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Council Home History in South Carolina

[bookmark: _gjdgxs]Council Homes:
For generations throughout the United States, many councils established a home corporation to procure and run a property where their council could meet, have council social gatherings and conduct charitable activities.  Many of the councils in South Carolina did likewise.  In fact, the P. N. Lynch Council #704 (Charleston) council’s history shows that the present “Columbus Hall” was built within five years of the Council’s charter, (circa 1907,)

In the history of South Carolina there were fourteen councils with associated “council homes:” 

		  Council	     City	      	     Operation
1. 704 	Charleton		1907 - Present
2. 724 	Columbia		1946 - Present
3. 1668 	Greenville 		Late 1960s - 2021
4. 2207 	Sumter		1967 - Present
5. 3067 	Georgetown		1960 – 2007
					2017 - Present
6. 3684 	Aiken			1961 - Present
7. 5026 	Beaufort		1960 – circa 2000
8. 5194 	Florence		1971 - 2017
9. 6076 	Spartanburg		1975 - circa 1985
10. 6629 	Summerville		Late 1970s  - 2018
11. 6726 	Hannahan/ 		
				Goose Creek		1997 – Present
12. 6756	Rock Hill		2006 - 2015
13. 6884	Seneca		1995 – Present
14. 7531	Conway		1981 - 1996

Note: There are presently seven cities where home corporations exist.  The remaining home corporations have been dissolved.


At the turn of the 20th century, home corporations on a council level not only existed, but were encouraged by the Knights of Columbus as centers of Catholicity where Catholic could socialize and build strong Catholic bonds.  In Maurice Francis Egan and John B. Kennedy’s book, Knights of Columbus in Peace and War, (1920), an entire chapter entitled, “The Permanent Home Movement” was dedicated to the growth of home corporations in the Knights of Columbus.  

Today, while the Knights of Columbus acknowledged the proud history of councils and their associated home corporation, over the years, the needs and reasons for home corporations were questioned.  Several of the issues were:
· Councils meeting at their local parish generally had a closer relationship with their parish.
· Knights and their families spent tremendous amounts of time supporting the home corporation activities for the sole purpose of keeping the home corporation financially solvent and not for charitable purposes.  For many, their support detracted from their time which could be used to serve their parish.
· On too many occasions, home corporations rented their facilities to individuals or organizations that proved to be an embarrassment to the Knights of Columbus and its good name.  This includes organizations that advocated abortions or other beliefs not compatible with our Catholic values.  And when some unfortunate incident occurred, such as fight by an individual attending a rented event, the incident would be reported in the newspaper as occurring at “the Knights of Columbus home.”  This may even result in a lawsuit naming the council and the Knights of Columbus.
· When home corporations dissolved, arguments (and sometime lawsuits) occurred between the home corporation and the local council on who owned the monies,

In July 2016, The Knights of Columbus published, Handbook for Councils Using Home Corporation Facilities.  The following is an excerpt:

“A Brief History of Councils and Home Corporations
Since its founding in 1882, the Knights of Columbus has addressed the religious, social and material needs of its members. As Americans struggled to rebuild their bonds of brotherhood in the wake of the Civil War, the Order strengthened ties among its members— many of whom were veterans of the war — according to the Catholic principles of charity, unity, and fraternity.1 At the time, few social institutions for Catholics existed within heavily Protestant New England, and there was a strong desire to own property among recent immigrants who joined the Order in large numbers.2 By the end of the 19th century, a movement began among local council members to create “Home Corporations”3 in order to secure “permanent homes” for their councils. This popular initiative spread across the United States and over time evolved into a movement toward men’s private social clubs that were largely supported by sales from member-only bars, hall rentals and gaming revenues. For generations, these Home Corporations were the sites of events such as Lenten Fish Fries, community dances and wedding receptions. A deep reservoir of cherished memories and goodwill connected to Home Corporations developed among generations of members and their families. 

However, by the end of the 20th century, a combination of factors forced many Home Corporations to sell their properties — a trend that continues today. These factors include escalating tax and regulatory burdens, increased insurance premiums, risks of legal liability, and the proliferation of newer and reasonably priced upscale banquet halls and conference facilities. The Order’s leadership also came to realize that Home Corporation-based councils were not necessarily the ideal means for councils to promote the New Evangelization that St. John Paul II advocated so eloquently throughout his pontificate and that the Knights of Columbus has made an essential part of its mission. Accordingly, the Supreme Council made a deliberate decision to encourage councils to return to Father McGivney’s original vision of parish-based councils.

1 Mary Ann Clawson, Constructing Brotherhood: Class, Gender, and fraternalism (Princeton University Press: Princeton, 1989), 125. 
2 David T. Beito, From Mutual Aid to the Welfare State: Fraternal Societies and Social Services, 1890-1967 (University of North Carolina Press: Chapel Hill, 2003), 22; Christopher J. Kauffman, Faith and Fraternalism: The History of the Knights of Columbus (Simon & Schuster: 1992), 1. 
3 “Home Corporation” is a generic term for what are variously known as Permanent Homes, Home Associations, Columbus Clubs, KC Clubs, Knights of Columbus Clubs, etc.”


In 2015, the Supreme Knight asked every council using facilities owned by a Home Corporation to undertake a serious assessment of how that relationship supports the council in fulfilling the core mission of the Knights of Columbus. This assessment should determine whether the Home Corporation’s challenges are substantially affecting the council’s ability to carry out this core mission.  

For councils whose mission continues to be supported by a viable Home Corporation, two contractual agreements: were required (1) a Terms of Use Agreement; and (2) a Charitable Distribution Agreement. These agreements recognize that councils, Home Corporations and the Knights of Columbus are all separate and distinct entities, and that any agreements are made exclusively between a council and Home Corporation (i.e. not the Knights of Columbus.) 

The Terms of Use Agreement clarifies the relationship between a council and a Home Corporation. Its purpose is to 
1. Set clear terms and conditions governing the council’s use of Home Corporation facilities. 
2. Establishes minimum liability insurance requirements, 
3. Establishes rules governing the Knights of Columbus trademarks
4. This agreement does not involve the Knights of Columbus Supreme Council or any state council as a party. 

The Charitable Distribution Agreement is to clarify how funds and property will be distributed between a Home Corporation and a council if the members of a Home Corporation decide to dissolve the corporation. In particular, it clarified that all monies gained from the distribution of the home corporations’ assets, after settling any debts, would be given to the local council for their handling and their distribution.
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