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FOR RELEASE 

June 30, 2026 

In the Matter of The Most Rev’d Stephen D. Wood 

(Archbishop, The Anglican Church in North America 

Bishop, Diocese of the Carolinas) 

PROCEDURAL UPDATE AND STATEMENT OF THE COURT 

On June 29, 2026, the Court met with the parties and communicated the following 

statement:  

“The ACNA has known for several years that the Canons for ecclesiastical 

discipline needed amending. To that end, as we all know, the ACNA has spent three 

years carefully considering the changes. While this Court is operating under the old 

canons for the trial of Archbishop Steve Wood, it is worth noting what has been 

written about the need for the proposed changes to Title IV by Canon Rowell on 

behalf of the Governance Task Force. The new changes were required because of, 

among other issues: 

‘[The] Delay and expense caused in part by an overreliance on adversarial 

elements and presuppositions that are more appropriate to U.S. civil 

litigation than to canon law, which should instead have a more inquiry-

based approach. That means, among other things, that in canon law the 

formulation of presentments and the gathering of evidence should not be 

controlled by parties and their lawyers, but rather by bodies who serve the 

church in the search for the truth of a matter.’ 

Canon Rowell then summarized his points in a graphic which included “A turn 

from ‘attorney-driven procedures that produce complexity and delay;’ a turn to ‘the 

tribunal, not the parties, controlling what happens.” 

This problem is evidenced by the fact that in the 16 weeks since the Court accepted 

jurisdiction of the Presentment of Archbishop Wood, it has received nearly 20 

motions and counter-motions, several of which have had a full hearing, and all of 

which have required meetings of the full court for consideration. There have been 

more than two hundred pages of written arguments by the parties, many of which 

were single spaced, plus dozens of exhibits. 
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This level of motions practice is not even common for civil litigation and is 

untenable. It has distracted the Court from its fact-finding task and relegated it to 

resolving procedural disputes among the parties.  

In addition, in the past several months, the Court has received complaints from the 

Prosecution about the lack of cooperation from the Archbishop’s home parish and 

that witnesses are afraid to come forward. The Court has also received complaints 

from the Archbishop’s lawyers that the Prosecution has not abided by an agreement 

not to issue formal discovery.  

The litigators on both sides are acting as litigators do, zealously defending and 

arguing for their positions. But as stated previously, this is not civil or criminal 

litigation…this is the ecclesiastical court for the Anglican Court of North America. 

All Anglicans need to know that this Court, and the ACNA as a whole, take 

seriously questions of bad behavior on the part of its leaders and are determined to 

discover the truth or falsehood of all allegations. 

The matters before the court are not merely procedural. Serious allegations of 

canonical offenses by the Archbishop have been made. A Board of 

Inquiry  has investigated these accusations and found that there is probable cause 

to present Archbishop Wood for trial.  

For the record, the Board of Inquiry found that: 

‘Concerning the Presentment of Archbishop Steve Wood, in accordance 

with the standards established in and required by Title IV, Canon 4, Section 

6, and following other pertinent Canons, the Board of Inquiry finds that 

there is probable cause to present Archbishop Wood for trial for violation 

of Canon 2 of this Title and has duly recorded its vote and judgment that 

the following three charges should be considered in the trial:  

1. Violation of Ordination Vows (Canon IV.2.1.3);

2. Conduct giving just cause for scandal or offense, including the abuse

of ecclesiastical power (Canon IV.2.1.4); and

3. Sexual Immorality (Canon IV.2.1.6).’

This is no small thing. It is, in fact, a matter of great import. The panel of this Court, 

made up of three Bishops, two priests, and two lay people, are charged with getting 

to the bottom of these allegations, and laying to rest, once and for all, the truth or 

falsehood of these allegations. 
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Therefore, the Court has decided that it needs to take back its charge to discover 

the truth.  

 

To that end, this Court has continued the trial for three months, until at least the end 

of October (precise date to be determined upon consult with both parties by the end 

of the day on June 30.) The Court has also prepared a discovery Order that both 

parties must abide by, and which will be issued June 30 as well. 

 

The Court is tying up the loose ends of all the current Motions in play by: 

 

1) Denying as premature the Prosecutor’s Motion to Compel Discovery from 

the Respondent filed on June 12; 

2) Denying the Archbishop’s Renewed Request for a Hearing to Address 

Sua Sponte Continuance filed on June 25. The decision on the continuance 

is final and will not be reconsidered; and 

3) Denying the Prosecution’s Motion to Compel Discovery from St. 

Andrew’s filed on June 23. The Court is unable to provide the relief 

requested, however warranted. The Court, however, is currently drafting 

a letter to send to St. Andrews requesting that they reconsider their 

cooperation with the assistance of counsel and has reached out via 

informal channels to encourage cooperation with both the Prosecution and 

Respondent.  

 

The new Title 4 canons approved last week make it explicit that every member of 

the province has a duty to cooperate with a court or tribunal.  We believe the canons 

we are operating under share the same spirit of cooperation.   

 

The court is mindful of its sacred duty as finders of fact and is determined, by God’s 

grace, to facilitate a fair trial that will enable the truth to come into the light and a 

just verdict as a result. 

 

Therefore, the Court will issue its discovery order, in addition to the orders already 

communicated in this hearing, and looks forward to increased cooperation in this 

matter.”  

 

The Court shall release its Orders issued today, June 30, 2026, when they are available.  

 

/s/ +Ryan Reed   

The Right Reverend Ryan Reed 

President, Court for the Trial of a Bishop 
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/s/ Katherine R. Grosskopf  

Katherine R. Grosskopf 

Presiding Officer, Court for the Trial of a Bishop 

 


