
COMMENTS ON RESOLUTIONS PROPOSED FOR THE 119th STATE CONVENTION 

FROM COUNCIL 8179 DELEGATES 

Grand Knight Jeremy Strohmeyer and Past Grand Knight Karl A. Hadley, PSD 

GENERAL COMMENT: The state officers are to be commended for their time and efforts to 

significantly rewrite the By-Laws. 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 9 

GENERAL COMMENT: Resolution No. 9 is a significant rewrite and reformatting, and 

renumbering of Article III of the By-Laws. It would be helpful to the delegates if a 

markup/strikeout or detailed “map” of the changes was provided. 

1. This resolution changes the requirement for the State Council to fix the place of the Annual 

Meeting five years in advance to at least one year in advance. 

COMMENT: Resolutions do not go into effect until they have been approved by the Supreme 

Council’s Board of Directors who usually meet in August just prior to the Supreme Convention. 

Thus, the existing By-Laws remain in effect and the Annual Meetings should still be fixed five 

years in advance. Contrary to Meeting as “(TBD).”  

COMMENT: The purpose for this requirement was to ensure that available locations adequate 

in size to house an Annual Meeting would be locked in far in advance and at competitive prices. 

Reducing the time frame creates a risk that such facilities would not be available one-year out 

or would be as negotiable with respect to prices, rooms, and meals. 

2. In the sixth WHEREAS, this resolution argues that the “Washington State Council needs to 

establish a more flexible time frame and policy for scheduling future Washington State 

Council meetings.” 

However, the revised Article III. A. 1. still constrains the annual meeting to “the first Friday 

following the second Sunday in May and adjourned the following Sunday.”  

The Charter, Constitution, and Laws of the Knights of Columbus, states in Chapter II State 

Council that “Meetings — Powers — Special Sessions SEC. 13. State Councils shall be convened 

annually between the first day of April to and including the first day of June in each year by the 

State Deputy for the election of officers, and for the transaction of such business and the 

enactment of such rules and regulations as may be consistent with the charter and laws of the 

Supreme Council; but no law, rule or regulation adopted by a State Council shall become 

operative until approved by the Supreme Council or Board of Directors. The State Council shall 

fix the date of meeting for the succeeding year; upon its failure to do so, the State Officers shall 

fix the date.” 



COMMENT: The WSC By-Laws should be revised to provide the flexibility allowed by the Charter 

and Laws of the Knights of Columbus. 

3. This resolution pertains to Article III; however, the “Now Therefore Be It Resolved” 

eliminates Article VI, Section 1h, which is also duplicated by Resolution 11. 

COMMENT: The elimination of Article VI, Section 1h, is out of order for amendments to Article 

III and is redundant to Resolution No. 11.  

4. In several places, the following words were deleted from the existing By-Laws: “or qualified 

officers”; “duly qualified”; “to the Resolutions Committee”; and others. In many places, 

existing words were added: “at least”; “published electronically”; “during a scheduled 

meeting of the Washington State Council” (as opposed to the Annual Meeting?). Many 

words were replaced: “possession” for “hands”; “to Grand Knights” for “to each council.” 

Revised sections III.E. through – E.8. are new. All of these changes are presented without 

adequate explanation. 

COMMENT: Please provide a more detailed rationale for the word deletions, additions, and 

replacements, and the new sections (other than “for clarity”). 

5. The revised Article III adds a new paragraph E.7. that creates a new requirement for “The 

Resolutions Committee will prepare an estimate of the cost and financial risk that will be 

incurred should a proposed resolution or amendment to the Washington State Council 

Bylaws require an increase in the Washington State Council per capita and report these 

estimates at a meeting when the proposed resolution o amendment to the Washington 

State Council Bylaws is to be considered.” 

COMMENT: This should be a requirement for the State Secretary and State Treasurer as the 

Resolutions Committee does not have the access to required financial records nor the time to 

prepare such an estimate.  

6. This resolution also eliminated the requirement: “No resolution presented, involving the 

increased expenditure of State Council monies shall be considered unless such resolution or 

the substance thereof shall have been printed and distributed to the members of the State 

Council as provided herein. In addition, a resolution that would require an increase in State 

Council spending would require identifying the funding source for said increase; either an 

increase in the State Council per capita or an alternate funding source that is practical and 

sustainable, as voted on and approved by the delegates.” 

COMMENT: The above requirement should remain in place. 

7. The revised Article III adds a new paragraph E.8. to require “The Resolutions Committee … 

to prepare a report summarizing the Resolutions Committee’s recommendation to accept, 

decline or take no action.” 



COMMENT: Supreme’s website Officers Online section under Officers’ Desk Reference under 

Council and Assembly Issues under Resolutions states: 

  

5. The Report of the Resolutions Committee 

The Chairman of the Committee shall present his report to the State Council, announcing all 

valid and properly submitted resolutions, along with the Committee’s recommendations. As to 

each resolution, the Committee will offer one of the following recommendations: 

(1) Adopt; 

(2) Reject; 

(3) No Action; or 

(4) Refer to the State Executive Committee. 

 

Thus, the revised Article III.E.8. should be revised to include “Refer to the State Officers.” 

 

8. The revised Article III.E.9. states that “Resolutions submitted by subordinate Councils may 

not be amended at the Washington State Councils Annual Meeting so that the integrity of 

the resolution process is protected.” 

COMMENT: Supreme’s website Officers Online section under Officers’ Desk Reference under 

Council and Assembly Issues under Resolutions states: 

“In addition, the Committee may offer a substitute resolution, which modifies or refines the 

rationale and/or proposed action of one or more submitted resolutions. The substitute 

resolution may articulate a more precise or comprehensive statement of the issue or may 

summarize the substance of multiple resolutions pertaining to the same issue. Where multiple 

resolutions pertaining to the same issue have been submitted, the Committee may also 

recommend adopting the one resolution that best expresses the State Council’s position, and 

taking no action on the others.” 

 

Thus, the revised Article III.E.9. should be revised per Supreme’s Officer Desk Reference. 

9. The current and revised By-Laws do not provide for resolutions to be submitted by State 

Officers, even though this has been a common practice. 



COMMENT: The revised Article III.8 should add a provision to allow State Officers to develop 

and submit resolutions. 

 

10. A WHEREAS section indicates that it is impossible to predict attendees to make appropriate 

lodging reservations.  

COMMENT: It was not impossible in the past as the state officers did keep a tally of attendees 

and used that tally to estimate and secure appropriate estimates of attendees and room 

reservations. What has happened that it is now impossible? 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 10 

Resolution No. 10 deletes the following from Article VI, Section 1d:  

“He shall have the  direction of all District Deputies so appointed”  

and replaces it with  

“The State Deputy may delegate the direction of District Deputies to a Washington State 

Council member.” 

COMMENT: This action is inconsistent with the Charter, Constitution, and Laws of the Knights of 

Columbus in Chapter IX, State Deputies, which states: 

“Appoint District Deputies  

5. Nominate and appoint a District Deputy subject to the approval of the Supreme Knight and 

who shall be a member in good standing, whether an insurance or associate member, for each 

of the duly approved districts within the state, and shall have the direction and supervision of 

all District Deputies so appointed whose terms shall expire on June 30 each year.” 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 11 

1. This resolution eliminates the Summer Leadership Meeting of State Officers, District 

Deputies, Grand Knights, Past State Deputies, and State Chairmen. 

COMMENT: Resolutions do not go into effect until they have been approved by the Supreme 

Council’s Board of Directors who usually meet in August just prior to the Supreme Convention. 

Thus, the existing By-Laws remain in effect and the Summer Leadership Meeting of Grand 

Knights should still be held.  

COMMENT: Please explain clear why the State Council does not want or invite the program 
directors or program chairman (or even past state deputies) to the organizational meeting. 



 
COMMENT: It might be appropriate to refer to the summer meeting as the Organizational 
Meeting as this is how Supreme refers to it. 
 

2. In the first WHEREAS, the last sentence quotes Article VI, Section 1h as: “The State 

Deputy Elect shall give notice of said meeting not later than June 14, ….” 

COMMENT: In fact, Article VI, Section 1h, states “June 15” and not June 14.  

3. The last WHEREAS states “There have been significant costs incurred by the Washington 

State Council….” 

COMMENT: Please provide the additional costs. 

  

RESOLUTION NO. 12 

1. A WHEREAS paragraph states, “The Washington State Council’s yearly income has 

decreased from approximately $224,100 to $161,200 from July 1, 2013, to June 30, 

2021;” 

COMMENT: Please provide explanation for why the yearly income decreased by $62,900 (loss 

of members, increase of inactive and Honorary Life members, elimination of Exemplification 

Fund, reduction in flow-through funds, etc.?). 

2. A WHEREAS paragraph states, “The Washington State Council’s total annual expenses 

have decreased from approximately $211,200 to $116,500 due to tighter controls on 

spending between July 1, 2013, and June 30, 2020;” 

COMMENT: Please provide details regarding what expenditures were cut to save $94,700 (e.g., 

elimination of Third Degree teams, savings of mileage and per diem and reimbursements of 

expenses during virtual meetings, etc.). 

3. A WHEREAS paragraph states, “The Washington State Council has been experiencing a 

budget deficit that has varied from approximately ($6,300) to more than ($29,300) 

between July 1, 2014, and June 30, 2020, averaging about ($16,700 per Anum) during 

the time interval;”  

COMMENT: Please provide details as to what caused the deficits when the income less 

expenses equals $44,700. 

4. A WHEREAS paragraph states, “The current budget year is operating at a deficit (see 

enclosure 1);” 

COMMENT: Please provide enclosure 1. 



5. A WHEREAS paragraph states, “The proposed budget for FY 2022-2023 is also projected 

to end in a deficit (see enclosure 2);” 

COMMENT: Please provide enclosure 2. 

6. The proposed amendment to Article VII, Section 3, without explanation in the WHEREAS 

paragraphs, removes “inactive insurance members,” changes “honorary life members” 

to undefined “life time members,” and deletes the reference to Section 118(e) which 

defines how a disability is to be approved by the Supreme Council. 

COMMENT: Either explain the above removal, change, and deletion or restore them.  

COMMENT: If Inactive Members are assessed state per capita, won’t that put an undo financial 

burden on councils?  

7. The resolution increases per capita by $2.00 initially and then by $3.00 in fifty cent 

annual increments for a total of $14.00.  

COMMENT: Many councils cannot afford to pay such per capita levels and will result in them 

being suspended.  

COMMENT: The Supreme Council recommends that subordinate councils create budgets for 

their operation during a fraternal year. That budget is reviewed and approved by the 

membership. Why can’t a budget for the State Council be submitted at the annual meeting and 

reviewed and approved by the membership for the upcoming fraternal year? If the dues are 

being increased and voted on by the membership, why shouldn’t the budget be allowed the 

same consideration? 

8. The revised Article VII, Section 3 calls for the increase on the last day of December 2023. 

COMMENT: If things are so desperate, why not start on the last day of December 2022? 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 13 

Section 4.A. States “Make at least two annual visits to each subordinate council in his district.” 

COMMENT: The wording “two annual visits…” is misleading. Recommend changing  

to “two visits each fraternal year.” 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 14 

The resolution deletes Article VIII, Section 5.  

COMMENT: Section 6 should then be renumbered as Section 5 (or was it the intent of the state 

officers to also delete the Pledge of Allegiance?). 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 15 

It appears that the only substantive revisions actually being proposed by this resolution is to 

time mange the Greetings and Appreciation resolutions and to change Article III, Section 5, 

from “may not be amended” to “may be amended.” 

COMMENT: Given the extensive wording that does not change, it would be helpful to the 

delegates that these minor changes be made clear. 

 

 


