effect. That arrangement of the amendments can be altered by the assembly; a 
motion to rearrange the amendments requires a second, is not debatable, is 
amendable, and requires a majority vote.  



An affirmative vote adopting such an arrangement is not subject to a motion to 
Reconsider, nor may a later separate amendment be offered as a substitute for a 
pending one. [page 562]  
 

(57:7) However, as already stated in 57:1(4), all bylaw amendments of which 
notice was given are entitled to be considered, as a matter of the rights of their 
proposers, and a bylaw amendment is not dropped simply because it would 
conflict with one previously adopted. This procedure does not violate the 
normal parliamentary rule as might appear, because when any bylaw 
amendment is adopted, that amendment becomes a part of the bylaws 
immediately; and it is the bylaw language as thus amended, rather than the 
previous language, which any bylaw amendments subsequently considered 
would now propose to modify.   
(57:8) If an amendment that has not been considered no longer presents a 
rational proposition because it was applicable only to language which has 
disappeared from the bylaws in this process, such a bylaw amendment must, of 
course, be dropped; but this situation should generally not arise if the 
amendments are taken up in proper order as indicated above.   
(57:9) The final vote on a bylaw amendment should be counted and recorded in 
the minutes unless it is nearly unanimous. [pages 562-563]  
  
Amending a Proposed Amendment to the Bylaws   
(57:10) While amendments to a proposed bylaw amendment can be made in 
both the first and the second degrees (as applicable) and can be adopted by a 
majority vote without notice, they are subject to restrictions on the extent of the 
changes they propose.   
(57:11) If the bylaws require previous notice for their amendment (as they 
should), or if they do not but notice has been given and a majority of the entire 
membership is not present, no amendment to a bylaw amendment is in order 
that increases the modification of the article or provision to be amended (see 
35:2(6)). This restriction prevents members from proposing a slight change and 
then taking advantage of absent members by moving a greater one as an 
amendment to the amendment. Thus, if the bylaws place the annual dues of 
members at $10 and an amendment is pending to strike out 10 and insert 25, an 
amendment to change the 25 to any number between 10 and 25 would be in 
order, but an amendment to change the number to less than 10 or greater than 
25 would not be in order, even with unanimous consent. Had notice been given 
that it was proposed to increase the dues to more than $25 or to reduce them 
below $10, members who opposed such a change might have attended the 
meeting to vote against the amendment. [page 563]  

 

(57:12) The same principle applies to an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute for sections or articles (short of a revision), as already indicated 
above; the proposed substitute is open to amendments that diminish the amount 
of change, but not to amendments that increase it or that introduce new changes. 
Thus, if an amendment is pending to substitute a new rule for one that 
prescribes the initiation fee and the annual dues, and the substitute proposes to 
alter the initiation fee but  does not propose any change in the annual dues, then 
an amendment which recommends changing the annual dues would not be in 
order.   



(57:13) Amendments to strike out a sentence, paragraph, or section deserve 
special care. In such cases, the existing bylaw is not itself open to consideration, 
but only the amendment. If notice is given to strike out a provision of the 
bylaws and some members feel it should be retained with certain changes 
whose substance would be outside the scope of that notice, those members 
should immediately give notice of the amendments to the existing provisions 
which they think are advisable. Otherwise, friends of the existing provision will 
be cut off from opportunity to work out compromises for its partial retention by 
perfecting the existing language. [pages 563-564]  
  
CHARTS, TABLES, AND LISTS  
 

VI. MOTIONS WHICH REQUIRE A TWO-THIRDS VOTE   
† Amend or rescind adopted constitution or bylaws containing no provision for 
own amendment, previous notice also being required (35, 57) [page t48]  

The Ancient Orthodox Catechism 



 
 

 
 

 

   

 

  

 

  



https://www.eventcreate.com/e/jr-goya-christmas-party




CANCELED 

LATER DATE TO BE DETERMINED 



 



https://linktr.ee/YALMETROPOLISOFDENVER


 

https://www.crossroadinstitute.org/giving


• 

https://afsgreeksummer.us10.list-manage.com/track/click?u=1524e996ceda86b6c1fe417d1&id=f7c5f39e1b&e=d61fda6d10
https://afsgreeksummer.us10.list-manage.com/track/click?u=1524e996ceda86b6c1fe417d1&id=a4cba1bd4e&e=d61fda6d10
https://afsgreeksummer.us10.list-manage.com/track/click?u=1524e996ceda86b6c1fe417d1&id=7890f624ea&e=d61fda6d10
https://afsgreeksummer.us10.list-manage.com/track/click?u=1524e996ceda86b6c1fe417d1&id=f105191e10&e=d61fda6d10


ANNOUNCEMENTS 

• 

• 

• 

The Young at Heart will be going to Wendover 

 on Saturday, February 11 

 

Leave SLC from: 

Prophet Elias    8:30am 

Memorial Hall 9:00am 

 

 

 

Leave Wendover at 5:00pm 

$20.00 per person.  

RSVP Bill Rekouniotis at (801)-673-0424 or Bill Chaus at (801)-573-3348 


