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Church ‘Growth Committee’ Fails
Constitution Test
By Linda Bloom (UMNS)
The proposed establishment of a United Methodist
“Standing Committee on Strategy and Growth” funded
by $20 million taken from denominational coffers was
ruled unconstitutional May 19 by the church’s top
court.
In Decision 1320, the United Methodist Judicial Council noted that the amended petition did not
include how the committee’s membership “is to be
determined nor how the $20 million is to be spent.”
That is in conflict with Paragraph 16.9, the council
said, which gives the General Conference a “responsibility that cannot be delegated” to determine and
provide “for raising and distributing funds necessary
to carry on the work of the church.”
The ruling came after a request by General Conference 2016 for a declaratory decision on the constitutionality of an amended item from the Financial Administration Committee that establishes “a Standing
Committee on Strategy and Growth. This committee
would be funded by using a carve-out of $20 million
from the World Service Fund.”
The purpose of the committee, the amendment to
Petition 61057 explained “is to develop and implement
a strategy to first slow the decline in worship attendance and professions of faith, and then return them to
positive growth within the jurisdictional conferences.”
But the council’s decision found that “the lack
of specificity as to the duties and responsibilities of
the proposed standing committee is unprecedented.”
Any action by the General Conference to establish a

connectional enterprise “must include the duties and
responsibilities of the entity,” the Judicial Council
said.
“This amendment is almost entirely devoid of any
such detail,” the decision said. “This lack of detail will
necessarily lead to the Standing Committee determining its own duties, responsibilities, functions and
priorities. The Judicial Council has consistently held
such delegation is unconstitutional.” Such a committee
also “cannot dictate the duties, functions or responsibilities of the general agencies,” the decision said.
In terms of the $20 million budget, Paragraph
16.9 “makes it clear that only the General Conference
can determine how general church funds are to be
distributed,” the council said. “This is accomplished
through the adoption of a quadrennial budget. Thus, it
is not constitutional for General Conference to adopt a
budget for this Standing Committee when one has not
been proposed.”
In its ruling, the council also noted that the standing committee “addresses an issue in only one region”–the United States–of the denomination’s global
connection.
Bloom is a United Methodist News Service multimedia reporter based in New York. Follow her at twitter.
com/umcscribe or contact her at (615)742-5470 or
newsdesk@umcom.org.
Editor’s Note: Judicial Council Decisions 1319 and
1320 are found on page 2584.

Agenda for Friday, May 20
The agenda for the day is now available in the Daily Christian Advocate in English, French,
Portuguese, and Kiswahili. Please see pages 2580 - 2581 for the agenda in each of these languages.

2578

Friday, May 20, 2016

Daily Edition Vol. 4, No. 10

2579

Worship Leaders
for May 20, 2016

Contents
Church ‘Growth Committee’ Fails
Constitution Test . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Agendas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
GC2016 Recalls, Laments Sand Creek
Massacre . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Recognizing Neil M. Alexander . . . . . . . . .
Judicial Council Decisions
1319 & 1320 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Errata . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
COSROW Monitoring Report . . . . . . . . . . .
Vital Conversations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
GCFA Reports . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Suggestions for Departure . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Agency COB Nominations
and Appointments . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Proceedings . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

2577
2580
2582
2583
2584
2587
2588
2589
2590
2650
2651
2673

Prelude: Christ Deaf Choir; Christ UMC,
Baltimore, Maryland
Resurrection Celebration Readers:
Cedrick Bridgeforth; California-Pacific
Karen Nelson; Local Host Committee
Volunteer
Joseph Mulongo; North Katanga
Jean-Marie Nkonge; South Congo
Prayer: Jeremy Hearn; Florida
Scripture Readers (Matthew 27:62-66):
Cedrick Bridgeforth; California-Pacific
Joseph Mulongo; North Katanga
Jean-Marie Mkonge; South Congo
Anthem: Central Methodist University;
Fayette, Missouri
Sermon: Bishop Elaine Stanovsky,
Mountain Sky Episcopal Area
Prayer of Confession and Assurance: Lisa Yebuah;
North Carolina

Daily Christian Advocate
Editorial, Sales, and Subscriptions
Oregon Convention Center
Editor. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Brian Sigmon
Managing Editor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Marvin Cropsey
Editor, Advance Edition . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Norma Bates
News and Features Editor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Patty Meyers
Assistant Editor. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Kent Sneed
Computer Manager/Calendar Editor. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Mike
Cunningham
Computer Assistants. . . . . . . Eric Sipes, Rebecca Burgoyne,
Clay McKinney
Verbatim/Composition Editor. . . . . . . . . . . . Shirley Shelton
Audio Manager . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . George Dunn
Audio Assistant . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Raymond Hieronimus
Transcription Supervisor. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Kelsey Spinnato
Copy Editors . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Selena Cunningham,
Mark Lockard, Shane Raynor
Office Manager . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Frances Merritt
Help Desk Assistant . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Chari Greer
Index Editor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Robert Swanson
Production Managers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Annaleigh Christie,
Lisa Huntley
Sales Manager. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Jeff Barnes
Distribution Manager . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Alex Davis

Scripture Reader (Matthew 28:1-8): Karen Nelson;
Local Host Committee Volunteer
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We Are One
The apostle gives the reason why we must keep the
unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace: because “you
are one body and one spirit, just as God also called you
in one hope. There is one Lord, one faith, one baptism,
and one God and Father of all”(Ephesians 4:4-6).
From The Causes, Evils, and Cures of Heart and Church Divisions,
compiled by Francis Asbury and first published in 1792.
Abridged and updated edition copyright © 2015 by Abingdon Press.
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GCFA Report
Calendar Items & Conference Business
6:30 A.M.
12:30 – 2:00 P.M.
Committee on Agenda and Calendar
Lunch Recess – on your own
7:00 A.M.
12:40 P.M. – 1:10 P.M.
Seminary Students Briefing
Service of Holy Communion (Oregon Ballroom, 203)
8:00 – 9:00 A.M.
Presider: Bishop John Michael Lowry
Worship
2:00 – 4:00 P.M.
Preacher: Bishop Elaine J.W. Stanovsky
Opening Prayer
9:00 – 10:00 A.M.
GC Staff Recognitions (18 minutes)
Opening Prayer
Recognition of Rev. L. Fitzgerald Reist, II
Reports (as needed):
(2 minutes)
o Committee on Courtesies and Privileges
Calendar Items & Conference Business
o Committee on Correlation and Editorial
4:00 – 4:20 P.M.
Revision
Afternoon Break
o Committee on the Journal
4:20 – 6:30 P.M.
o Committee on Agenda and Calendar
Opening Prayer
o Committee on Presiding Officers
Calendar Items & Conference Business
o Monitors
Closing Message (15 minutes)
Calendar Items & Conference Business
Closing Worship
Vital Congregation Moments (9:55 A.M.) (5 minutes)
Preacher: Bishop Bruce Ough
10:00 – 10:20 A.M.
Final Adjournment
Morning Break
10:20 A.M. – 12:30 P.M.
Opening Prayer

Sexta-feira, 20 de Maio
6h30
Comissão da Agenda e Calendário
7h00
Instruções para Estudantes de Seminários
8h00 – 9h00
Culto
Orador: Bispa Elaine J.W. Stanovsky
9h00 – 10h00
Oração de Abertura
Relatórios:
o Comissão sobre Cortesias e Privilégios
o Comissão sobre Correlação e Revisão
Editorial
o Comissão sobre o Jornal
o Comissão da Agenda e Calendário
o Comissão sobre Representantes Presidentes
o Monitores
Itens da Agenda e Assuntos da Conferência
Momentos de Congregação Vitais (9h55)
(5 minutos)
10h00 – 10h20
Intervalo de manhã

10h20 – 12h30
Oração de abertura
Relatório CGFA
Itens da Agenda e Assuntos da Conferência
12h30 – 14h00
Folga para almoço— por conta própria
12h40 – 13h10
Serviço da Santa Ceia (Oregon Ballroom, 203)
Presidente: Bispo John Michael Lowry
14h00 – 16h00
Oração de abertura
Reconhecimento da Equipa da CG (18 minutos)
Reconhecimento do Rev. L. Fitzgerald Reist, II (2
minutos)
Itens da Agenda e Assuntos da Conferência
16h00 – 16h20
Intervalo da tarde
16h20 – 18h30
Oração de Abertura
Itens de Calendário e Assuntos da Conferência
Mensagem de Encerramento (15 minutos)
Culto de encerramento
Pregador: Bispo Bruce Ough
Adiamento final
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Vendredi 20 mai
6h30
Comité en charge du programme et de l’ordre du jour
7h00
Briefing pour Séminaristes
8h00 – 9h00
Culte
Prédicateur : Mgr Elaine J.W. Stanovsky
9h00 – 10h00
Prière d’ouverture
Rapports :
o Comité en charge des Courtoisies et Privilèges
o Comité en charge de la corrélation et la révision éditoriale
o Comité en charge du journal
o Comité en charge du programme et de l’ordre
du jour
o Comité des Présidents de séance
o Moniteurs
Ordre du jour et travaux de la Conférence
Moments clés de la Congrégation (9h55) (5 minutes)
10h00 – 10h20
Pause du matin
10h20 – 12h30
Prière d’ouverture

Ijumaa, Mei 20
6:30 Asubuhi
Kamati ya Ajenda na Kalenda
7:00 Asbuhi
Maelezo kwa Wanafunzi wa Seminari
8:00 – 9:00 Asubuhi
Ibada
Mhubiri: Askofu Elaine J.W. Stanovsky
9:00 – 10:00 Asubuhi
Maombi ya Kufungua
Ripoti:
o Kamati ya Hisani na Mapendeleo
o Kamati ya Mahusiano na Marekebisho ya
Machapisho
o Kamati ya Jarida
o Kamati ya Ajenda na Kalenda
o Kamati ya Maafisa Wasimamizi
o Wangaalizi
Vipengee vya Kalenda na Shughuli za Kongamano
Vipindi vya Makutano Muhimu (9:55 A.M.)
(Dakika 5)
10:00 – 10:20 Asubuhi
Mapumziko ya Asubuhi
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Ordre du jour et travaux de la Conférence
12h30 – 14h00
Pause-déjeuner – Chacun pour soi
12h40 – 13h10
Service de la Sainte Communion (Oregon Ballroom,
203)
Président : Mgr John Michael Lowry
14h00 – 16h00
Prière d’ouverture
Reconnaissance du personnel de la Conférence
générale (18 minutes)
Reconnaissance du Rév. L. Fitzgerald Reist, II
(2 minutes)
Ordre du jour et travaux de la Conférence
16h00 – 16h20
Pause de l’après-midi
16h20 – 18h30
Prière d’ouverture
Ordre du jour et travaux de la Conférence
Message de clôture (15 minutes)
Culte de clôture
Prédicateur : Mgr Bruce Ough
Ajournement final

10:20 Asubuhi – 12:30 Adhuhuri
Maombi ya Kufungua
Ripoti ya GCFA
Vipengee vya Kalenda & Shughuli za Kongamano
12:30 – 2:00 Adhuhuri
Mapumziko ya Chakula cha Mchana – kivyako
12:40 P.M. – 1:10 Adhuhuri
Ibada ya Ushirika Mtakatifu (Oregon Ballroom, 203)
Msimamizi: Askofu John Michael Lowry
2:00 – 4:00 Alasiri
Maombi ya Kufungua
Kuwatambua Wafanyakazi wa GC (dakika 18)
Kumtambua Rev. L. Fitzgerald Reist, II (dakika 2)
Vipengee vya Kalenda & Shughuli za Kongamano
4:00 – 4:20 Alasiri
Mapumziko ya Alasiri
4:20 – 6:30 Jioni
Maombi ya Kufungua
Vipengee vya Kalenda na Shughuli za Kongamano
Ujumbe wa Kufunga (dakika 15)
Ibada ya Kufunga
Mhubiri: Askofu Bruce Ough
Ahirisho la Mwisho
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GC2016 Recalls, Laments
Sand Creek Massacre
By Sam Hodges (UMNS)
Concerns about legislation and the future of The United
Methodist Church got set aside for a half-hour at General Conference 2016 on Thursday, May 18, as delegates
focused instead on a historical tragedy with deep Methodist
involvement.
The 1864 Sand Creek Massacre was the subject, and
speakers included a historian and descendants of the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indian survivors of the attack.
Mountain Sky Area Bishop Elaine J. W. Stanovsky
had joined the descendants in planning the event, the latest
effort yet by The United Methodist Church to atone for the
Sand Creek Massacre.
“We’re here to listen and to tell the truth,” Stanovsky
told delegates.
The visiting Native Americans––some of them dressed
in traditional clothing––voiced appreciation.
“We now extend our hand in friendship to the Methodist Church,” said William Walks Along, a Northern Cheyenne descendent of massacre survivors. “We have developed a measure of trust, respect and honor for each other.”
Surprise attack
The Sand Creek Massacre occurred along the Big Sandy River of the Colorado Territory, beginning early on the
morning of November 29, 1864.
Colonel John Milton Chivington, a Methodist Episcopal Church pastor who had joined the Union Army, led a
surprise attack by 675 soldiers on a Cheyenne and Arapaho
encampment.
The attack turned into slaughter, claiming about two
hundred Native American lives, including women, children,
and the elderly. Afterward, soldiers committed atrocities on
the dead.
Some of Chivington’s more junior officers refused to
participate, and the attack yielded condemnation and official
investigations, as well as defense by newspapers and Colorado territory office-holders.
The United Methodist General Conference of 1996
apologized for the Methodist involvement in the massacre,
but erred in some historical details and failed to show proper respect to descendants of the survivors, said Stanovsky.
In 2012, General Conference delegates engaged in an
“Act of Repentance” worship service aimed at healing relationships with indigenous people and approved a petition
calling for full disclosure of the Methodist role in the Sand
Creek Massacre.
Stanovsky and Otto Braided Hair Jr., a Northern Cheyenne descendant of survivors of the massacre, co-chaired

the panel named to oversee a more complete remembrance.
A major step occurred in 2014, when Stanovsky led the
Rocky Mountain Conference in a pilgrimage to the Sand
Creek Massacre National Historic Site. That year, Stanovsky served on a state of Colorado Sand Creek Massacre
Commemoration Commission.
Leading up to General Conference 2016, historian Gary
L. Roberts––who has studied the Sand Creek Massacre for
decades––prepared a 173-page report titled, “Remembering
The Sand Creek Massacre: A Historical Review of Methodist Involvement, Influence, and Response.”
The report, now out in book form by Abingdon Press,
concludes that Chivington planned and carried out the
massacre to further his career ambitions and afterwards
expressed no contrition, despite condemnation by fellow
officers and others.
It also offers detail on the role of John Evans, a Methodist who served as territorial governor of the Colorado
Territory. While he was not directly involved in the massacre, his policies created the conditions that made it possible, Roberts maintains. And Evans, one of the founders of
Northwestern University, never accepted any responsibility.
Roberts’ third main conclusion is that the Methodist
Episcopal Church (a predecessor to The United Methodist
Church) “embraced the prevailing mind-set” of westward
expansion by white settlers and defended Evans and Chivington after the massacre.
Roberts spoke to delegates on Thursday, calling his
study of the Methodist involvement “sobering and challenging.”
He laid out details about Evans, Chivington, and the attack, and he concluded with an admonition to the delegates.
“Listen, learn and do not forget,” Roberts, a United
Methodist, said.
Delegates gave the historian a standing ovation, and
also rose in recognition of the survivors of the descendants.
The observance included the visitors’ singing of a
Native American song written for the occasion. At the end,
Stanovsky and other bishops presented gifts to the Cheyenne and Arapaho.
The Council of Bishops was to dine with them Thursday night.
Hodges, a United Methodist News Service writer, lives
in Dallas. Contact him at (615) 742-5470 or newsdesk@
umcom.org.
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Recognizing Neil M. Alexander,
UMPH President and Publisher
Portland, Ore., May 19, 2016--The General Conference of The United Methodist Church paused during its
proceedings today to recognize twenty years of service
by Neil M. Alexander as president and publisher of The
United Methodist Publishing House (UMPH).
“For twenty years, the church has been blessed to
have Neil’s steady hand at the helm of UMPH,” said the
Rev. Carl Frazier, chair of the board of UMPH, in addressing the delegates and visitors at the Oregon Convention Center. “He has guided us through a sea change in
the publishing industry: from print to e-books, from Sunday school periodicals to video and digital curriculum,
from brick and mortar stores to an online presence. The
rapidity of change in the industry and in the church has
required dexterity, vision, and business acumen wed to a
deep and abiding love for the church and its people. All
of these have characterized Neil Alexander’s stewardship
of the ‘book concern’ of The United Methodist Church.”
Alexander, who will retire at the end of the quadrennium, was elected president and publisher in 1996. He is
the longest-serving president and publisher since the two
roles were combined in 1957.
Following the recognition, Alexander released the
following statement:

The United Methodist Church has welcomed, nurtured, challenged, and sent Leslie and me in ministry
since we began serving in the Central Pennsylvania
Annual Conference in 1969.
Mentors and fellow pilgrims have continuously
shown us new ways to love God, share mercy, and
seek justice. We have been encouraged to invest in our
work with fervor and humility to help the church invite
and form disciples of Jesus who change the world for
good.
For three decades, it has been my high privilege to
cultivate a wide-ranging publishing and distribution
ministry. Our aim remains to serve our diverse constituency by intentionally pursuing faithfulness to the
Wesleyan inheritance and appreciating the perspectives of a broad spectrum of ideas by offering an array
of resources for ministry.

Thank you to the patient teachers, dedicated colleagues, and the generous and forgiving pastors and
laity we’ve sought to serve by learning and contributing--empowered by God’s abundant and unmerited
grace.
The sacred assignment of The United Methodist
Publishing House is to deliver help for growing in
faith and engaging in service through books and other
resources that people choose, use, and value. While
our assignment requires that we do so by assuring a
fully self-funded, viable publishing and retail operation, our larger aspiration never waivers: extending
the mission of the UMC by helping more people in
more places come to know and deepen their knowledge of God, learn to love God, and choose to serve
God and neighbor.
What a thrill to be afforded the opportunity for
over twenty years to help steward the UMC’s first and
oldest general agency as it adapts and actively seeks
to lead, creatively respond to emerging needs, and
prove relevant in serving more people in more places.
I lovingly offer my sincere thanks for the great
honor and privilege it has been to serve as the Publisher of The United Methodist Church. The challenges
of this day and the unfolding future are many and the
people of UMPH are eager and able. I can’t wait to
see all of the wonderfully new and better ways they
will serve and lead in the years to come.

Peace and Love Will
Reconcile Differences
If there may be peace and love between God and his
saints, then surely, notwithstanding these things, the
saints may be at love and peace among themselves.
From The Causes, Evils, and Cures of Heart and Church Divisions,
compiled by Francis Asbury and first published in 1792.
Abridged and updated edition copyright © 2015 by Abingdon Press.

2584

Friday, May 20, 2016

The following items were released by the Judicial
Council on May 19, 2016.

SUBJECT TO FINAL EDITING

JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF THE UNITED
METHODIST CHURCH
DECISION 1319
IN RE: Request for a Declaratory Decision from
the General Conference Regarding the Meaning, Application, and Effect of ¶¶ 542.1 and 542.2 in terms of the
Time and Place of a Central Conference Meeting

Digest
A newly constituted central conference shall hold its
first conference at such time and place as determined by
the bishops in charge. However, all regular sessions of
the central conference that occur after the first meeting
shall have their place and time determined by the central
conference membership or determined by its executive
committee when permitted by Discipline.
If the 2016 session of the Congo Central Conference was scheduled by the Conference itself pursuant
to ¶ 542.1 of the 2012 Book of Discipline of The United
Methodist Church (¶ 409 of the 1990 Congo Central
Conference Book of Discipline) then the date and time
cannot be changed by the College of Bishops nor the
Central Conference Executive Committee.

Statement of Facts
On May 16, 2016, during a regular session of General Conference, a member of the Conference made the
following motion and statement:
I move that the General Conference petition the
Judicial Council of The United Methodist Church for
a declaratory decision on the meaning, application and
effect of paragraphs 542.1 and 542.2 of the 2012 Book of
Discipline of The United Methodist Church with respect
to
1. Whether the time and place of meetings of a central
conference after its first meeting is to be determined
by “the central conference or its executive committee” or by “the central conference itself or its bishops” and as to the impact of an adaptation of these
provisions of the Book of Discipline in paragraph
409 of the 1990 Congo Central Conference Book of
Discipline.
2. Whether under the aforementioned paragraphs the
College of Bishops of the Congo Central Conference has the authority to change the time and place

of the meeting from that established during the 2012
meeting of the Congo Central Conference. (DCA
pp. 2428-2429)
Without debate the members of the General Conference voted 703 to 94 in support of the motion to
request a declaratory decision.
The Judicial Council received a brief from a member of the Congo Central Conference and a statement from the Secretary General of the Congo Central Conference.

Jurisdiction
The Judicial Council has jurisdiction under ¶ 2610 of
the 2012 Book of Discipline.

Analysis And Rationale
With respect to the first part of the inquiry, “Whether
the time and place of meetings of a central conference
after its first meeting is to be determined by ‘the central
conference or its executive committee’ or by ‘the central
conference itself or its bishops’” the controlling provision is found in ¶ 542.1 of the 2012 Book of Discipline
of The United Methodist Church as follows:
1. The first meeting of a central conference shall be
called by the bishop or bishops in charge at such
time and place as they may elect, to which members of the annual conferences, provisional annual
conferences, missionary conferences, and missions
concerned shall be elected on the basis of representation as provided herein. The time and place of future meetings shall be determined by the central
conference or its executive committee. [Emphasis
added]
Therefore, the very first meeting of a newly constituted central conference shall be at such place and on
such dates as determined by the bishops in charge. This
provision is necessary for the first conference because
the delegates have never before convened and thus there
has been no opportunity for the newly constituted Central Conference itself to set the time and date of its first
gathering.
However, this paragraph also ensures that during
the first and subsequent central conference sessions,
the regular business of the conference shall include the
membership’s determination of the time and the place of
the following regular session or sessions of the central
conference. It is the voting members of the central
conference that make these decisions once the body has
convened for its very first central conference session.
The second quote contained in item number one
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(“the central conference itself or its bishops”) is from
a different paragraph (¶ 542.2). That paragraph is not
determinative on the primary question of where authority
vests to set the time and place of the central conference
regular sessions. Moreover, there is no adaptation of
this paragraph in the 1990 Congo Central Conference
Book of Discipline; only the equivalent of ¶ 542.1 was
included.
The pertinent portions of ¶ 409 of the 1990 Congo
Central Conference Book of Discipline are virtually identical in meaning and effect to ¶ 542.1 of the 2012 Book
of Discipline of The United Methodist Church referenced
in the request for a declaratory decision. The Judicial
Council is cognizant that the request for a declaratory
decision concerning paragraph ¶ 409 of the 1990 Congo
Central Conference Book of Discipline, is controlled
by ¶ 547 of the 2012 Book of Discipline of The United
Methodist Church which requires that Central Conferences establish their own judicial courts to determine the
legality of actions taken under their adapted portions of
the Discipline:
3. A central conference that adapts and edits the Discipline as provided in ¶ 543.16 shall establish a judicial court, which in addition to other duties that the
central conference may assign to it shall hear and
determine the legality of any action of the central
conference taken under the adapted portions of the
Discipline or of a decision of law by the presiding
bishop of the central conference pertaining to the
adapted portions of the Discipline, upon appeal by
the presiding bishop or by one-fifth of the members
of the central conference. Further, the judicial court
shall hear and determine the legality of any action of
an annual conference taken under the adapted portions of the Discipline or of a decision of law by the
presiding bishop of the annual conference pertaining to the adapted portion of the Discipline, upon
appeal of the presiding bishop or of such percentage
of the members of the annual conference as may be
determined by the central conference concerned.
[¶ 547.3 of the 2012 Book of Discipline of The United Methodist Church]
The second question in the request before us asks
whether the College of Bishops of the Congo Central
Conference has the authority to change the time and
place of its 2016 Central Conference session if that
meeting was established by the Congo Central Conference itself. For the same reasons and rationale set forth
hereinabove, the answer is no. If the 2016 session of
the Congo Central Conference was scheduled pursuant
to ¶ 542.1 of the 2012 Book of Discipline of The United
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Methodist Church (¶ 409 of the 1990 Congo Central
Conference Book of Discipline) then the date and time
cannot be changed by the College of Bishops nor the
Central Conference Executive Committee.

Decision
A newly constituted Central Conference shall hold
its first Conference at such time and place as determined
by the bishops in charge. However, all regular sessions
of the central conference that occur after the first meeting
shall have their place and time determined by the central
conference membership or determined by its executive
committee when permitted by Discipline.
If the 2016 session of the Congo Central Conference was scheduled by the Conference itself pursuant
to ¶ 542.1 of the 2012 Book of Discipline of The United
Methodist Church (¶ 409 of the 1990 Congo Central
Conference Book of Discipline) then the date and time
cannot be changed by the College of Bishops nor the
Central Conference Executive Committee.
Kabamba Kiboko recused and did not participate in
this decision.
F. Belton ,Joyner, Jr., Secretary
William B. Lawrence, President
May 19, 2016

SUBJECT TO FINAL EDITING

JUDICIAL COUNCIL OF THE UNITED
METHODIST CHURCH
DECISION 1320
IN RE: Request for a Declaratory Decision from the
General Conference regarding the meaning, application
and effect of Petition 61057

Digest
Petition 61057 as amended by the Financial Administration legislative committee is in violation of ¶¶16.8
and 16.9 and is therefore unconstitutional.

Statement of Facts
On May 17, 2016, The Financial Administration
Committee brought Calendar item 421 to the General
Conference session. This item established “a standing
Committee on Strategy and Growth. This committee
would be funded by using a carve-out of $20 million
from the World Service Fund.” The maker of the motion
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described it as “a supplement, a group of entrepreneurs
and church leaders to develop and implement a strategy
in conjunction with the work of the agencies and commissions.” Ten members were named with ten additional
members to be named.
The wording of the amendment to petition 61057
was as follows:
Standing Committee on Strategy and Growth
During the 2017-2020 quadrennium, there shall be
a Standing Committee on Strategy and Growth, directly
responsible to the General Conference. Membership of
the committee is to represent the best among the entrepreneurs of local church revitalization. Its purpose is to
develop and implement a strategy to first slow the decline
in worship attendance and professions of faith, and then
to return themto positive growth within the jurisdictional
conferences.
The strategy’s target is to arrest and reverse the
decline by the end of 2024. The fruits from the work
of the Committee during the 2017-2020 quadrennium
must be sufficient to make reverse and (sic) decline by
2024 possible. This achievementalso depends upon
successful deployment of strategies among the agencies
and theannual conferences and the program agencies.
The Committee offers to the denomination an avenue by
which entrepreneurs will have the platform for refinement of their programs and the funding to expand their
collectiveworks to a national scale. Such refinements
and scale would be impossible without the platform and
funding of the Committee by carving out $20M of the
World Service Fund for said funding.
A request then came to the floor and was passed that
the General Conference request a declaratory ruling and
decision from the Judicial Council as to whether any aspect of Petition 61057 is in conflict with the Constitution
of The United Methodist Church. The motion passed by
a vote of 579 to 221.
The Judicial Council received the verbatim report of
the discussion as well as a brief citing issues raised by
the amendment regarding its constitutionality.

Jurisdiction
The Judicial Council has jurisdiction under ¶2609.2.

Analysis and Rationale
Paragraph 16, Article IV of the Constitution of the
United Methodist Church grants to the General Conference “full legislative power over all matters distinctively
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connectional, and in the exercise of this power shall have
authority as follows”: ¶ 16.8 states “To initiate and to
direct all connectional enterprises of the Church and to
provide boards for their promotion and administration.”
In Judicial Decision 364, the Council ruled that these
are legislative functions and cannot be delegated. It is
important to consider the holistic pattern of our Constitution, specifically here in reference to the duties of, and
restrictions, upon the General Conference. The amendment itself does not include how membership is to be determined nor how the $20 million is to be spent, clearly
in conflict with ¶16.9, which gives the General Conference the responsibility for determining and providing for
raising and distributing funds necessary to carry on the
work of the Church, again a responsibility that cannot be
delegated.
Judicial Council decisions, 1210 and 1310, clearly
indicate the General Conference cannot take actions
which would either (1) permit a “connectional enterprise” it has created to determine its own mission,
functions, duties, and responsibilities or (2) authorize
any such connectional enterprise to make those determinations for another. The proposed Standing Committee
on Strategy and Growth would be given both of these
unconstitutional powers.
The lack of specificity as to the duties and responsibilities of the proposed Standing Committee is unprecedented. The amendment merely states the Standing
Committee’s “target is to arrest and reverse the decline
[in worship attendance and professions of faith] by the
end of 2024.” This is too broad and amorphous to meet
the test of constitutionality established by Decisions 364,
1210, and 1310. Only setting a goal for a connectional
enterprise is not enough. Any action in this regard by the
General Conference must include the duties and responsibilities of the entity. This amendment is almost entirely
devoid of any such detail. This lack of detail will
necessarily lead to the Standing Committee determining
its own duties, responsibilities, functions, and priorities.
The Judicial Council has consistently held such delegation is unconstitutional.
Further, the amendment states the Standing Committee would engage in the “deployment of strategies among
the agencies.” Delegation of this type of authority has
been held to be in violation of ¶ 16.8. As a “connectional enterprise” created by the General Conference, the
proposed Standing Committee cannot dictate the duties,
functions, or responsibilities of the general agencies.
Constitutional issues also arise with this amendment regarding the budget of the Standing Committee
and how this group would expend and account for the
$20,000,000. Paragraph 16.9 makes it clear that only the
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General Conference can determine how general church
funds are to be distributed. This is accomplished through
the adoption of a quadrennial budget. In the circumstances where General Conference tried to delegate its
authority to determine the distribution of funds, Judicial
Decision 1210 found this action unconstitutional. Thus,
it is not constitutional for General Conference to adopt
a budget for this Standing Committee when one has not
been proposed.
This legislation provides no mechanism for the General Conference to assume its designated constitutional
responsibility for direction. The General Conference
cannot create a free floating autonomous Standing Committee, with no membership selection criteria or process

and no accountability for use of funds nor linkage to already established boards and commissions. (See Judicial
Decisions 1210 and 1310.)
Further, the proposed creation of this Standing Committee addresses an issue in only one region of the global
connection.

Decision
Petition 61057 as amended by the Financial Administration legislative committee is in violation of ¶¶16.8
and 16.9 and is therefore unconstitutional.
May 19, 2016

Errata in DCA
Page 2429: In the final paragraph on the page, the
words “General Conference” should be capitalized.
Page 2436: In Bishop Wenner’s prayer at the bottom
of the first column, the word “Well” should be “will”.
Page 2439: At the bottom of the first column, the
words Book of Discipline should appear in italics.
Page 2441: In the first column, “Chappell Temple”
should appear as “Charles Temple.” Near the bottom
of the first full paragraph, the word “contention”
should appear as “contingent.”
Page 2442: In the rightmost column, final full paragraph, the words “Thank You” should appear as
“Thank you.”
Page 2445: In the middle column, the name of the
speaker is correctly spelled Nday Bondo. In the middle
column, midway through the first paragraph, the
following sentence is incorrect: “Graduates receive
e-readers that contend the results is neither to practice
ministry.” The sentence should correctly appear as
follows: “Graduates receive e-readers that contain the
resources needed to practice ministry.”
Page 2492: Judicial Council lay alternate Randall
Miller was misidentified as Ronald Miller.
Page 2500: In the Standing Committee on Central
Conference Matters list, the name of the lay member

from (Congo 1 Additional ) is correctly spelled “Tunda
Kasongo, East Congo.”
Page 2524: In the second line of the first column, the
word “given” should appear as “giving.” In the center
of the first column, the phrase “who is” should appear
as “whose.” In the first paragraph of the middle column, the word “rational” should appear as “rationale.”
Page 2525: In the center of the middle column, Kelly
Robier’s name has been misspelled as “Kelley.”
Page 2528: In the center of the middle column, Bishop
Earnest Lyght’s name has been misspelled as “Light.”
Page 2529: In the eighth line of the middle column,
the word “been” should be inserted between “have”
and “set.” Near the top of the rightmost column, the
word “current” should appear as “currently.” The word
“be” should appear as “we.” In the final paragraph,
the word “are” should be inserted between “that” and
“changes.”
Page 2538: In the rightmost column, twenty-first
line from the top, the name “Chickomb” is correctly
spelled “Chikomb.”
Page 2532: In the first column, tenth line from the
bottom, replace the word “and” with “at.”
Page 2537: In the rightmost column, seventh line from
the top, replace the word “I” with “it.”
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General Commission on the Status and Role
of Women Monitoring Report
As we celebrate the 60th anniversary of women’s
ordination and the 40th anniversary of the creation of this
commission, we recognize that we have not yet arrived at
the promised land where men and women have no obstacles
to the leadership tables. The need to do so, and the ways
in which we hear the diversity of voices within the church,
still remains a conundrum. Questions remain: Are certain
constituencies being passed over, are they hesitant to speak,
or do they not seek to speak? Based on yesterday’s statistics
of who spoke during General Conference plenary sessions,
it is apparent women have not been heard. Moving forward,
there are things upon which we can give our attention:

Language Matters!
• For God…There are so many different biblical names
that can help us to celebrate and honor more fully the
nature of God. He/She, Mother/Father, Creator, Rock,
or simply God are all ways that express our incomplete understanding of who God is, recognizing that
God need not always be addressed as male.
• For clergy…Clergy have traditionally been referred
to as “he,” but we celebrate 60 years of the ordination
of women in our United Methodist Church, and so we
should acknowledge that not all clergy are men.
• For people…Instead of “he” or “guys” as the generic
term, let’s find ways in which we recognize the fullness of humanity. Let’s not leave anyone out through
the words we use. “Y’all” is fully acceptable.
• Much of the world does not speak English as their
primary language, and there are many delegates at
our General Conference for which this is true as
well. Let’s offer the respect that every child of God
deserves by using the technology provided us to hear
all voices, no matter the language.

More Women Voices!
Women make up over 50% of the membership of the
UMC throughout our connection. And still, women make
up a much lower percentage of the delegates at General
Conference. In order for our denomination to move forward, we need to hear from women’s perspectives all across
our connection.

Homework Before General Conference
General Conference is just two weeks. We make many
important decisions during these two weeks, and in between
the sessions of General Conference we can, and should, be
gathering information and talking with others, especially
those who represent constituencies other than our own.

Each delegate receives his or her legislative committee
assignment prior to arriving at General Conference in order
to assure time to prepare for the work. In order to work
efficiently, preparation is critical.
Many delegates have talked about the importance of
opportunities to speak with those different than themselves.
This has informed and even moved them. This is something
we can strive to do in between sessions of the General Conference. If we are to truly honor and respect one another, we
must get to know one another. Recognizing that our time
at General Conference is limited, social media may be one
way to enable this to happen before we arrive at General
Conference.

Create a Statement of Ethical Behavior
for Delegates
We have observed, and some behaviors have been
named during plenary sessions, that were disturbing. There
needs to be an understanding of appropriate ethical behavior for all delegates. This should include such things as
voting only with one’s own voting device and addressing
one another with respect. In addition, there should be clear
instructions for the reporting of inappropriate behavior with
clear consequences delineated for any behaviors that are
deemed unethical.
We ask the Commission on General Conference to
prepare such a code of ethical behavior for all delegates
attending sessions of General Conference for each delegate
to sign.

Transparency
Should we are use similar technology in the future,
it is important that we project “the queue” for all to see.
Why? Delegates would be able to see each other in order to
enable self-monitoring for diversity in its many forms, to be
transparent in who is asked to speak, to be able to see who
wants to speak, and to know when the queue is cleared for
the next action.
The General Commission on the Status and Role of
Women thanks the General Conference for all their work
and effort to ensure that all delegates throughout the connection have the opportunity to voice their opinions. We
appreciate the opportunity to share our monitoring report
with the General Conference each day.
For those who would like to see the General Commission on Status and Role of Women video on the 60th
anniversary of women’s ordination presented during the
Thursday morning plenary, you can find it currently at vimeo.com/162618320 or on Facebook (gcsrw).
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Vital Conversations Report From The General
Commission on Religion and Race
We began our time together at General Conference
2016 with an invitation to authentic relationship:
“The General Conference theme to ‘Therefore Go’ fits us well… But perhaps the greater
challenge before us is not going and doing out
there but going and doing in here and in here (our
hearts). … Going inward to survey the worlds of
our hearts, the place of spiritual perception and
witnessing one another from that place, rather
than from our own opinions, bias and judgments.”
– Erin M. Hawkins, General Secretary,
General Commission on Religion and Race
Twelve days ago, we began General Conference with
this invitation. Now we are faced with the challenge of
living it out as we go forth, back to our churches, communities, and countries. In Portland, we each brought our
individual identities, and we have worked hard to be a part
of a collective community. At our best we have shared from
our own truths and convictions, and when at our worst we
have fallen short of learning and listening to the truths and
convictions of others. While some participants in a General
Conference came with existing relationships, many came
and met others for the first time. One of the key questions
that emerged and remains from our together is: “How do we
cultivate and create a collective Christian community in just
two weeks?” And given the challenges of creating this kind
of community in two weeks, where do we go from here?
A voice from our own theological heritage points the
way:
“I continue to dream and pray about a revival
of holiness in our day that moves forth in mission
and creates authentic community in which each
person can be unleashed through the empowerment of the Spirit to fulfill God’s creational
intentions.”
-John Wesley, in How to Pray: The Best
of John Wesley on Prayer
Wesley’s words remind us that we have not fully
arrived on our journey of sanctifying grace, individually
or collectively as a complex, multi-faceted community
and institution of faith. This journey is one that calls us as
people of faith to move beyond conversations in which we
primarily talk at one another and move with humility towards talking with one another. The very nature of General

Conference makes authentic relationships difficult. Our
processes, rules, and procedures challenge us as a conference to fully acknowledge the dignity of each other and find
Christ in one another in the midst of debate. Such a view
requires deep humility. We each can only expect the other
person to be open to us in as much as we are open to that
other person.
The actions of the 2016 General Conference have set in
motion the potential for a called session of the General Conference prior to the currently scheduled date in 2020. The
General Commission on Religion and Race seeks to equip
United Methodist leaders with practical resources to engage
in vital conversations for the work of Church, deepening
intercultural competency and institutional equity as we go
forward into the future.
We ask you to consider these self-monitoring and
self-development questions as you prepare to “go forth”:
• How will you/we prepare ourselves well to engage
relationally well when we next gather?
• How do we avoid getting stuck in current or past patterns of discussion and debate and move more fully
into dialogue?
• How do we acknowledge the collective communities
of which each of us is a part when we gather, while
seeking to relate to the individual identity we each
bring to the gathering?
• What interior examination might we each need to do
in order to see the dignity of each other, and in humility, recognize the Christ in one another?
“May we all thus experience what it is to be
not almost only, but altogether Christians!”
– John Wesley, in John Wesley’s Sermons:
An Anthology

Better to Do Good
Than Receive Good
Active good is better than passive.
From The Causes, Evils, and Cures of Heart and Church Divisions,
compiled by Francis Asbury and first published in 1792.
Abridged and updated edition copyright © 2015 by Abingdon Press.

2590

Friday, May 20, 2016

GCFA REPORTS TO THE GENERAL CONFERENCE

Report No. 1
WORLD SERVICE FUND

Petition 61057

Introduction
When United Methodist congregations give their share of apportioned funds, they
participate in God’s work. The World Service Fund is the heart of our collective Church ministry.
Through this fund individuals partner with church agencies to be in mission and ministry at home
and around the world. World Service ministry truly makes a difference across the globe.
World Service is God’s people reaching out in love and compassion in the name of Christ.
It represents a call and a challenge to each United Methodist. As The 2012 Book of Discipline
states, the full payment of the World Service Fund is each congregation’s “first benevolent
responsibility.” (¶ 812)
Overview
For the 2017-2020 quadrennium the program agencies will continue their programmatic
emphasis centered around four areas of focus: (1) leadership development; (2) church growth; (3)
ministry with the poor; and (4) global health.
The proposed budget of $305,694,418 represents a nominal dollar decrease of $2,092,398,
or .7%, compared to the previous quadrennium. In terms of real dollars (accounting for the impact
of general inflation), the proposed budget for 2017-2020 reflects a 7.3% decrease from the
budgeted amount for 2013-2016. Furthermore, it represents a $21,822,582 decrease, or 6.7%, from
the 2009-2012 quadrennium.
World Service Fixed Charges
General Council on Finance and Administration (“GCFA”). GCFA is accountable to
The United Methodist Church through the General Conference for receiving, disbursing, and
reporting all general funds. (¶ 806) This line item is an estimate of the World Service Fund’s share
of GCFA’s expenses for the quadrennium.
The Connectional Table (“CT”). As part of the total mission of the Church, CT facilitates
the Church’s program life as determined by the General Conference. Its task is to discern and
articulate the vision for the church and the stewardship of the mission, ministries, and resources of
The United Methodist Church. (¶ 904)
Interpretation Resources. Along with producing materials to interpret United
Methodism’s connectional funds, the Marketing Team of United Methodist Communications
(“UMCom”) uses money from this section of the budget for “Promotion of Giving,” a joint effort
of UMCom, GCFA, and the General Board of Discipleship (“GBOD”). The “Promotion of
Giving” goal is to develop comprehensive financial stewardship tools, leading to improved
financial support of ministry at all levels of the connection. “Promotion of Giving” resources are
financed through the World Service Fund.
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Program Agencies
The World Service Fund provides basic financial support to program-related general
agencies, which are especially important to the common vision, mission, and ministry of The
United Methodist Church. Through World Service funding, agencies support annual conferences
and local congregations in living out God’s mission for the worldwide Church. General agencies
also provide essential services and ministries beyond the scope of individual local congregations
and annual conferences through services and ministries that are highly focused, flexible, and
capable of rapid response.
2020 VISION for The United Methodist Church – STRATEGIC DIRECTIONS FOR 20172020
Whenever United Methodism has had a clear sense of mission, God has used our Church
to save persons, heal relationships, transform social structures, and spread scriptural holiness,
thereby changing the world. (¶ 121) For 2017-2020, The United Methodist Church has a clear
sense of mission discerned by the Council of Bishops and CT.
Our vision is clear for 2017-2020 – to double the number of highly vital congregations
worldwide to make disciples of Jesus Christ for the transformation of the world. United Methodist
disciples will engage in mission and ministry throughout the connection to live out God’s vision
for a world where poverty is reduced and poor people and communities flourish; a world where
children live to their full potential; a world where Christian leaders heed God’s call to discipleship;
and a world where new faith communities offer God’s love and grace worldwide. The following
collaborative Christ-centered strategies will anchor our connectional ministries so that they are
specific, measurable, achievable, relevant and time-bound for the transformation of the world.
Our UMC Mission: VITAL CONGREGATIONS. Our 2020 Vision looks forward to a
United Methodist Church that doubles the number of highly vital congregations worldwide.
A vital congregation is the body of Christ making and engaging disciples for the
transformation of the world. Rooted in our understanding that local congregations provide the
primary arena through which Christian disciples are called, formed, and nurtured, our goal is to
double the number of highly vital congregations worldwide by 2020. Five markers of vitality –
disciples in worship, new disciples (professions of faith), disciples in small groups, disciples in
mission, and giving to mission – help us gauge our progress together through a shared approach.
The real measure of our missional impact will not be in membership increases or improved
giving but in the lives that will be touched and drawn to Christ as disciples because these vital
congregations were able to reach people with the gospel of Christ who might otherwise not be
reached.
Our Missional Strategies: THE FOUR AREAS OF FOCUS. Vital congregations are
shaped by and witnessed through four focus areas: calling and shaping principled Christian
leaders; creating and sustaining new places for new people; ministries with poor people and
communities; and abundant health for all.
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1. Calling and Shaping Principled Christian Leaders: Our 2020 Vision looks forward to a
United Methodist Church creating a culture of call in every faith community, equipping leaders
as they help shape disciples’ faith for the transformation of the world.
The United Methodist Church needs leaders – clergy and laity –to fulfill God’s mission for
the Church and the world. Nurturing God’s call to Christian leadership is essential and is happening
throughout all levels of the connection. Local churches, annual conferences, and general agencies
are directing energy and resources toward this effort, but more can be done. We celebrate the many
innovative approaches to developing principled Christian leaders, but also see the need to
strengthen a culture of call throughout the Church so that every disciple’s leadership potential can
be realized. We will align our strategies throughout the connection to address the immediate
leadership needs in the next four years and work to create a culture of call Church-wide.
2. Creating and Sustaining New Places for New People: Our 2020 Vision looks forward to
a United Methodist Church with 1,000,000 new disciples who profess their faith through renewed
and new faith communities around the world.
Creating new, vital, faith communities is critical to the task of making new disciples and
transforming the world. A faith community is a group that gathers under the lordship of Jesus
Christ to worship, engage, and send. It is within faith communities that we receive new disciples
through professions of faith and increase professions of faith. This multilayered strategy focuses
on increasing the number of new faith communities in annual conferences across the world.
3. Ministry with Poor People and Communities: Our 2020 Vision looks forward to a United
Methodist Church with 400 vibrant, flourishing, and transforming communities addressing
issues of poverty and ministry with the poor, particularly with children.
Vital congregations reflect God’s transforming love into their communities and around the
world. As faithful disciples, we are called to love our neighbors – to walk, worship, and witness
so that all may enjoy God’s vision of abundant life. As United Methodists, we will challenge and
transform broken systems and structures that create and perpetuate poverty. Leveraging
connections and partnerships within and beyond The United Methodist Church, we can transform
communities and open doors for children to a more promising future. We envision the people
called Methodists engaging in at least 400 partnerships that focus on ministry with poor people
and communities.
4. Abundant Health for All: Our 2020 Vision looks forward to a United Methodist Church
that can reach 1 million children with life-saving interventions.
Every child is a life filled with promise and potential, yet, every five seconds a child dies
from preventable causes. The United Methodist Church has a sacred calling to ensure abundant
health for all children, engaging disciples to be agents of God’s healing transformation in the
world. Jesus said, “I have come that you might have life and have it abundantly.” (John 10:10)
There is a global movement to significantly improve health for all people by 2035, with a
specific goal of saving the lives of 15 million children by 2020. The United Methodist Church will
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join this movement and commit to a goal of reaching 1 million children. It will do this through
education, direct health services to those in need, and increased access to medical care.
2012 General Conference Action
The 2012 General Conference approved the following two new initiatives, which are funded
through the World Service Fund:
Commission on Central Conference Theological Education. Paragraph 817 provides for
a Commission on Central Conference Theological Education, elected by the Council of Bishops,
to determine policies and procedures for the fund established to further this initiative. It has the
authority to approve disbursements from this fund. The Commission includes one person from
each central conference, and also includes members of the Council of Bishops and Boards of
Ordained Ministry, and representatives of theological schools, the General Board of Higher
Education and Ministry (“GBHEM”), the General Board of Global Ministries, and the Standing
Committee on Central Conference Matters.
Proceeds from this fund are to be used in central conferences at the discretion of the
Commission to: (1) develop theological schools; (2) develop courses of study; (3) develop libraries
and contextually developed resources; (4) provide scholarships and faculty development; (5)
support associations and networks of faculty and schools; and (6) support new and innovative
approaches to theological education. GBHEM administers this designated fund.
Young Clergy Initiative Fund. This Fund provides support to increase the number of
young clergy among the jurisdictional conferences. This is a three quadrennium effort, which
began in 2013, to enable The United Methodist Church to focus efforts on encouraging young
adults responding to the call to ordained ministry by providing a strong theological education in
the United Methodist tradition. This initiative is in addition to the funds that the church already
has budgeted for discernment, recruitment, nurturing, education, and support of young clergy
leaders.
The boards and commissions, in collaboration with annual conference boards of ordained
ministry, seminaries, bishops, and cabinets, will continue to determine the most effective use of
the Young Clergy Initiative Fund in response to the needs of young clergy leaders. GBHEM
administers this designated fund.
Other Ministries
Contingency Fund. The Contingency Fund for World Service provides funding for emerging
needs in the World Service Fund areas that occur during a quadrennium. These funds are allocated
to program agencies for new programs to address unanticipated needs. Contingency fund
allocations must first be approved by both CT and GCFA.
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WORLD SERVICE FUND

Fixed Charges
Interpretation Resources
Connectional Table
General Council on Finance and Administration
Total Fixed Charges
On-Ratio:
General Board of Church and Society (2)
General Board of Discipleship (2)
Native American Comprehensive Plan
Strengthening the Black Church
General Board of Global Ministries
Asian American Language Ministry (1)
Korean Ministry Plan (1)
National Plan for Hispanic/Latino Ministry (1) (2)
Pacific Island Ministry (1)
General Board of Higher Educuation and Ministry (2)
Central Conference Theological Education Fund
Young Clergy Initiative: Jurisdictional Conferences
General Commission on Religion and Race
Minority Group Self Determination Fund
General Commission on the Status and
Role of Women
General Commission on United Methodist Men
United Methodist Communications
Total On-Ratio - Program Agencies
Other Ministries
Contingency Reserve
Total Other Ministries

2009-2012

2013-2016

2017-2020

$

$ Change

1,544,000 $ 1,442,000 $ 1,432,197
2,307,000
2,155,000
2,140,350
7,947,000
7,423,000
7,372,537
$ 11,798,000 $ 11,020,000 $ 10,945,084

$

$ 12,402,000 $ 11,178,712 $ 11,021,677
39,355,000
35,497,388
34,952,169
1,208,400
1,080,664
1,073,317
2,226,000
1,989,960
1,976,432
124,863,600
112,100,584
111,338,501
1,638,000
1,408,000
1,398,428
3,300,000
3,082,000
3,061,048
2,795,000
2,382,000
3,143,830
544,000
540,302
30,579,500
27,512,708
26,932,588
5,000,000
4,966,009
7,000,000
6,952,413
7,658,000
7,404,806
7,354,467
3,319,000
2,505,812
2,488,777

$

4,188,000
1,650,000
80,036,500
$ 315,219,000

$

500,000
500,000

3,984,606
1,487,084
72,141,492
$ 296,299,816

$

467,000
467,000

3,957,518
1,476,974
71,651,059
$ 294,285,509

$

463,825
463,825

% Change

(9,803)
(14,650)
(50,463)
(74,916)

-0.7%
-0.7%
-0.7%
-0.7%

(157,035)
(545,219)
(7,347)
(13,528)
(762,083)
(9,572)
(20,952)
761,830
(3,698)
(580,120)
(33,991)
(47,587)
(50,339)
(17,035)

-1.4%
-1.5%
-0.7%
-0.7%
-0.7%
-0.7%
-0.7%
32.0%
-0.7%
-2.1%
-0.7%
-0.7%
-0.7%
-0.7%

(27,088)
(10,110)
(490,433)
$ (2,014,307)

-0.7%
-0.7%
-0.7%
-0.7%

(3,175)
(3,175)

-0.7%
-0.7%

$

$

Total On-Ratio

$ 315,719,000

$ 296,766,816

$ 294,749,334

$ (2,017,482)

-0.7%

Grand Total

$ 327,517,000

$ 307,786,816

$ 305,694,418

$ (2,092,398)

-0.7%

(1) During the 2009-2012 quadrennium, these items were included in the General Board of Global Ministries line item.
(2) The programmatic support and funding for the National Plan for Hispanic/Latino Ministry that was provided by the
General Board of Church and Society, the General Board of Discipleship, and the General Board of Higher Education
and Ministry, was moved solely to the plan operated by the General Board of Global Ministries. The Funding for this plan
in total decreased by .7%, the same proportion as all the other programs and ministries.
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Fixed Charges
Interpretation Resources
Connectional Table
General Council on Finance and Administration
Total Fixed Charges
On-Ratio:
General Board of Church and Society
General Board of Discipleship
Native American Comprehensive Plan
Strengthening the Black Church
General Board of Global Ministries
Asian American Language Ministry
Korean Ministry Plan
National Plan for Hispanic/Latino Ministry
Pacific Island Ministry
General Board of Higher Education and Ministry
Central Conference Theological Education Fund
Young Clergy Initiative: Jurisdictional Conferences
General Commission on Religion and Race
Minority Group Self Determination Fund
General Commission on the Status and
Role of Women
General Commission on United Methodist Men
United Methodist Communications
Total On-Ratio - Program Agencies
Other Ministries
Contingency Reserve
Total Other Ministries

2017
$
$

358,049
535,088
1,843,134
2,736,271

2018
$
$

358,049
535,088
1,843,134
2,736,271

2019
$
$

2020

358,049 $ 358,050
535,088
535,086
1,843,134
1,843,135
2,736,271 $ 2,736,271

2,755,419 $ 2,755,419 $ 2,755,419 $ 2,755,420
8,738,042
8,738,042
8,738,042
8,738,043
268,329
268,329
268,329
268,330
494,108
494,108
494,108
494,108
27,834,625
27,834,625
27,834,625
27,834,626
349,607
349,607
349,607
349,607
765,262
765,262
765,262
765,262
785,958
785,958
785,958
785,956
135,076
135,076
135,076
135,074
6,733,147
6,733,147
6,733,147
6,733,147
1,241,502
1,241,502
1,241,502
1,241,503
1,738,103
1,738,103
1,738,103
1,738,104
1,838,617
1,838,617
1,838,617
1,838,616
622,194
622,194
622,194
622,195
0
989,380
989,380
989,380
989,378
369,244
369,244
369,244
369,242
17,912,765
17,912,765
17,912,765
17,912,764
$ 73,571,378 $ 73,571,378 $ 73,571,378 $ 73,571,375

$

115,956
115,956

$

115,956
115,956

$

115,956
115,956

$

115,957
115,957

Total On-Ratio

$ 73,687,334

$ 73,687,334

$ 73,687,334

$ 73,687,332

Grand Total

$ 76,423,605 $ 76,423,605

$ 76,423,605

$ 76,423,603
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Petition 61048

Report No. 2
MINISTERIAL EDUCATION FUND

Background
The Ministerial Education Fund was established by action of the 1968 General Conference.
Its mission is to engage the membership of the Church in an effort to equip annual conferences,
theological schools, and the General Board of Higher Education and Ministry (GBHEM) to meet
the need for increased resources for the recruitment and education of persons for ordained ministry.
Since 1976, programs related to both diaconal and ordained ministry have been eligible for
funding. Since 1996, programs related to recruitment and education of both deacons and elders
have received support.
Every clergyperson who has served in The United Methodist Church over the past 48 years
has been shaped in part by the ministries and institutions supported by the Ministerial Education
Fund. Support is provided for the thirteen United Methodist seminaries in the United States and
global initiatives through GBHEM, as well as local pastor courses of study, continuing education,
and other programs that strengthen the ministry of every local church. The 25% retained by each
annual conference directly supports ministerial education in that conference.
Recommendations
The Ministerial Education Fund was first apportioned in 1970 to the annual conferences as
one of the Church’s general funds. During the forty-year period through 2014, more than $758
million has been raised to support this important work. The Council recommends that the General
Conference approve that the amounts apportioned for the 2017-2020 quadrennium as follows:

MINISTERIAL EDUCATION FUND
2009-2012

2013-2016

Fixed Charges
Interpretation Resources

$

271,000

$

Total Fixed Charges

$

271,000

$

On-Ratio
Annual Conferences
General Board of Higher
Education and Ministry
Total On-Ratio
Grand Total

2017-2020

-

$
-

$

%
Change

$ Change

-

$
-

$

-

0.0%
-

0.0%

$ 28,282,500

$ 26,417,000 $ 26,237,412 $

(179,588)

-0.7%

84,576,500
$ 112,859,000

79,251,000
$ 105,668,000

78,712,235
$ 104,949,647 $

(538,765)
(718,353)

-0.7%
-0.7%

$ 113,130,000

$ 105,668,000

$ 104,949,647

(718,353)

-0.7%

$
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2017

2018

2019

2020

Fixed Charges
Interpretation Resources

$

Total Fixed Charges

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

6,559,353

$

6,559,353

$

6,559,353

$ 6,559,353

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

On-Ratio
Annual Conferences
General Board of Higher
Education and Ministry
Total On-Ratio

19,678,059
$ 26,237,412

19,678,059
$ 26,237,412

19,678,059
$ 26,237,412

19,678,058
$ 26,237,411

Grand Total

$ 26,237,412

$ 26,237,412

$ 26,237,412

$ 26,237,411

Amounts received by the annual conference treasurer for this fund will be distributed as described
in The 2012 Book of Discipline, ¶ 816. Promotion and interpretation of the Ministerial Education
Fund will be in accordance with ¶ 816, the cost being a charge against that portion of the
Ministerial Education Fund administered by GBHEM, and within a budget approved by GBHEM
and GCFA.

Petition 61049
Report No. 3
THE BLACK COLLEGE FUND
Background
The 1972 General Conference established the Black College Fund as one of the
apportioned general Church funds. The objective of the fund is to provide financial support for
institutions of higher education that have historically served the educational needs of black
students. This support helps the institutions maintain academic quality and financial stability while
limiting individual student tuition costs. More than $285 million has been raised to assist the
programs and ministries of these schools since the Fund was established.
Recommendations
The General Council on Finance and Administration (“GCFA”) recommends:
1. That the 2017-2020 apportionments be set as follows:
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BLACK COLLEGE FUND

Fixed Charges
Interpretation Resources

2009-2012

2013-2016

2017-2020

$

313,000

$

-

$

Total Fixed Charges

$

313,000

$

-

$

%
Change

$ Change

-

$

-

0.0%

-

$

-

0.0%

On-Ratio
General Board of Higher
Education and Ministry
Total On-Ratio

$ 44,815,000
$ 44,815,000

$ 42,150,000
$ 42,150,000

$ 41,863,455
$ 41,863,455

$
$

(286,545)
(286,545)

-0.7%
-0.7%

Grand Total

$ 45,128,000

$ 42,150,000

$ 41,863,455

$

(286,545)

-0.7%

2017

2018

2019

Fixed Charges
Interpretation Resources

$

-

$

-

$

Total Fixed Charges

$

-

$

-

$

2020
-

$

-

$

-

On-Ratio
General Board of Higher
Education and Ministry
Total On-Ratio

$ 10,465,864
$ 10,465,864

$ 10,465,864
$ 10,465,864

$ 10,465,864
$ 10,465,864

$ 10,465,863
$ 10,465,863

Grand Total

$ 10,465,864

$ 10,465,864

$ 10,465,864

$ 10,465,863

2. That GCFA remit monthly receipts for this fund to the General Board of Higher
Education and Ministry (“GBHEM”) for distribution to the colleges using the formula described
in The 2012 Book of Discipline ¶ 815. Promotion of the Black College Fund shall be by the
Division of Higher Education and in consultation with the Council of Presidents of the Black
Colleges, in accordance with ¶ 815.3.
3. That an annual conference may make direct and/or designated gifts for current expense
or capital funds purposes to one or more of these colleges, but only after it has met its full Black
College Fund apportionment. There may be reasonable exceptions to this restriction, but such
exceptions will be negotiated with GBHEM prior to implementation.
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Petition 61050
Report No. 4
AFRICA UNIVERSITY FUND
Background
The 1988 General Conference approved a report of the General Board of Higher Education
and Ministry (“GBHEM”) providing for the establishment of a United Methodist university on the
continent of Africa. By the time the 1992 General Conference convened, the site selection process
was complete, the Zimbabwe Annual Conference had gifted the university with a large tract of
land on which to establish the main campus, and the university had been granted a charter by the
government of Zimbabwe. On March 23, 1992, the College of Theology and the College of
Agriculture and Natural Resources opened on a site near Old Mutare to 40 students from six
African countries.
Subsequent General Conferences have heard and affirmed reports on the continuing
development of this university for all of Africa. The vitality of the university was evidenced by
the creation of additional colleges (now six, plus an Institute of Peace, Leadership and
Governance), increases in the number of faculty members and students, and the growth of the
physical plant.
Current Realities
The student body has reached an enrollment level of around 1,500 full-time students from
25 African countries, with an additional 1,000 students studying part-time. All 14 Africa Central
Conferences, where The United Methodist Church is experiencing rapid growth, are wellrepresented in the student body. The contributions of the Institute of Peace, Leadership and
Governance include mediating a conflict within the church in Burundi (East Africa Conference),
and equipping mediators and peace-builders who are bringing greater stability to conflict zones
across Africa. This is truly a university for all of Africa, focused on the Church’s priorities and
underpinning its mission needs.
Africa University’s more than 6,200 alumni have solidified the university’s status as a
leadership preparation institution. They are college and seminary presidents, faculty members,
district superintendents, communicators, hospital and clinic managers, farmers and agricultural
extension workers, and leaders in every walk of life.
Africa University’s fourth vice chancellor (president) has prioritized fiscal accountability,
resulting in the eradication of an $800,000 budget deficit incurred in 2013 and moving the
university to positive numbers in the 2014 audit.
The Africa University Fund supports the ministry’s core needs and amounts to 17 percent
of the institution’s $12 million annual budget. Africa University is deeply thankful to the local
churches for their ever faithful and generous contributions, leading to a record number of annual
conferences paying 100 percent or more of their asking in 2014. With 91.5 percent in overall giving
in 2014, the Africa University Fund continues to be actively supported within the Church. We urge
local churches and annual conferences to continue their faithful giving to the fund.
World Service Special Gifts have also been sought since 1988. These gifts have been held
and invested by the GBHEM and the General Council on Finance and Administration (“GCFA”)
as permanent endowment funds for the University. As of 2015, contributions and investment
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earnings have resulted in an endowment fund of $65 million, with the proceeds going primarily to
pay for student scholarships.
The Africa University Board of Directors, Development Office, GBHEM, and GCFA are
working to expand the basic infrastructure of the main campus and increase the permanent
endowment fund to $100 million to provide greater support to the institution. To that end, a $50
million Africa University Endowment Campaign is currently in the silent phase. More than $16
million in cash and pledges has already been committed to the campaign. The campaign targets
increased income to fund scholarships, academic support, and infrastructure.
A recent challenge grant allowed the institution’s primary stakeholders – alumni and local
and regional constituents – to invest in the stability of the University. By engaging African donors,
Africa University exceeded the challenge amount of $500,000, and generated more than $1
million. A fully staffed alumni office was established in order to engage alumni, as well as to
launch and charter associations in countries where the graduates are located.
Recommendations
GCFA has deep appreciation and respect for all who have worked diligently and
successfully to bring the university to this point in its development: members and staff of GCFA,
GBHEM, and the General Board of Global Ministries (“GBGM”); the Africa University Board of
Directors; administration, faculty, alumni and students of the university; and all of the persons,
churches, conferences, and other organizations who have supported the University with their time,
energy, talent, and gifts. GCFA believes the university will continue to enjoy enthusiastic support.
GCFA recommends the following:
1. That the 2017-2020 yearly apportionments be set as follows:
AFRICA UNIVERSITY FUND
2009-2012

2013-2016

2017-2020

Fixed Charges
Interpretation Resources

$

415,000 $

-

Total Fixed Charges

$

415,000 $

- $

$

-

%
Change

$ Change
$

-

0.0%

$

-

0.0%

On-Ratio
General Board of Higher
Education and Ministry
Total On-Ratio

$ 9,685,000
$ 9,685,000

$ 9,433,000
$ 9,433,000

$ 9,368,872 $
$ 9,368,872 $

(64,128)
(64,128)

-0.7%
-0.7%

Grand Total

$ 10,100,000

$ 9,433,000

$ 9,368,872

(64,128)

-0.7%

$
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On-Ratio
General Board of Higher
Education and Ministry
Total
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2017

2018

2019

2020

$ 2,342,218
$ 2,342,218

$ 2,342,218
$ 2,342,218

$ 2,342,218
$ 2,342,218

$ 2,342,218
$ 2,342,218

2. That GBHEM shall be authorized to disburse funds for the development and operation
of Africa University and to release such funds to the Africa University Board of Directors or such
other structural units as may be created for that purpose, provided that GBHEM shall be
accountable for such funds to GCFA under a written agreement developed in consultation with
and approved by GCFA and the Africa University Board of Directors, and, provided further, that
no such funds shall be released to any structural unit whose charter, bylaws, or other governing
documents have not been approved by GBHEM.
3. That permanent endowment funds for the University be held and invested by GCFA,
GBHEM, and other investment managers as identified by GBHEM. Permanent endowment funds
include the World Service Gift receipts and any other funds that may be raised by the University
and designated by the donor for this purpose. GCFA and GBHEM are authorized to disburse
income earned from the permanent endowment funds under the same conditions as set forth above.
The provisions of this report shall not limit the authority of the Africa University Board of
Directors to raise and administer permanent endowment funds and/or funds for the development
and operation of the university from sources other than those from which contributions to the
Africa University Fund or the World Service Special Gifts fund would normally be sought.
4. That an annual conference may make direct and/or designated gifts for current expense
or capital funds purposes to Africa University, but only after it has met its full Africa University
Fund apportionment. There may be reasonable exceptions to this restriction, but such exceptions
shall be negotiated with GBHEM prior to implementation
5. That adjustments in the provisions of this report, except for the amount of
apportionments to the Africa University Fund, may be made by GCFA on the recommendation of
GBHEM after consultation with the Council of Bishops.
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Petition 61051

The following is a revision to GCFA Report No. 5‐Revised,
printed in the May 10, 2016 Daily Christian Advocate.
Report No. 5
THE EPISCOPAL FUND
The General Council on Finance and Administration (“GCFA”) has projected a budget for
support of the bishops of The United Methodist Church that reflects current economic conditions.
While healthcare costs are budgeted to rise annually by 6% and overall inflation is anticipated to
be approximately 2.5% per year in the 2017-2020 quadrennium, apportionment funding from the
Jurisdictional Conferences is decreasing by .7%. Support from the central conferences is being
proposed in a formulaic manner in Report No. 8. However, this support is not solely directed to
the Episcopal Fund. Rather, it is also being allocated to the General Administration Fund. The
result is a decrease of Episcopal funding globally of 1.6%. With costs increasing faster than
funding, this projection requires use of $10.9 million of accumulated reserves.
This level of reserve utilization is not sustainable for the long term. We are cognizant of
the struggles of our annual conferences and local churches to meet financial commitments. As a
result, GCFA will sponsor a thorough review during the next quadrennium of alternative ways to
reduce this operating deficit. Potential areas of study include, but are not limited to, the impacts
associated with: apportionment levels for the Episcopal Fund; number of bishops; salary levels for
bishops; office and equipment allowances; healthcare costs; and expenses relating to other
benefits. Salary, healthcare, and office allowances are the areas with the largest projected cost
increase. In total, these costs are expected to increase by $7.1 million (salary – $4.0 million;
healthcare – $1.8 million; office allowance – $1.3 million), or 10% over the current quadrennium.
In addition to reviewing ways to reduce future expenditure levels, GCFA has taken steps
that have already resulted in significant cost savings. For example, in 2014 a move was made to
Medicare Advantage for retiree healthcare. This plan reduced total costs for retired bishop’s
healthcare by $400,000 annually ($1.6 million for a quadrennium). GCFA implemented monthly
communication with the Council of Bishops regarding the financial status of the Episcopal Fund
compared to prior years and budget in detail for all areas of spending. This allows GCFA to work
closely with the Council of Bishops to ensure cost overruns are mitigated or eliminated. GCFA
implemented Concur, an expense reimbursement system, in 2014 to enable better auditing and
tracking of travel expense requests to ensure they fall within the travel policies and procedures and
to reduce overall costs for episcopal offices by allowing electronic submission of expense requests.
The Episcopal Fund, raised in accordance with ¶ 818.3, will provide for the salary and
expenses of active bishops from the date of their consecration and for the support of retired bishops
and surviving spouses and minor children of deceased bishops. The average total cost of each
active jurisdictional bishop for the upcoming quadrennium is projected to be $1,319,000, while
the average cost of a central conference bishop for the upcoming quadrennium is projected to be
$930,000. Subject to the approval of GCFA, the treasurer will have authority to borrow for the
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benefit of the Episcopal Fund such amounts as may be necessary for the proper execution of the
orders of the General Conference.
GCFA presents the following recommendations concerning items in the Episcopal Fund
for the 2017-2020 quadrennium, to become effective at the adjournment of the 2016 General
Conference. The items will be reviewed and set annually by GCFA.
I. Bishops Elected by the Jurisdictional and Central Conferences
A proposed annual spending plan of estimated receipts on apportionment of the Episcopal
Fund and expenses for each episcopal office will be submitted to GCFA on forms furnished by it.
The proposed spending plan will include funding for salary, housing allowance, and office expense
as recommended by the respective episcopal area, jurisdictional or central conference, or its
committee on episcopacy.
A. Salaries
1. Active Bishops. All salaries are set annually by GCFA. The salary of a bishop newly
elected in 2016 or 2017 will begin on the date of his/her consecration at the annual rate established
for 2016 or 2017 by GCFA.
a. Jurisdictional Conferences. In 2015, the salary for jurisdictional bishops is
$145,655. Any salary adjustments for 2016 through 2020 will be set by GCFA annually. While
the current projections are for a 3% annual increase, considerations for determining salary
adjustments each year will include the percentage adjustment for workers in state and local
government as published by the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistic, the review of other relevant
compensation studies as determined by GCFA, and the overall economic status of the Episcopal
Fund and its reserves.
GCFA will notify each newly elected bishop's current salary-paying unit of the date
on which payment of salary from the Episcopal Fund will begin.
b. Central Conferences. The salary of each bishop will be recommended by the
respective central conference or its committee on episcopacy as included in the area spending plan.
For 2015 the salary for central conference bishops are as follows:

Episopal Area / Region
Africa
Philippines
Central and Southern Europe
Russia
Germany
Nordic and Baltic

2015 Salary
$
71,585
$
71,585
$ 127,960
$
64,688
$
84,108
$ 100,073
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Any salary adjustments for 2016 through 2020 will be set by GCFA annually after
reviewing the recommendations. While the current projections are for a 3% annual increase, GCFA
will determine the salary adjustments each year with consideration to the requests individually and
in total. Additional considerations will include the review of cost of living changes in each
episcopal area, relevant compensation studies as determined by GCFA, and the overall economic
status of the Episcopal Fund and its reserves.
2. Interim Retired Bishop. If a retired bishop is asked to serve in an interim position and
assigned to assume presidential responsibilities as described in ¶ 409.3, the Episcopal Fund will
be responsible, upon request, for the difference between the remuneration of an active bishop’s
current salary in the jurisdictional or central conference area from which the bishop retires, and
the pension payment. The annual conference(s) will be responsible for providing housing for the
interim retired bishop. If the interim retired bishop is living outside of the episcopal area, the cost
to commute to and from the episcopal area is the responsibility of the annual conference. The status
of a retired bishop on interim assignment shall, for purpose of housing and other benefits, be that
of a retired bishop.
3. Special Assignment.
a. Retired bishops who accept a special assignment from the Council of Bishops to
a United Methodist agency or institution of higher learning following mandatory retirement will
receive remuneration not to exceed a maximum of 20% of an active bishop’s salary in the episcopal
area from which the bishop retired. The Episcopal Fund’s share will not exceed 50% of the
established compensation. The agency or institution of higher learning will assume all
responsibility for the bishop’s operational and travel expenses related to the assignment.
b. Retired bishops who accept a special assignment from the Council of Bishops
with a direct relationship and accountability to the Council of Bishops following mandatory
retirement (for example, as COB Executive Secretary or Ecumenical Officer) will receive
remuneration of 20% of an active bishop’s current salary in the episcopal area from which the
bishop retired.
c. The status of a retired bishop on special assignment will, for purpose of housing
and other benefits, be that of a retired bishop.
d. Compensation for any special assignment will cease after the bishop completes
the assignment or has reached the mandatory age of retirement for ordained ministers governing
the episcopal area from which the bishop retired, whichever comes first.
4. Salary Payment. Due to the variation in time of election, consecration, and assignment,
there may be up to seven weeks of salary and benefits provided from the Episcopal Fund prior to
the date of assignment for any newly elected bishop.
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B. Episcopal Residence/Housing. The annual conference or conferences constituting the
episcopal area to which the bishop is assigned will be responsible for providing an episcopal
residence or housing allowance for the bishop.
1. Housing allowance (Jurisdictional Conferences).
a. The Episcopal Fund will provide a grant of $10,000 annually to the annual
conference to assist in the cost of providing an episcopal residence or allowance.
2. Episcopal Housing Funds (Central Conferences). The Episcopal Fund will provide a
grant annually to the annual conference to assist in the cost of providing an episcopal residence or
allowance. The amount for each episcopal area will be set annually by GCFA.
3. Guidelines will be developed by the respective jurisdictional or central conference
committees on episcopacy for transition in episcopal residences.
4. If a bishop dies while in active service and the episcopal residence is provided by the
annual conference, the surviving spouse may continue to occupy the episcopal residence for up to
120 days following the date of death of the bishop.
C. Office Expense
1. Each active bishop will receive an annual grant as set each year by GCFA to be applied
towards the operation of the episcopal office, including telephone, fax, and internet service. Such
grant will be paid quarterly to jurisdictional bishops and monthly to bishops in central conferences.
2. The Episcopal Fund will reimburse purchases of office equipment and furnishings at the
discretion of each bishop in an amount not to exceed $10,000 in any one quadrennium for any one
episcopal area. All purchases remain the property of the episcopal office with the exception of
electronic equipment such as computer, cell phone, and iPad/Kindle/Nook in the bishop’s office.
Each bishop must comply with and sign the electronic equipment protocol and transfer of files
agreement developed by the Council of Bishops stating his/her intent to take or leave electronic
equipment. If the bishop takes the electronic equipment, he/she will reimburse the episcopal office
the current value of the electronic equipment.
3. Maintenance of office equipment will be an office spending plan item paid from the
office allowance.
4. Capital expenditures are not reimbursable from the Episcopal Fund.
D. Audits
1. Jurisdictional Conferences. A full audit of episcopal office and housing funds will be
conducted based on generally accepted auditing standards (GAAS). Financial statements
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accompanying the audit will be prepared in accordance with generally accepted accounting
principles (GAAP). A full audit will be conducted annually for each calendar year, and a written
report will be provided to GCFA by July 31 of the following year.
When the episcopal office and housing funds are administered through the annual
conference treasury, a separate audit is not required if the conference audit includes separate
schedules for episcopal office and housing funds. GCFA strongly encourages the appropriate
segregation of duties in the handling of episcopal funds.
2. Central Conferences. A full audit of episcopal office and housing funds will be
conducted based on approved International Standards on Auditing. Financial statements
accompanying the audit will be prepared in accordance with International Financial Reporting
Standards. A full audit will be conducted annually for each calendar year, and a written report shall
be provided to GCFA by July 31 of the following year.
An audit conducted by the staff auditors of the General Board of Global Ministries
(“GBGM”) will be an acceptable alternative to a separate audit by a chartered public accountant.
3. A status report on audits will be made by GCFA’s Committee on Audit and Review to
GCFA’s Committee on General Agency and Episcopal Matters and to the full GCFA Board. If the
audit is not received on time, GCFA’s Committee on General Agency and Episcopal Matters will
have the right to suspend office and housing allowance funding to the episcopal area.
4. The cost of the annual audit will be an office spending plan item paid from the office
allowance.
E. Moving Expense
1. Absent prior approval by GCFA, the Episcopal Fund will be responsible for paying for
only one move of a bishop during 2017-2020. In order for a move to be paid by the Episcopal
Fund, it must (a) be made within the first 12 months of an assignment/reassignment of an active
bishop or (b) within three years of retirement for a move by a retired bishop. Only moves within
the continent of the bishop’s episcopal service will be paid for by the Episcopal Fund.
2. The Episcopal Fund will pay for the relocation of a surviving spouse of an active bishop,
within the continent of the bishop’s episcopal service, if the move occurs within 120 days of the
death of the active bishop.
3. Pre-approved moving storage expense is reimbursable for a 30-day period.
4. If a bishop, upon retirement, accepts an assignment of Church-wide responsibility with
direct relationship and accountability to the Council of Bishops (¶ 408.1d(1)), and if the
assignment is such as to require residence at a specific location, the Episcopal Fund will be
responsible for the payment of moving expenses to that location. In such case, a bishop remains
eligible for payment of moving expenses by the Episcopal Fund to a retirement residence within
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the continent of the bishop’s episcopal service if that move occurs within three years of the time
the assignment of Church-wide responsibility with direct relationship and accountability to the
Council of Bishops ends.
5. If a bishop, upon retirement, accepts an assignment of Church-wide responsibility with
a general agency or United Methodist Church-related institution of higher education (¶ 408.1d(2)),
moving expenses related to such an assignment are the responsibility of the agency or institution,
unless the location of the assignment is also the bishop’s permanent retirement residence, in which
case the Episcopal Fund will be responsible for the cost and this shall be considered the one
covered moving expense. If the moving expenses to such an assignment are paid by the agency or
institution, the bishop will remain eligible for payment of moving expenses from the Episcopal
Fund to a permanent retirement residence within the continent of the bishop’s episcopal service if
that move occurs within three years of the time the assignment ends.
6. Jurisdictional Conferences moving company. GCFA contracts with a national moving
company for the relocation of household goods for bishops. If the bishop chooses not to use the
moving company contracted by GCFA, three estimates are required from moving companies of
the bishop’s choice. Following approval, an otherwise qualifying move will be reimbursed upon
receipt of the invoice.
7. Central Conferences moving company. Three estimates are required from moving
companies of the bishop’s choice. Following approval, the move will be reimbursed upon receipt
of the invoice.
F. Pension
1. Jurisdictional bishops. For service years beginning before January 1, 1982, pensions
for the support of bishops elected by jurisdictional conferences and those of their surviving spouses
will include the benefits provided by the Global Episcopal Pension Program.
For service years beginning January 1, 1982, and thereafter, pensions for the support of
bishops elected by jurisdictional conferences and those of their surviving spouses and dependent
children will include the benefits provided by the Ministerial Pension Plan, amended and restated
effective January 1, 2007, as the Clergy Retirement Security Program (CRSP), and the
Comprehensive Protection Plan of the General Board of Pension and Health Benefits.
2. Central Conference bishops. Pensions for the support of bishops elected by central
conferences and those of their surviving spouses shall include the benefits provided by the Global
Episcopal Pension Program.
G. Other Benefits
1. All bishops are eligible to be covered under a group health plan. GCFA will be reviewing
the bishops’ healthcare plan to ensure that the plan is both providing adequate coverage and is cost
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effective. Bishops are covered for health benefits from the date of consecration as a bishop. All
bishops will have the opportunity to participate in a cost-sharing plan for health insurance.
2. In the central conferences, if the participant is in a national mandatory health plan and
there is an employer share, the Episcopal Fund will pay up to the amount paid for other bishops.
3. Retirees will have the opportunity to participate in a cost-sharing plan for supplemental
health insurance coverage, as well as the cost-sharing dental and vision plans. Cost sharing will be
as determined annually by GCFA.
GCFA.

4. Other insurance coverage and cost sharing for same will be as determined annually by

5. The surviving spouse or one family member of a deceased bishop, invited by the Council
of Bishops, will be entitled to the payment of expenses to attend the bishop’s memorial service
held at the Council of Bishops’ meeting.
6. One family member of a deceased surviving spouse of a bishop, invited by the Council
of Bishops, will be entitled to the payment of expenses to attend the surviving spouse’s memorial
service held at the Council of Bishops’ meeting.
7. Bishops will be entitled to reimbursement to attend the funeral of a bishop or bishop’s
spouse within their respective college. Bishops designated as representatives of the Council of
Bishops or other colleges, or those participating in the leadership at the funeral, will be entitled to
reimbursement from the Episcopal Fund.
H. Renewal Leave, Continuing Education, and Sabbatical Leave
1. Renewal Leave. Paragprah 410.2 provides that every bishop in the active relationship
shall take up to three months’ leave from the normal responsibilities of the episcopacy for purposes
of reflection, study, and self-renewal during each quadrennium.
a. A bishop’s renewal leave request will first be approved by the college of bishops
and reported to the Council of Bishops. The secretary of the Council of Bishops will certify to
GCFA the approved list of bishops to be on renewal leave.
be in effect:

b. During the period of a renewal leave, the following financial arrangements will
(1) Cash salary will continue, subject to the provisions of (6), below.
(2) Reimbursement will be made, subject to the provisions of (6), below,
within the usual guidelines for episcopal expense from the Episcopal Fund,
supported by necessary documentation, as follows:
i. Transportation to and from the site of renewal leave by the most
direct route and the most economical coach air fare; mileage to and
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from the site of renewal leave reimbursed under established policies
for mileage reimbursement.
ii. Expenses up to $2,000 for the quadrennium for actual expenses
of tuition and housing.
(3) Expenses incurred in providing temporary episcopal supervision by a
bishop from a nearby episcopal area necessitated by the absence of a bishop
on renewal leave shall be reimbursed.
(4) Meals during renewal leave are not reimbursable.
(5) Reimbursable episcopal travel expenses will not be paid during renewal
leave unless authorized by the Council of Bishops.
(6) Compensation or honoraria received for any activity during renewal
leave will be deducted from b. (1) or (2) above.
2. Continuing Education. The Episcopal Fund will reimburse up to $2,500 of the cost of
a class, seminar, workshop, or other continuing educational experiences annually. The continuing
education fund request, established by the Council of Bishops, must be completed and submitted
to GCFA’s Episcopal Services Manager no less than 30 days prior to the event to be considered.
3. Sabbatical Leave. As provided in ¶ 410.3, a bishop may be provided sabbatical leave.
No travel expenses will be provided during that time.
I. Travel Expense
The Episcopal Fund will pay the travel expenses of all members of the Council of Bishops
in accordance with the Episcopal Fund Travel Expense Guidelines and Policies then in effect.
These travel expense policies are in accordance with the General Agency Expense and
Reimbursement Policies for all general funds of The United Methodist Church as approved by
GCFA.
J. Emergency Fund (Central Conferences)
When the safety of a bishop is threatened, evacuation expenses of the bishop, spouse, and
minor children of the bishop may be reimbursed. The Episcopal Fund has limited resources to
provide assistance for the replacement or repair of episcopal residences and offices destroyed or
damaged by conditions of war or civil unrest in the central conferences. In consultation with staff
of GBGM and the officers of the Executive Committee of the Council of Bishops, priorities will
be determined to respond to needs when conditions of peace have been restored.
When GCFA has been notified that a bishop in a central conference is being evacuated due
to unsafe conditions in the episcopal area, payment of housing and office allowance amounts will
normally be suspended. Evacuation costs for the bishop and immediate family will be paid from
the Bishops in Exile account of the Episcopal Fund upon authorization of the Council of Bishops
and GCFA’s General Secretary. Costs for temporary housing and/or office expenses for the interim
shall be provided in the same amount until peace is restored to the area. When the bishop returns
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to the episcopal residence and office, payments of established amounts for housing and office
support will resume.
II. MISCELLANEOUS OTHER MATTERS
A. Office of the Executive Secretary of the Council of Bishops
The Council of Bishops will submit an annual spending plan to GCFA providing for the
expenses related to the position of the Executive Secretary and the office located in Washington,
D.C. The administrative assistance and other expenses incurred by the Executive Secretary of the
Council of Bishops in the performance of the duties of this office will also be included in the
spending plan. The spending plan will be subject to the approval of GCFA.
B. Ecumenical Officer of the Council of Bishops
The Council of Bishops will submit an annual spending plan to GCFA to provide for
expenses incurred, including but not limited to travel, by the Ecumenical Officer of the Council of
Bishops in the performance of the duties of this office. The spending plan is subject to the approval
of GCFA.
C. Office of Christian Unity and Interreligious Relations (“OCUIR”)
The Council of Bishops will submit an annual spending plan to GCFA providing for the
expenses of OCUIR. The spending plan is subject to the approval of GCFA.
III. FUNDING
A. Changes During Quadrennium
If, in the judgment of GCFA, economic conditions require increasing or decreasing the
amounts authorized in this report, GCFA is authorized to make such adjustments.
B. Apportionment for the Episcopal Fund
Both the Jurisdictional and Central Conferences will be apportioned based upon the
formulas recommended by GCFA in Report No. 8. GCFA recommends the apportionment for the
Episcopal Fund during the 2017-2020 quadrennium be:
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Petition 61052
Report No. 6
GENERAL ADMINISTRATION FUND
The General Administration Fund (2012 Book of Discipline, ¶ 813) finances general
Church activities that are specifically administrative in nature, as contrasted with programmatic,
missional, or ecumenical in scope and purpose.
In the 2017-2020 quadrennium, the required apportionments for these General
Administration Fund activities will increase by approximately 1.3% from the 2013-2016
quadrennium.
Discussion of Specific Budget Items
General Council on Finance and Administration (“GCFA”) (¶ 805.6). GCFA reports to and is
amenable to the General Conference and is responsible for receiving and distributing general
Church funds. In addition, GCFA provides certain administrative services to the general agencies,
including general ledger processing and maintenance, cash management, and group insurance plan
administration. A more detailed description of GCFA’s activities is found in Report #14.
General Conference (¶¶ 501-511). The apportionments for General Conference fund delegate
expenses, meeting operation costs (convention center and equipment rental, publishing, petition
tracking software, worship, labor), language services (printed translation of advance materials and
spoken interpretation on site), expenses of the offices of the secretary, business manager, and
treasurer of the General Conference, and expenses of the several commissions and committees in
support of the event.
The changing global nature of the Church is due in part to the rapidly growing membership
in central conferences. The percentage of delegates from central conferences has increased
significantly since the start of this millennium. Central Conference growth was 16% in 2004 and
will be 42% in 2016. This change in representation has resulted in significant increases to two of
the four major General Conference cost drivers:
1. The cost of language services (written translation & interpretation at General
Conference) has increased from $380,000 in 2000 to an estimated $1.7 million in 2020.
2. In 2012, the average travel costs for delegates from within the United States was
approximately $493 for each delegate, while the average travel cost for delegates from
central conferences was approximately $3,000 each. As representation from central
conferences grows, so likewise does the total cost of travel for delegates.
The Commission on the General Conference launched a sponsorship program for the 2012
General Conference with the intent of creating an income stream that may permit the repayment
of some of the accumulated deficit. This program will continue for the 2016 General Conference.
Sponsorship gross income provided in 2012 was approximately $210,000, while the projected
gross income for 2016 is $600,000.
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General Commission on Archives and History (“GCAH”) (¶¶ 1701-1712). The purpose of
GCAH is to promote and preserve the historical interests of The United Methodist Church and its
antecedents. GCAH accomplishes this uniquely administrative and programmatic mission by
gathering, preserving, holding title to, and disseminating materials representing the ethos of the
denomination.
GCAH’s “Ministry of Memory” serves these functions for all levels of the connection. In
addition, it serves United Methodist seminary students and professors worldwide in basic
preparatory and more highly academic Wesleyan-Methodist studies. It also plays a key role in the
continuing development of the African American Methodist Heritage Center and The Latino Oral
History Project. It also anticipates increased support for Central Conference historians and leaders,
many beginning basic archival collections of their own.
GCAH also manages a Historic Sites and Heritage Landmarks (¶ 1712) program
supervising more than 500 denominational historic sites and nearly 50 heritage landmarks across
the global connection.
The Judicial Council (¶¶ 2601-2612). The Judicial Council is the highest judicial body in The
United Methodist Church. It determines the legality and/or constitutionality of actions by agencies,
boards, conferences, and officials of the Church. Paragraph 813.3 provides that the expenses of
the Judicial Council will be paid from the General Administration Fund, within a budget submitted
annually to GCFA for its approval.
Pension and Salary Aid. Funding for salary and pension assistance programs is included in this
item. In the 2013-2016 quadrenium, funding for salary aid to the Rio Grande Annual Conference
was included. In this quadrennium that funding was not specifically identified due to the merger
with the Southwest Texas Annual Conference. The funding that was utilized for Rio Grande salary
aid was moved to Contingency Funds for the 2017-2020 quadrennium. The priority for the funds
previously attributed to Rio Grande will be to assist missionary conferences.
The proposed budget for 2017-2020 for these purposes is:

Oklahoma Indian Missionary Conference
Pesnion Aid
Salary Aid
Rio Grande Annual Conference
Salary Aid
Total

2009-2012
2,844,000

2,844,000

2013-2016
138,000
1,556,000
805,000

2017-2020
137,062
1,545,422
-

$ 2,499,000 $ 1,682,484 $

$ Change

% Change

(938)
(10,578)

-0.7%
-0.7%

(805,000)

-100.0%

(816,516)

-32.7%

Contingency Reserve. This allocation provides funding for unforeseen or emergency situations
that fall within the scope of general administration. This reserve has been increased by the amount
previously used for the Rio Grande Annual Conference salary aid as well as any receipts to the
General Administration Fund from central conference apportionments. Priority of the funds
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previously used for Rio Grande salary aid will be given to missionary aid. The new funds coming
from Central Conference apportionments will give priority to the Standing Committee on Central
Conference Matters in its work to develop the Global Book of Discipline for presentation to the
2020 General Conference, including a third meeting during the quadrennium, the new membership
composition of the Standing Committee, and the implementation of the comprehensive plan for
Africa.
GENERAL ADMINISTRATION FUND (2)
Fixed Charges
Interpretation Resources

2009-2012

2013-2016

$

60,000

$

-

$

-

$

-

0.0%

Total Fixed Charges

$

60,000

$

-

$

-

$

-

0.0%

Jurisdictional On-Ratio
General Council on Finance
and Administration
General Commission on Archives & History
Historic Shrines, Landmarks & Sites
General Conference
Standing Committee Central
Conference Matters
Judicial Council
Pension and Salary Aid - Rio Grand Conf. (1)
Pension and Salary Aid - Oklahoma Conf.
Contingency Reserve
Total Jurisdictional On-Ratio

2017-2020

$ 17,993,000 $ 16,844,000
4,326,000
4,162,000

$ Change

$ 16,729,491 $
4,133,706

% Change

(114,509)
(28,294)

-0.7%
-0.7%

10,451,000

11,903,000

11,822,081

(80,919)

-0.7%

290,000
571,000
2,844,000
400,000

293,000
587,000
805,000
1,694,000
861,000

291,008
583,009
1,682,484
1,654,674

(1,992)
(3,991)
(805,000)
(11,516)
793,674

-0.7%
-0.7%
-100.0%
-0.7%
92.2%

$ 36,875,000

$ 37,149,000

$ 36,896,453 $

(252,547)

-0.7%

(1) Rio Grande Annual Conference has merged with the Southwest Texas Annual Conference.
Apportionment support in 2013-2016 was $805,000. Allocating funds to contingency reserve with
the priority of use in misssionary conferences.
(2) These figures exclude support from the Central Conferences. A new formulaic apporach to central conference
apportionments based upon membership is included in Report 8.
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GENERAL ADMINISTRATION FUND (2)
2017

2018

2019

2020

Fixed Charges
Interpretation Resources

$

- $

-

$

-

$

-

Total Fixed Charges

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

$

4,182,373
1,033,427

$

4,182,373
1,033,427

$ 4,182,373
1,033,427

$

4,182,372
1,033,425

2,955,520

2,955,520

2,955,520

2,955,521

72,752
145,752
420,621
413,669

72,752
145,752
420,621
413,669

72,752
145,752
420,621
413,669

72,752
145,753
420,621
413,667

9,224,114

$ 9,224,114

Jurisdictional On-Ratio
General Council on Finance
and Administration
General Commission on Archives & History
Historic Shrines, Landmarks & Sites
General Conference
Standing Committee Central
Conference Matters
Judicial Council
Pension and Salary Aid - Rio Grand Conf. (1)
Pension and Salary Aid - Oklahoma Conf.
Contingency Reserve
Total Jurisdictional On-Ratio

$

9,224,114

$

$

9,224,111

(1) Rio Grande Annual Conference has merged with the Southwest Texas Annual Conference.
Apportionment support in 2013-2016 was $805,000. Allocating funds to contingency reserve with
the priority of use in misssionary conferences.
(2) These figures exclude support from the Central Conferences. A new formulaic apporach to central conference
apportionments based upon membership is included in Report 8.

Petition 61053
Report No. 7
INTERDENOMINATIONAL COOPERATION FUND
“As part of the church universal, The United Methodist Church believes that the Lord of
the church is calling Christians everywhere to strive toward unity; and therefore it will seek, and
work for, unity at all levels of church life: through world relationships with other Methodist
churches … through councils of churches and through plans of union and covenantal relationships
with churches of Methodist or other denominational traditions.” (2012 Book of Discipline, ¶ 6)
The Interdenominational Cooperation Fund allows The United Methodist Church to
partner with Christian sisters and brothers throughout the world to fulfill a shared ecumenical
mission. Our relationships with ecumenical partners enable us to witness together while respecting
our unique traditions and distinctions and to engage in ministries that foster justice, mercy, and
peace in God’s world.
In partnership with other Christian communions, the Interdenominational Cooperation
Fund provides operating and associated support for organizations that relate to the ecumenical
responsibility of the Council of Bishops. The General Council on Finance and Administration
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(“GCFA”) recommends the annual budgeted amounts to the General Conference from
recommendations developed in consultation with the Council of Bishops. (¶ 814.2)
GCFA, working collaboratively with the Connectional Table (“CT”), determined that the
funding for the Interdenominational Cooperation Fund should remain in the same proportion of
total jurisdictional apportionments as approved for the 2013-2016 quadrennium. Therefore the
quadrennial recommendation for 2017-2020 reflects a .7% decrease in funding when compared to
the 2013-2016 quadrennium.
Explanation of Items in the Budget
General Council on Finance and Administration. GCFA reports to and is amenable to the
General Conference and is responsible for receiving and distributing general Church funds. A
portion of the Council’s expenses is charged to the Interdenominational Cooperation Fund as
provided in ¶ 805.6a and Report No. 14.
National Councils of Churches/Regional Ecumenical Organizations. This line includes funds to
support the work of councils or organizations whose membership is limited to a specific country
or geographic region. Among the specific organizations currently receiving support is the National
Council of the Churches of Christ in the U.S.A. This council comprises 37 member denominations
and communions in the United States, representing 45 million Christians and more than 100,000
local congregations.
World Council of Churches/International Ecumenical Organizations. This category includes
funds to support the work of councils or organizations whose membership is not limited to a
specific country or geographic region. The Interdenominational Cooperation Fund supports the
World Council of Churches, founded in 1948. The council includes 345 member communions
throughout the world, representing more than 500 million Christians. Funds in this category
provide for United Methodist participation in the work and life of the World Council of Churches,
with a focus on justice and peace. Funds are also provided for the United Methodist commitment
for costs of the World Council of Churches Assembly, including travel and related expenses for
Christians from developing nations. The World Council of Churches Assembly meets every 6-8
years, with the last meeting held in South Korea in 2013.
Christian World Communions/Methodist Unity. This category includes funds to support the work
of ecumenical organizations whose members trace their origins to religious traditions started by
John Wesley. One such conciliar partner, dedicated to nurturing unity in the Methodist family, is
the World Methodist Council. Established in 1881, the World Methodist Council is a worldwide
association of 80 Methodist, Wesleyan, and related Uniting and United Churches, representing
more than 80.5 million people in 133 countries. The Interdenominational Cooperation Fund
allocation provides for United Methodist participation in the work and life of the Council.
Pan-Methodist Commission. This allocation of funding relates to ongoing ministry on matters of
mutual interest between representatives of The United Methodist Church, The African Methodist
Episcopal Church, The African Methodist Episcopal Zion Church, The African Union Methodist
Protestant Church, The Christian Methodist Episcopal Church, and The Union American
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Methodist Episcopal Church. The commission is currently engaged in fulfilling the vision of full
communion among its member churches.
Ecumenical/Multilateral Conversations. This line item provides funding for ongoing and
proposed meetings with representatives of other denominations for dialogue, including with the
Episcopal Church and the Moravian Church (Northern and Southern Provinces).
Ecumenical Representative Travel. To ensure a United Methodist voice and presence in
worldwide deliberations and meetings of funded ecumenical bodies, travel expenses for United
Methodist representatives named by the Council of Bishops are paid from the Interdenominational
Cooperation Fund. (¶ 814.4) Costs and expenses are paid in accordance with guidelines adopted
by GCFA, with appropriate and approved limitations. Covered meetings include those of: the
governing board, convening tables, and other units of the National Council of the Churches of
Christ in the U.S.A.; the central and executive committees of the World Council of Churches,
including other structural units and periodic assembly; the executive committee members and atlarge delegates of the World Methodist Council; and Churches Uniting in Christ, Christian
Churches Together and the Pan-Methodist Commission.; United Methodist participation in
concordat relationships and other ecumenical activities of recognized bodies are also covered
expenses.
Interreligious Relations. This budget line provides resources for United Methodists to engage
more directly with neighbors of other faith communities. The funds will be used to provide
information, materials, and support for dialogues locally and regionally, and to support ecumenical
programs involving interfaith partners, such as Religions for Peace, USA.
Contingency Reserve. This allocation for the Interdenominational Cooperation Fund provides for
unforeseen or emerging issues that fall within the scope of the fund. It is distributed by GCFA in
concurrence with recommendations received from the Council of Bishops.
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INTERDENOMINATIONAL COOPERATION FUND

Fixed Charges
Interpretation Resources
General Council on Finance
and Administration
Total Fixed Charges
On-Ratio
National Councils of
Churches/ Regional
Ecumenical Organizations
World Council of Churches/
International Ecumenical
Organizations
Christian World Communions/
Methodist Unity:
World Methodist Council
Pan Methodist Commission
Ecumenical/Multilateral
Conversations
Ecumenical Representative
Travel
Interreligious Relations
Contingency Reserve

2009-2012
$

$

2013-2016

193,000 $

2017-2020

- $

-

220,000

206,000

204,600

413,000 $

206,000 $

204,600

%
Change

$ Change
$

-

0.0%

(1,400)

-0.7%

$

(1,400)

-0.7%

$

(16,995)

-0.7%

$ 2,600,000

$ 2,500,000

$ 2,483,005

2,290,000

2,192,000

2,177,098

(14,902)

-0.7%

2,115,000
135,000

1,940,000
100,000

1,926,812
99,320

(13,188)
(680)

-0.7%
-0.7%

300,000
740,000

316,000
760,000

313,852
754,833

(2,148)
(5,167)

-0.7%
-0.7%

155,000
100,000

150,000
100,000

148,980
99,320

(1,020)
(680)

-0.7%
-0.7%

Total On-Ratio

$ 8,435,000

$ 8,058,000

$ 8,003,220

$

(54,780)

-0.7%

Grand Total

$ 8,848,000

$ 8,264,000

$ 8,207,820

$

(56,180)

-0.7%
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INTERDENOMINATIONAL COOPERATION FUND
Fixed Charges
Interpretation Resources
General Council on Finance
and Administration
Total Fixed Charges
On-Ratio
National Councils of
Churches/ Regional
Ecumenical Organizations
World Council of Churches/
International Ecumenical
Organizations
Christian World Communions/
Methodist Unity:
World Methodist Council
Pan Methodist Commission
Ecumenical/Multilateral
Conversations
Ecumenical Representative
Travel
Interreligious Relations
Contingency Reserve

2017
$

2018
-

$

51,150

2019
- $

51,150

2020
-

$

51,150

51,150

$

51,150

$

51,150

$

51,150

$

51,150

$

620,751

$

620,751

$

620,751

$

620,752

544,275

544,275

544,275

544,273

481,703
24,830

481,703
24,830

481,703
24,830

481,703
24,830

78,463
188,708

78,463
188,708

78,463
188,708

78,463
188,709

37,245
24,830

37,245
24,830

37,245
24,830

37,245
24,830

Total On-Ratio

$ 2,000,805

$ 2,000,805

$ 2,000,805

$ 2,000,805

Grand Total

$ 2,051,955

$ 2,051,955

$ 2,051,955

$ 2,051,955
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Petition 61054

The following is a revision to GCFA Report No. 8-Revised, printed on page 630
of the Advance Daily Christian Advocate.
Report No. 8
APPORTIONMENT FORMULAS
The 2012 Book of Discipline provides that the General Council on Finance and
Administration (“GCFA”) will recommend the formulas by which all apportionments to the annual
conferences shall be determined, subject to the approval of the General Conference (¶ 806.1c).
This report is therefore concerned with the provisions of the reports dealing with apportioned
financial support for the following funds: World Service, Ministerial Education, Black College,
Africa University, Episcopal, Interdenominational Cooperation, and General Administration.
Recommendations:
1. GCFA recommends adoption of the following Jurisdictional Conference apportionment
formula:
The recommended formula is:
A=
E * (P + i)
Where:
A represents an annual conference’s general Church apportionment
E represents the annual conference’s “Net Expenditures”
P represents the “Base Percentage”
i represents the annual conference’s “Percentage Adjustment” for economic factors
a. “Net Expenditures” (E) consists of the total local church expenditures in the annual
conference, less, (1) current capital expenditures, (2) expenditures on capital debt
service, (3) payments toward general Church apportionments, and (4) all other
benevolence giving. The net expenditures will be calculated with the most recent year
for which complete data is available. All the components are currently reported through
local church statistical reports. The actual and estimated net expenditures for the 20172020 quadrennium are:
Year of Data

Year of
Apportionment

2014
2015
2016
2017

2017
2018
2019
2020

Net
Expenditures
$
$
$
$

4,607,965,184
4,526,699,828
4,599,054,515
4,606,884,055

(Actual)
(Estimated)
(Estimated)
(Estimated)

b. “Base Percentage” (P) consists of a simple percentage set by the General Conference
on recommendation of GCFA. When applied to the “Net Expenditures” for all conferences, it will
yield the total to be apportioned for all general Church funds. After determining the amount it
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recommends to the General Conference as the annual total of all apportioned general funds, GCFA
recommends the “Base Percentage” for each year of the quadrennium as follows:
Year

Projected
Apportionments

2017
2018
2019
2020

$
$
$
$

149,750,000
149,750,000
149,750,000
149,750,000

Base Percentage
3.2498075%
3.3081496%
3.2561040%
3.2505702%

c. “Percentage Adjustment” (i) is unique to each annual conference. The exact value of
the “Percentage Adjustment” for an annual conference will vary during the quadrennium as new
economic and statistical reports become available. It consists of the following two factors, which
are combined to determine the net “Percentage Adjustment” up or down from the “Base
Percentage:”
i. Economic Strength Factor is measured on the basis of per capita income for the
counties that comprise the conference’s geographic area. Publicly available data from the United
States Department of Commerce is used. In calculating the average per capita income for an annual
conference, county-level per capita income will be weighted by the average worship attendance in
the United Methodist churches in that county as reported in the Local Church Report to the Annual
Conference. Each annual conference’s average per capita income is expressed as a ratio of the
United States average. A proportional factor or “slope” is set that limits the size of the adjustment
from the first factor to a ± 0.4%.
ii. Local Church Costs Factor, which measures the impact of certain local church
costs that are at least partly outside of its control, is calculated by adding: (1) local church clergy
expenses; (2) local church current operating expenses; and (3) payments toward budgeted annual
conference costs (excluding General Conference apportionments). The total of these three cost
areas is divided by average attendance at morning worship services to arrive at a cost per attendee.
This total cost per attendee is expressed as an index by dividing by the average among all annual
conferences. A proportional factor or “slope” is set that limits the size of the adjustment for this
factor to a ± 0.5%. All figures used in the calculation of this factor are derived from the Local
Church Report to the Annual Conference.
2. For the past two quadrenniums, contributions to the Episcopal Fund from annual conferences
in central conferences have reduced Episcopal Fund distributions for Bishops compensation,
housing and office allowances. The central conference contributions are shown below:
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Episcopal
Fund

Year
2009
2010

$
$

904,453
902,520

(Actual)
(Actual)

2011
2012
2013
2014

$
$
$

986,568
968,028
923,653

(Actual)
(Actual)
(Actual)

$
$
$

955,826
975,000
975,000

(Actual)
(Estimated)
(Estimated)

2015
2016

Since the 2012 General Conference, GCFA has worked with the Standing Committee on Central
Conference Matters to establish an equitable approach and formula for Central Conference
apportionments.
GCFA recommends that the apportionment formula for 2017-2020 apply to both the Episcopal
Fund and the General Administration Fund, since both of these funds directly support the central
conferences.
GCFA recommends adoption of the following Central Conference apportionment formula for the
Episcopal and General Administration Funds:
The recommended formula is:
A=
(J * M) * i
Where:
A represents a central conference annual conference’s General Church Apportionment
J represents the Jurisdictional Apportionments per Professing Member for each of the
Episcopal and General Administration Funds
M represents the number of Professing Members in the Central Conference Annual
Conference
i represents the central conference’s “Economic Adjustment Factor”
a. “Jurisdictional apportionments per professing member” (J) This factor will be
calculated each year based upon the actual apportionments for that year divided by the number of
professing members three years prior. For example, 2017 apportionments per professing member
would use the actual apportionments for 2017 and the professing members at the end of 2014. The
current estimate for this factor in 2017-2020 is shown below:
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b. “Professing Members” (M) consists of the professing members of each annual
conference within the central conferences as reported in the annual statistics sent to GCFA. These
statistics should also agree with the data published in the annual conference journals. Membership
was chosen as a basis for the apportionment formula because the availability and reliability of the
data was better than revenue or expenditure based options. The membership used in this calculation
will be the membership of the annual conference three years prior to the apportionment year. This
is consistent with the membership used in the calculation of “J” above.
c. “Economic Adjustment Factor” (i) is unique to each annual conference within the
central conferences. The exact value of the “Economic Adjustment” for a conference will vary
during the quadrennium as new economic and statistical reports become available. The factor to
be used for the economic adjustment in the annual conferences is each country’s or annual
conference’s GDP (Gross Domestic Product) per capita in relation to the U.S., expressed as a
percentage. The source used for this data for the current quadrennium will be a credible source as
chosen by GCFA, and the most recent data point available at the time of apportionment
calculations will be used. In calculating the average GDP for annual conferences in multiple
countries, the country GDP data will be weighted by the number of professing members as reported
in each country.
Based upon the recommended formula and the assumptions outlined above, the projected
apportionments for the 2017-2020 quadrennium are:

3. Using this formula, GCFA will first calculate the total amount to be apportioned to each annual
conference for the applicable apportioned general funds. The apportionment for each fund will
then be calculated in direct proportion to that fund’s approved amount. Each annual conference
will therefore continue to receive from GCFA an annual statement showing its apportionments for
each applicable general fund. Each annual conference will continue to have the authority to
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apportion those amounts to its charges or churches by whatever formula or method it determines
(¶ 613.3).
4. If an annual conference decides to combine general Church apportionments with each other or
with conference apportioned funds for apportioning to local churches, the receipts on such
combined funds will be allocated in direct proportion to the budgeted amounts for each fund or
cause included in the combined fund budget, and amounts so allocated to general Church funds
will be remitted to GCFA on a monthly basis.
5. If more than 100% of the amount voted by General Conference for jurisdictional apportionments
for a general fund is received in any given year, the excess funds will be held in trust by GCFA in
an apportionment stabilization fund. All monies placed in such a fund will be considered as fund
balances restricted by the General Conference to the fund or line item in which the surplus
occurred. They will be held by GCFA until such time as shortfalls in such receipts occur during
the same quadrennium, at which time they may be distributed to compensate for the shortfalls. If
undistributed funds remain at the end of the quadrennium, due to excess receipts beyond the
amounts needed to compensate for shortfalls, GCFA will recommend for action by the next
General Conference how any remaining fund balances should be distributed, provided that those
recommendations will be consistent with the purposes for which the funds were raised.
6. In adopting this report, the General Conference authorizes GCFA to make such changes in the
language and definitions of this report as other General Conference actions or changed
circumstances may require, while preserving as much as possible the substance and content of this
report.
7. Additional information concerning local church expenditures and economic growth will be
collected between the time of this publication and the meeting of the 2016 General Conference.
The projected total apportioned funds presented herein represent only a current recommendation
to General Conference, and the final total apportioned funds are subject to being determined by
General Conference. This additional information and possible changes adopted by General
Conference could alter both the projections of net expenditures and the total apportioned funds
used to calculate the base percentage for the 2017-2020 quadrennium.

Petition 61051

Report No. 9
SUNDAYS WITH GENERAL CHURCH OFFERINGS
The General Council on Finance and Administration (GCFA), in consultation with the
Connectional Table (CT) and the Council of Bishops, makes recommendations to the General
Conference regarding any offerings to be received in connection with special days observed on a
Church wide basis. All such recommendations are subject to the approval of the General
Conference.
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Sundays with General Church Offerings. The 2012 Book of Discipline designates six Special
Sundays in connection with which offerings for general Church purposes are to be received (¶¶
824, 262, 263).
1. The following table indicates the total offerings remitted to the General Council on Finance and
Administration from the Special Sundays during the period of 2009-2014:
2. For the 2017-2020 quadrennium GCFA recommends six general Church special Sunday
offerings be received:







Human Relations Day (¶¶ 824.1, 263.1)
One Great Hour of Sharing (¶¶ 824.2, 263.2)
United Methodist Student Day (¶¶ 824.3, 263.4)
World Communion Sunday (¶¶ 824.4, 263.3)
Peace with Justice Sunday (¶¶ 824.5, 263.5)
Native American Ministries Sunday (¶¶ 824.6, 263.6)

Directives. The following directives will apply to each of the six general Church special Sunday
offerings:
1.
Promotion of all authorized general Church special Sunday offerings will be by the General
Commission on Communications (UMCom) in consultation with the administering agencies.
Expenses of promotion for each offering shall be a charge against receipts in an amount determined
in the manner described in Report No. 11.
2.
Receipts from all authorized general Church special Sunday offerings will promptly be
remitted in full by the local church treasurer to the annual conference treasurer, who will, within
30 days of receipt, remit the funds in full to the treasurer of GCFA, except where noted differently
below. Local churches will report the amount of the offerings in the manner indicated on the Local
Church Report to the Annual Conference. In the case of Native American Ministries and Peace
with Justice Sunday offerings, the annual conference treasurer will divide the receipts as specified
in the relevant Disciplinary paragraphs.
3.
The following table indicates the amounts of the respective offerings that are to be remitted
to and the amounts that are to be retained for use in the annual conference.
Special Sunday Offering
Human Relations Day
One Great Hour of Sharing
United Methodist Student Day
World Communion Sunday
Peace With Justice Sunday
Native
American
Ministries
Sunday

Authorizing
Paragraph(s)

% to Remit to % to Retain in
GCFA
Annual Conference

824.1, 263.1
824.2, 263.2
824.3, 263.4
824.4, 263.3
824.5, 263.5
824.6, 263.6

100 %
100 %
100 %
100 %
50 %
50 %

0%
0%
0%
0%
50 %
50 %*
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* Should there be no Native American ministries within the annual conference, the annual
conference treasurer shall remit this 50 percent to GCFA.
Sundays with Offerings Authorized for Use Within the Annual Conference. The 2012 Book
of Discipline authorizes offerings in connection with four special Sundays for which the offering
receipts are to be retained for use within the annual conference. These offerings may be received
in accordance with the provisions of The 2012 Book of Discipline:





Christian Education Sunday (¶ 265.1)
Golden Cross Sunday (¶ 265.2)
Rural Life Sunday (¶ 265.3)
Disability Awareness Sunday (¶ 265.4)

Report No. 10
COMMITTEE ON AUDIT AND REVIEW
The Committee on Audit and Review (“Committee”) of the General Council on Finance and
Administration (“GCFA”) has the principal function of assessing the fiscal stewardship of those
agencies and missions being wholly or partly funded by The United Methodist Church. This
function is a small part of the general Church’s fiduciary duty to effectively and transparently
utilize funds entrusted to it by donors, and by the blessings of our God.
The Committee has two primary methods for accomplishing its function.
The first is to evaluate the qualifications, independence, experience, and expertise of an
outside auditing firm and engage the very best one available to examine the records, financial
statements, and procedures of each Church agency. This audit firm reports all findings resulting
from its examination of each agency directly to the Committee every year. The Committee’s task
is to evaluate the auditor’s findings and reports to determine whether there are any opportunities
to improve on appropriate fiscal transparency or accountability of each agency.
The second is to employ an internal audit firm to examine areas of particular concern in
agency or mission operations, in partnership with the external auditor. While the outside auditor
can evaluate an agency’s fiscal processes and procedures on an overall scale once a year, the
internal audit function is to identify specific areas within an agency for additional focused
examination throughout the year, and to report opportunities for improvement of the areas
examined to the agency and to the Committee.
Awareness of the fiduciary obligations to the general Church and its donors must be
continually reinforced by the Committee, as must the importance of the perception and the reality
of financial and operational transparency. Identifying opportunities for improving methods of
achieving these goals, followed by prompt, effective action, is central to this effort.
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Internal Audit
In January 2012, the internal audit function was transitioned from staff employed by GCFA
to an external contract service provided by an accounting firm. The firm of Lattimore Black
Morgan & Cain, PC (LBMC), was recommended by the Committee and approved by GCFA for a
three-year contract covering fiscal years 2012 through 2014. The Internal Audit firm reports to the
Committee. This reporting relationship ensures that the Internal Audit function can remain
objective and independent while performing audits.
The Internal Audit function is responsible for auditing the general agencies (except for the
United Methodist Publishing House and the General Board of Pension and Health Benefits) and
other affiliated entities that receive general Church funds. A cornerstone of strong governance,
internal auditing bridges the gap between management and the board, assesses the ethical climate
and the effectiveness and efficiency of operations, and serves as an organization’s safety net for
compliance with rules, regulations, and overall best business practices.
The general agency staff involved in internal audit workings during 2012 through 2014
expressed appreciation for the work done by LBMC, for a high degree of professionalism in work
being done, and for helpful and relevant feedback given to improve fiscal operations at the
agencies. At the end of the initial contract, the Committee recommended, and GCFA approved, a
new four-year contract to continue with LBMC as the internal audit firm. The new contract will
cover fiscal years 2015 through 2018.
External Audit Firm
The certified public accounting firm of Crosslin & Associates performed external audit
services for the general agencies for eight years from 2006 through 2013. The treasurers and chief
financial officers of the general agencies have expressed gratitude for the quality of work,
timeliness of the audits, and the professionalism of the Crosslin staff. The Committee completed
a Request for Proposal and received proposals for external audit services beginning with the 2014
fiscal year. The Committee recommended, and GCFA approved, a plan to rotate audit firms and
to begin a new contract with external audit firm Cherry Bekaert. The new contract starts with fiscal
year 2014 and ends with fiscal year 2017.
Audit and Review Observations
The overall level of control at the general agencies continues to improve. The Committee
would like to point out three areas that continue to need focused attention during internal and
external audits by the Committee as well as agency staff.
•
Incomplete Operational Documentation - The lack of documented operational procedures
continues to weaken the overall level of control at the agencies. This is especially true for those
agencies that have lost key employees, either due to retirement or other reasons. A great deal of
institutional and operational knowledge has been lost because a number of key operational
processes are not documented. While time is critical and limited for all agency personnel, time is
saved overall with effective succession planning and procedure documentation when staff
transition does occur.
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•
Incomplete Financial Documentation – Issues were noted in the external audit work for
some agencies regarding adequate documentation for financial asset classification, including
endowment, permanently restricted and board-designated funding. Documentation of asset
classification and fund reconciliations will strengthen internal controls and provide more
information for board and management decisions in the future. Recommendations were made to
help ensure adequate documentation is available moving forward.
•
Unsecured Network and Internet Applications - Unsecured network and internet
applications continue to present a significant risk to the general agencies and other business
entities. As more and more companies rely on these applications to conduct critical business
functions, the risk associated with unsecured applications increases. Both internal and external
audit work has been performed to identify key areas of vulnerability and corrective actions have
been recommended. This work will continue as new technologies emerge and relevant feedback
will be given to increase security in this area.
Episcopal Area Audits
Coordination of the receipt of the episcopal area offices external audit is being handled by
GCFA’s Committee on General Agency and Episcopal Matters (“GAEM”). The Committee’s
Internal Audit firm works with GAEM by providing reviews of the audits. Any
findings/observations noted are reported to both committees.
All offices are now required to have audited financial statements. The option of separate
audits or the inclusion of a supplemental schedule in the related annual conference office is
acceptable. The Committee is pleased to report that all Episcopal office audits were received and
reviewed for fiscal year 2013. These include reports from 46 jurisdictional conference Episcopal
offices and 20 central conference Episcopal offices. Some deficiencies were noted in both internal
controls for offices and consistency in information provided in the audit reports. Feedback was
provided to the Episcopal office staff where deficiencies were noted in order to assist in complete
and accurate reporting for fiscal year 2014.
Future Activities
As The United Methodist Church continues to grow both spiritually and globally, the
Committee remains committed to leading the church in fiscal accountability and transparency.
Several issues have transpired over the last quadrennium that have shown areas where more
attention is needed regarding some Episcopal office internal controls as well as timing and
consistency in financial reporting. The Committee is working with its internal audit firm to review
Episcopal office audits more thoroughly and to provide relevant and useful feedback on
implementing appropriate corrective action plans based on audit findings. The Committee plans to
increase work in this area over the next quadrennium and to develop plans for a more proactive
stance in assisting in providing accountability and transparency.
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Report No. 11
DIRECTIVES FOR THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE GENERAL FUNDS
1. Fixed Charges. Fixed charges in any of the general funds will be paid as expended within the
limits of the approved budgets. However, the General Council on Finance and Administration
(“GCFA”) is authorized to adjust the fixed charges amounts in general fund budgets as
emergencies, changing conditions, or the responsibilities placed upon the general agencies by the
General Conference may require.
2. On-Ratio Allocations. All allocations from the general funds of The United Methodist Church
shall be paid on ratio of net receipts after payment of fixed charges.
3. Validity of Claims. GCFA will be authorized to determine the validity of claims in all matters
involving the World Service Fund, the Episcopal Fund, the General Administration Fund, the
Black College Fund, the Ministerial Education Fund, the Interdenominational Cooperation Fund,
the Africa University Fund, World Service Special gifts, the Advance, the Special Sundays
offerings, or any other general fund, where these are not specifically set forth or determined by the
General Conference.
4. Conformity with Other General Conference Actions. GCFA is granted authority to make
such editorial changes in its reports as may be needed to bring them into conformity with the
approved general fund budget amounts and totals, and any other applicable actions of the 2016
General Conference.
5. GCFA Expenses. General fund allocations to GCFA fall into two categories, as provided in ¶
805.6 of The 2012 Book of Discipline: 1) an on-ratio line item in the General Administration Fund
budget; and 2) fixed charges in certain other funds for which GCFA incurs significant
administrative costs, proportionate to their estimated receipts. The budget of GCFA is presented
in its Report No. 14.
6. Travel Expense and Meeting Policy for Special Committees Funded by the General Funds.
Any special committee, study group, special commission, or any other special group created by
the General Conference and funded by the general funds of The United Methodist Church will be
subject to the travel and expense reporting and reimbursement requirements established by GCFA.
If the special committee, study group, special commission, or other special group is not directly
responsible to a general agency, it will make all meeting and travel arrangements through GCFA.
7. Application of Apportionment Formula. As the apportionment formula is applied during the
quadrennium to actual events, the outcome of the calculation may result in a different amount
being apportioned than those amounts contained in the published reports. When each annual
apportionment is determined, GCFA will calculate the total amount to be apportioned for each of
the general funds and to each fund line item, including fixed charges, in direct proportion to the
amounts approved in its Reports numbered 1 through 7.
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8. Consultants. As part of its oversight function, GCFA will prepare and make available an annual
listing of all consulting contracts entered into by agencies and organizations amenable to the
Connectional Table. This shall also include the Council of Bishops. This listing will be prepared
by March 1 of each year and will include contracts in place during the preceding calendar year.
The list will include the name of the individual or corporate entity, address, length and purpose of
the contract, and the amount of money paid for the contractor.
9. General Agency Audits. All treasuries receiving general Church funds are required to have an
annual audit as provided in ¶ 806.5.
10. Internal Audit Functions. GCFA has the responsibility to establish and conduct the internal
auditing functions for all agencies receiving general Church funds. (¶806.6) All agencies receiving
general Church funds are required to comply with fiscal accountability policies and practices
established by GCFA. The Committee on Audit and Review will monitor compliance with such
policies and practices. If the Committee determines there are any violations it shall proceed in a
manner as outlined in ¶ 806.13 and within established policies of the Committee at that time.
11. General Agency Budget Review. As outlined in ¶¶ 806.3, 806.4, 806.7, 806.11, and 806.12,
GCFA will review the proposed spending plan and the financial operations for each agency
receiving general Church funds. If GCFA determines that an agency is not in compliance with the
provisions of these paragraphs, it will proceed within its established policies at that time.
12. Approving Emerging Ministry Opportunities Between Sessions of General Conference.
In the interim between quadrennial sessions of the General Conference, potential programs and
initiatives of Church-wide consequence may arise in response to unforeseen opportunities for
mission and ministry. When these opportunities involve the expenditure of general Church funds,
the proposed programs or initiatives shall require the joint approval of GCFA, the Council of
Bishops, and CT. When timeliness of action warrants, the executive committees or equivalent of
these bodies may act in such matters for the body itself, but only by a three-fourths vote. Such
programs and initiatives shall be governed by established policies of the General Conference. A
report on any such programs and initiatives will be made by CT to the General Conference at its
next quadrennial meeting.
13. General Commission on Communication. The General Commission on Communication
(“UMCom”) serves as the central agency for promoting general Church funds throughout the
Church, as provided in ¶ 1806.12.
Promotion is aimed at individual United Methodists and seeks to foster an understanding
of how giving of one’s financial resources is an integral part of the Christian life. The focus is on
shared ministries that change lives. Print, video, and computer-delivered resources help United
Methodists see their mission outreach, understand how their diverse ministries make a difference
in human lives, and learn how the local church benefits from shared outreach.
Interpretation is aimed at the leadership of annual conferences, districts and local
congregations. It provides specific information about Church funds, and encourages leaders to be
faithful in remitting funds to conference and general Church benevolent causes. UMCom provides
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resources in a variety of media to be used by conference leadership, pastors and local church
leadership, and staff of other general agencies.
The cost of promotional resources related to a particular fund or group of funds is covered
by a fixed-charge line item in the budget of the respective funds. UMCom, following consultation
with the general agency responsible for administering the fund, recommends the annual budget of
fixed-charge amounts, subject to approval by GCFA. For 2017-2020, the fixed charges line items
total $3,077,197, which is a .3% decrease compared to the 2013-2016 quadrennium. In 2017-2020,
as in the past, one resource item may interpret or promote several funds. UMCOM will be
promoting all of the general apportioned funds using the monies provided by the fixed charges for
the World Service Fund, as well as with other monies from its share of the World Service Fund.
In such cases, UMCom is authorized to allocate costs for such items among the funds included in
particular resources.
No promotional funds will be taken from general Advance Special gifts or World Service
Special gifts. The cost of promoting these funds is borne entirely by the administering agencies or
from other funds approved by the General Conference.
The schedule of amounts authorized for program and benevolence interpretation resources
for the 2017-2020 quadrennium are shown in the following tables:

Connectional Giving Interpretation Budget
World Service Fund
Ministerial Education Fund
Black College Fund
Africa University Fund
Episcopal Fund
General Administration Fund
Interdenominational Fund
Human Relations Day
One Great Hour of Sharing
Native American Ministries Sunday
Peace With Justice Sunday
World Communion Sunday
United Methodist Student Day

2009-2012
$ 1,544,000
271,000
313,000
415,000
44,000
60,000
193,000
500,000
800,000
400,000
384,000
500,000
420,000

2013-2016
$ 1,442,000
255,000
400,000
290,000
200,000
260,000
240,000

2017-2020
$ 1,432,197
255,000
400,000
290,000
200,000
260,000
240,000

%
$ Change
Change
$
(9,803)
-0.7%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

Total Fixed Charges

$ 5,844,000

$ 3,087,000

$ 3,077,197

$

Allocation for interpretation resources for Special Gifts
The advance (paid by participating agencies)
$ 1,599,000

$ 1,190,000

$ 1,190,000

$

Grand Total

$ 4,277,000

$ 4,267,197

$

$ 7,443,000

(9,803)
(9,803)

-0.3%
0.0%
-0.2%
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Connectional Giving Interpretation Budget
World Service Fund
Human Relations Day
One Great Hour of Sharing
Native American Ministries Sunday
Peace With Justice Sunday
World Communion Sunday
United Methodist Student Day

2017
$ 358,049
63,750
100,000
72,500
50,000
65,000
60,000

2018
$ 358,049
63,750
100,000
72,500
50,000
65,000
60,000

2019
$ 358,049
63,750
100,000
72,500
50,000
65,000
60,000

Total Fixed Charges

$

769,299

$

769,299

$

769,299

$

769,300

Allocation for interpretation resources for Special Gifts
The advance (paid by participating agencies)
$ 297,500

$

297,500

$

297,500

$

297,500

Grand Total

$ 1,066,799

$ 1,066,799

$ 1,066,799

$

2020
358,050
63,750
100,000
72,500
50,000
65,000
60,000

$ 1,066,800

Report No. 12
PAY EQUITY IN THE GENERAL AGENCIES OF
THE UNITED METHODIST CHURCH
Executive Summary The Book of Discipline, 2012 ¶ 807.12a, requires the General Council on
Finance and Administration (“GCFA”) to “gather from all general agencies, at such intervals and
in such format as it may determine, information regarding salary remuneration and pay equity and
number of agency employees and staff.” Annually, GCFA’s Committee on Personnel Policies and
Practices (“CPPP”), per ¶ 807.12b, presents recommendations to GCFA on an appropriate salary
schedule, based upon the responsibilities of covered personnel. Pay equity is at the core of these
recommendations, as a means of ensuring there is no discrimination in the wage-setting system.
Current Situation
Equality in pay is a significant affirmation of our faith and is taken seriously. All agencies
of the general Church support the belief of a united pay structure that is fair to all. Today, we
follow the structure provided to us from the pay equity study performed in the early 2000s. As a
result of that study, great emphasis was placed on supporting racial and ethnic equality.
CPPP has maintained its commitment to an annual review and evaluation process of
internal wage structures and practices. During these annual reviews, small incremental adjustments
have been made to the salary scale; however, salary levels are significantly lower than comparable
job positions in the secular world. An in-depth review of our compensation structure will be
conducted during the 2017-2020 quadrennium. Such evaluation will consider both salary and
benefit packages.
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CPPP intends to recommend to GCFA during the 2017–2020 quadrennium an allencompassing compensation philosophy for general agencies and will recommend a compensation
structure based on this philosophy. The compensation philosophy will be established first, in order
to provide a guideline for the performance evaluation process to include best practices for all
human resources personnel. These practices will reduce opportunities for biases and provide
uniformity in job descriptions across agencies. It will also take into consideration the cost of the
benefits package as part of the total compensation offering. The compensation philosophy and
evaluation processes established will cover all staff at all general agencies receiving general
Church funds.
Adopting this recommendation for an overall compensation philosophy statement and
evaluation process, and thereafter implementing it, will validate our beliefs of human value and
equal worth for all those employed by the agencies of the general Church.
Recommendations
1. That the General Conference reaffirm the Church’s commitment to pay equity.
2. That the General Conference direct each general agency receiving general Church funds to
continue to work collaboratively in efforts to gather, analyze, and report on pay equity
issues within and across the general Church.
3. That GCFA be directed to obtain from its Committee on Personnel Policies and Practices
recommendations relating to overall compensation philosophy and structure that will reach
pay equity goals.

Report No. 13
REFERENCES FROM PREVIOUS GENERAL CONFERENCES
The 2012 General Conference adopted Petition Number 20371, which caused ¶ 1114.7 of
the 2012 Discipline to read as follows:
To call together regularly United Methodist general agency leaders whose programs include the
subject matter of stewardship to work toward common language, consistent stewardship theology,
and cooperative efforts, in cooperation with the General Council on Finance and Administration.
In fulfillment of this joint responsibility, the General Council on Finance and
Administration (“GCFA”) and the General Board of Discipleship (“GBOD”) worked jointly to
organize a Stewardship Summit in 2013 built around the question: “Where do we concentrate the
resources of the denomination to grow the culture of generosity in The United Methodist Church?”
It brought together persons across a broad spectrum of the Church – including annual conference
treasurers, representatives from United Methodist foundations, individuals from unique ministries
across the U.S., an active and a retired bishop, and representatives from five general agencies
(including the general secretaries from the hosting agencies) – to share and interact around this
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question. The group was divided into four diverse work teams, which were asked to brainstorm
two questions: (1) “What is working well?” and (2) “What are our ‘growing edges’ that need
attention to move the needle in generosity?”. They were asked to keep their focus broad enough to
cover three large areas of generosity: funding local church ministry; funding connectional
ministries; and asset giving, designated gifts, and planned gifts.
The results of these sessions were summarized into four areas of concern:
RESEARCH: Why are funds going to non-UMC causes? How might we learn to adapt and
enhance UM funding streams to better adapt to emerging funding patterns of individuals and local
churches?
EDUCATE: Support, train, and equip clergy leadership to fully embrace their call as courageous
witness to, and examples of, Christian generosity.
EQUIP: Build local church leadership capacity around generosity in the local church to meet the
challenge of giving in the 21st Century, including electronic giving, storytelling, basic fundraising
techniques, and support of our United Methodist connection.
WITNESS: Unapologetically embrace financial giving as an essential mark of United Methodist
discipleship, including issues that impact personal and social holiness such as generosity, personal
financial discipline, economic justice, and the teachings of scripture around money.
The following ideas were proposed as responses to these concerns:
•
Presenting apportionments in a way that more resembles an annual fund campaign for the
church and less a franchise fee for local United Methodist churches.
•
Creating Annual Conference Stewardship Academies that would train clergy and lay
leaders in multiple tracks around stewardship and a culture of generosity.
•
Adopt language and resources that will move the understanding of stewardship from a
“once a year event” to a spiritual discipline of giving for people of faith.
•
Develop a pilot program for personal financial management that would help United
Methodists move to better management of resources and to higher level of generosity.
The 2012 General Conference adopted GCFA Report 8 which stated: “GCFA commits to
study the implications of implementing an apportionment formula for the support of the general
Church funds based upon current income received by the local churches and report its findings and
any recommendations to the 2016 General Conference.”
In fulfillment of this responsibility, GCFA formed a special committee comprised of an
annual conference Treasurer from each Jurisdiction in addition to the GCFA members who
comprise the GCFA Board’s Connectional Outreach Committee. To assist the special committee
with its efforts, GCFA staff prepared analyses and data around formula options and the financial
impact on Jurisdictions and Annual Conferences. The information provided included:
•

Two income-based formula options:
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Option 1 included Line 62 in Table III of the local church report to the annual
conference less the amount received from the sale of church assets (line 62e, Table III).
Option 2 included amounts received through pledges and dividends (lines 62a – 62d,
Table III).

•
The impact of each option on the jurisdictions as well as each on each annual conference
compared to the current expenditure based formula for 2009-2012 as well as 2013-2016. Both
models increased apportionments in the Southeastern and South Central Jurisdictions, and
decreased apportionments to the North Central, North Eastern and Western Conferences.
•
Explanations regarding the cause of the shift in apportionments. The main reason for the
shift is that deductions allowed in the current expenditures-based model are not taken into
consideration in the income based model.
The special committee agreed that if a change is made to an income-based formula, Option
1 would be the preferred method, since it is very simple and transparent. The members of the
special committee also agreed that the current “i” factor used for geographic economic differences
should be discontinued with any shift to an income-based formula. However, the committee
determined that further analysis and information is necessary before any implementation. It was
agreed that during the 2017-2020 quadrennium, GCFA would provide comparative and more indepth analysis to:
•

Evaluate if the income-based model is more equitable

•

Evaluate the impact on annual conference apportionments

•

Estimate the impact on apportionment collections

•

Determine how the base percentage would be set and change over time

•

Develop an implementation strategy

It was agreed that this additional time would allow for sufficient conversations and input
at annual conferences as well as with the Connectional Table with any potential change not
occurring until the 2021-2024 quadrennium.
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Report No. 14
GENERAL CHURCH SOURCES OF FUNDING TO
THE GENERAL COUNCIL ON FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION
The General Council on Finance and Administration (“GCFA”) fulfills a wide variety of
oversight responsibilities within The United Methodist Church. Spending by GCFA is in support
of various processes and activities mandated by The 2012 Book of Discipline and are entirely
administrative in nature. The income for GCFA from general Church funds for the 2017-2020
quadrennium is $26,038,046, representing a decrease of $330,954, or 1.3% compared to the 20132016 quadrennium. The funding comes primarily from the General Administration Fund, the
World Service Fund and the Episcopal Fund, collectively representing 96% of the total budget.
GCFA’s administrative ministries mandated by The 2012 Book of Discipline include:
1. Coordinating preparation of the quadrennial budget for the denomination’s boards and
agencies (¶806.1);
2. Administering the collection and distribution of apportionments (¶¶ 806, 806.2);
3. Reviewing annually the budget of each agency and treasury receiving general Church funds
(¶806.4);
4. Coordinating external audits for all agencies and treasuries receiving general Church funds
(¶ 806.5) ;
5. Maintaining an internal audit function to conduct audits of general Church agencies and
treasuries (¶ 806.6);
6. Performing various fiscal responsibilities, such as accounting for the general funds, GCFA,
the United Methodist Church Foundation, the Permanent Fund, The Board of Trustees, and
certain other general Church agencies and performing all payroll, banking, and check
preparation responsibilities for all general agencies receiving general Church funds, except
the General Board of Global Ministries (¶ 806.7);
7. Ensuring no board, agency, committee, commission, or council expends funds in a manner
that is in violation of the expressed commitments of The United Methodist Church (¶¶
806.9-.11);
8. Serving as custodial trustee for donations or bequests given to the denomination (¶ 807.1);
9. Protecting the legal interests, rights, and intellectual property of the denomination (¶¶
807.9-.11);
10. Developing and overseeing investment policies and guidelines for all agencies receiving
general funds, including managing an investment pool for the general Church agencies (¶
807.12);
11. Maintaining a consultative travel and meeting planning service to assist general agencies
in planning and making arrangements for national meetings, conferences, and convocations
(¶ 807.13);
12. Managing, interpreting, and maintaining various statistics and records for the denomination
(¶¶ 807.15-.16);
13. Providing guidance and consultation to various groups within The United Methodist
Church, including through training programs and workshops, establishment of professional
standards, certifications, informational resources, and staff support (¶¶ 807.18-.22);
14. Overseeing an insurance program for the denomination (¶ 807.23);
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15. Assisting in the preparation for, and management of, General Conference (¶ 807.24); and
16. Administering the Episcopal Fund (¶ 818).
In addition to The 2012 Book of Discipline mandates, GCFA, in the form of shared services, also
performs other administrative functions in support of general agencies and the denomination as a
whole. Examples of shared services include:
1. Travel and meeting planning services that include online event registration, meeting
planning, and travel arrangements;
2. Information technology services that include financial accounting software, database
creation and maintenance for the denomination, and an online system to track those who
are entering the ministry;
3. Legal services related to The United Methodist Church trademark and insignia, tax
exemption status, and other areas of legal consultation.
4. Data services, including a system to eliminate duplicate requests for data from annual
conferences, programs allowing electronic submission of data to GCFA from annual
conferences, and an online tool providing the general public certain information and
statistics about the United Methodist connection.
General Church Sources of Funding to
The General Council on Finance and Administration
2009-2012

2013-2016

2017-2020

$ Change

On-Ratio Allocations:
General Administraion Fund (1)

$ 14,772,413

$ 14,877,000

$ 14,638,305

$ (238,695)

Fixed Charges: (2)
World Service Fund
Episcopal Fund
Interdenominational Cooperation Fund
Human Relations Day
One Great Hour of Sharing
United Methodist Student Day
World Communion Sunday
Peace With Justice Sunday
Native American Ministries Sunday
Youth Service Fund

$ 7,947,000 $ 7,423,000 $ 7,372,537
2,170,000
3,000,000
2,979,605
220,000
206,000
204,600
82,000
82,000
82,000
453,000
453,000
453,000
79,000
79,000
79,000
154,000
154,000
154,000
31,000
31,000
31,000
44,000
44,000
44,000
20,000
20,000
-

$

(50,463)
(20,395)
(1,400)
(20,000)

-0.7%
-0.7%
-0.7%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
-100.0%

Total Fixed Charges

$ 11,200,000

$ 11,492,000

$ 11,399,742

$

(92,258)

-0.8%

Total General Church Funding

$ 25,972,413

$ 26,369,000

$ 26,038,047

$ (330,953)

-1.3%

(1) This represents the actual collections for 2009 - 2015 and estimates for 2015-2020.
The projected collection rate for 2017-2020 is 87.5%. The total apportionments
to the Council from the General Administration Fund is $16,729,491 as shown in Report # 6.
(2) The collection rate for fixed charges is 100%.

% Change
-1.6%
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2017

2018

2019

2020

On-Ratio Allocations:
General Administraion Fund (1)

$ 3,659,576

$ 3,659,576

$ 3,659,576

$ 3,659,577

Fixed Charges: (2)
World Service Fund
Episcopal Fund
Interdenominational Cooperation Fund
Human Relations Day
One Great Hour of Sharing
United Methodist Student Day
World Communion Sunday
Peace With Justice Sunday
Native American Ministries Sunday
Youth Service Fund

$ 1,843,134
744,901
51,150
20,500
113,250
19,750
38,500
7,750
11,000
-

$ 1,843,134
744,901
51,150
20,500
113,250
19,750
38,500
7,750
11,000
-

$ 1,843,134
744,901
51,150
20,500
113,250
19,750
38,500
7,750
11,000
-

$ 1,843,135
744,902
51,150
20,500
113,250
19,750
38,500
7,750
11,000
-

Total Fixed Charges

$ 2,849,935

$ 2,849,935

$ 2,849,935

$ 2,849,937

Total General Church Funding

$ 6,509,511

$ 6,509,511

$ 6,509,511

$ 6,509,514

(1) This represents the actual collections for 2009 - 2015 and estimates for 2015-2020.
The projected collection rate for 2017-2020 is 87.5%. The total apportionments
to the Council from the General Administration Fund is $16,729,491 as shown in Report # 6.
(2) The collection rate for fixed charges is 100%.

Report No. 15
INCOME FROM THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES AND THE PERMANENT FUND
The General Council on Finance and Administration (“GCFA”), by action of the 1972
General Conference, serves as the Board of Trustees of The United Methodist Church, as the
successor to its predecessor bodies. In this capacity, GCFA provides for the management of assets
that have been given to The United Methodist Church as part of the Permanent Fund (Book of
Discipline, 2012, ¶ 807.3), or are under the purview of the Board of Trustees for the benefit of
specified ministries.
GCFA maintains records of all distributable income received in the name of both the Board
of Trustees and the Permanent Fund. The Permanent Fund provides funding for the World Service
Fund from its distributable income as affirmed by successive General Conferences. In the fouryear period of 2012 to 2015, the Permanent Fund has provided a total of $1,685,378 to the World
Service Fund. Thus, the Permanent Fund has continued to help underwrite the mission and
outreach of The United Methodist Church.
GCFA recommends that the Permanent Fund distributable income be made a part of the
World Service Fund receipts annually for distribution during the 2017 – 2020 quadrennium.
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Report No. 16
REPORT ON GENERAL AGENCIES HEADQUARTERS/STAFF LOCATION
Background and Mandate
Via ¶ 807.6 of the 2012 Discipline, the General Conference has assigned the General Council on
Finance and Administration (“GCFA”) the following responsibility:
To establish general policy governing the ownership, sale, rental, renovation, or purchase of
property by a general agency in the United States. [GCFA] shall consider the plans of any general
agency proposing to acquire or sell real estate or erect a building or enter into a lease in the
continental United States and determine whether the proposed action is in the best interest of The
United Methodist Church. On the basis of that determination it shall approve or disapprove all
such proposed actions. In the case of such proposed action by a general program agency, it shall
solicit and consider the recommendation of the Connectional Table.
Procedure
Paragraph 807.7 requires GCFA “[t]o establish a procedure for making a quadrennial review,
initiating proposals and/or responding to proposals by the general agencies regarding the location
of headquarters and staff and reporting the same to the General Conference.”
GCFA’s Committee on Fiduciary, Foundation, and Property Matters reviews any proposal and
other relevant information, including input from the Connectional Table, then makes a
recommendation to GCFA’s Board for its action.
Activity Concerning Headquarters/Staff Relocation
During the 2013-2016 quadrennium, GCFA received two proposals relating to headquarters of
general agencies.
The first was a proposal from the General Commission on United Methodist Men to construct a
1,022 sq. ft. addition to its building. The addition added needed storage space for the agency and
addressed the safety hazard of an external doorway that opened directly onto an alley. The
maximum projected cost of the project was $150,000, with the agency proposing to use a portion
of its reserves to cover that cost. GCFA approved the proposal.
The second proposal came from the General Board of Global Ministries (“GBGM”), which sought
approval of a plan to relocate its headquarters from New York City to Atlanta, Georgia. A local
church in Atlanta with a large facility had offered its property in exchange for GBGM’s assumption
of the remaining $1,900,000 in debt, which was substantially less than the appraised value of the
property (approximately $7,000,000) and only slightly more than GBGM’s annual rental cost for
its current location ($1,650,000). GBGM’s proposal made clear that GBGM would honor its
current lease, which extends through the end of 2016. In addition to substantial long-term savings
on property costs, the proposal outlined how the different cost of living realities between New
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York City and Atlanta would allow GBGM to be a more attractive employer. GCFA approved the
proposal.
Headquarters Property Report
The Headquarters Property Report is summarized in another GCFA Report to General Conference
in volume 3 of the Advance Daily Christian Advocate. That report will detail the resources and
methodologies used to compile the information contained in the report. Findings relevant to the
location, condition, and status of agency properties are presented in that report.
Recommendations
Aside from the relocation of GBGM discussed above, it is GCFA’s recommendation that the
location of the headquarters buildings and staff of the general agencies of The United Methodist
Church connection remain at their current locations for the 2017-2020 quadrennium. This
recommendation is contingent upon any actions of the General Conference that may affect agency
headquarters locations.
Report No. 17
THE UNITED METHODIST CHURCH FOUNDATION
“Taking a new direction to grow the Church”
The United Methodist Church Foundation (“Foundation”) celebrated its fifteenth year of growth
as a ministry of the Church during the past quadrennium. The mission of the Foundation is to
create opportunities for growth and vitality throughout the Church. The Foundation asked critical
questions to discern how it might engage strategies and tactics being tried in the connection. The
Foundation’s founding board set direction and policy to continue ongoing ministries to accomplish
this mandate through 1) a multifaceted investment program offering common investment funds
and specialized portfolios to all general agencies, organizations and conference foundations (but
not to local churches) with a progressive rollout of avoidance screens and shareholder advocacy
consistent with the United Methodist Social Principles and 2) a general agency endowment
program collaborating with United Methodist agencies and organizations that has now established
twenty-two endowment efforts to date for future financial efficacy of ministries of the agencies
and organizations benefited.
Trending toward growth through strategic conversations: The United Methodist Church
Foundation, being a foundation of and for the general agencies, had the additional challenge of
how it can approach seeking a trend of growth in local churches when our voice, ministry, and
relationships are at the denominational level. Through strategic conversation, it was determined
that the Foundation occupies a relatively unique position with close ties to the General Council on
Finance and Administration (GCFA), all program agencies, bishops, conference foundations, and
other organizations throughout the connection. At the same time, other strategies came to the
Foundation’s attention, such as the Benchmark Strategy Project and Healthy Church Initiative, to
name just two very different approaches.
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Early conversations have shown great promise as to how these and other strategies or tactics can
work in tandem for increased impact in the pews of the U.S. Church. Hosting conversations for
strategists has been a priority for the Foundation in the early years of this new ministry. This new
area of mission has energized the Foundation, along with its Board and staff, as never before.
Endowments: The Foundation has initiated and is growing the twenty-two endowment efforts for
the ministries currently served by almost all of the agencies receiving general Church apportioned
funds, as well as the Council of Bishops. During the past quadrennium the Foundation has started
endowment funds to benefit the United Methodist Committee on Relief, the Society of St. Andrew,
Disciple Bible Outreach Ministries, Strength for Service, and the United Methodist Camping &
2012 Retreat Ministry. Endowment efforts that come to the Foundation for its services and
administration give testimony to the trust and confidence earned in a short time. Annual
distributions are available to fund ministry once a fund has grown to a prescribed amount as agreed
by the ministry benefited. More than $1.5 million is in place today to fund future ministry through
the endowments that would not have been given without this vital ministry.
Funds Management: The funds management program of the Foundation provides superior
investment performance as well as environmental, social, and governance witness. The investment
strategy of the Foundation is to emphasize total return from capital appreciation, dividend, and
interest income. The primary objective in the investment management for the Foundation’s assets
is to achieve current income consistent with the preservation of the purchasing power of the
investment principal. Over the long-term investment horizon (ten years or more), the goal for
investment return is to meet or exceed the return required to fund the strategic programs as defined
in the Foundation’s mission and vision statements.
The downside capture strategy of the Foundation’s funds management program is designed to
minimize loss and to maintain value during down market periods. Market conditions during 2013
to the present have served to vindicate the decisions of the Foundation’s Funds Management
Committee in this regard. The Foundation’s board of directors continues to enjoy the collective
wisdom and expertise of some of the best minds and resources in the field within our denomination.
Since its beginning, the Foundation has included social screens in its investment policies and
applies those screens to further the principles and policies in the United Methodist Social
Principles. The Foundation continues to expand its socially responsible investment ministry
through portfolio screening and shareholder advocacy. The Foundation has filed or co-filed
resolutions with corporations to achieve corporate behavioral change in the areas of board
diversity, EEO reporting, reduction of violence in video gaming, greenhouse gas emission
reduction and reporting, and the fight against human trafficking. The Foundation has been a
primary participant in dialogue sessions with senior management at many major corporations on
climate change measures and has negotiated improved commitments to diversity in board policies
relating to persons of color and women with many others.
The Foundation continues to give thanks for the opportunity to be a growing participant in a
ministry of administration to support vital congregations. Always keeping a primary focus on
growth and stewardship in the pews of our local churches, the Foundation seeks to build a strong
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financial base for future denominational ministries that seek to eradicate poverty, train leaders,
vitalize congregations, and pursue health and wholeness of all people worldwide. The
Foundation’s leadership and board members are poised to increase the dimensions of general
Church caretaking and giving in exponential ways.

Report No. 18
UNITED METHODIST INSURANCE CO., INC.
(A non-profit, captive insurance company owned by
the General Council on Finance and Administration)
Introduction
Since 1976, the General Conference has required the General Council on Finance and
Administration (GCFA) to make available a “church-wide [property and liability] insurance
program.” The General Conference revisited the issue of property and liability insurance in 1992,
and local church boards of trustees were required to do the following:
[R]eview annually the adequacy of property, liability and crime insurance coverage on
church-owned property …. The board shall include in its report to the Charge Conference
the results of its review and any recommendations it deems necessary. (See ¶ 2533.2, 1992
Book of Discipline)
Without affordable, widely and consistently available comprehensive property and liability
insurance, the assets with which the Church wins disciples to Christ and the gifts of generations of
United Methodists given for that purpose are at risk. The journey toward fulfilling the potential of
the connection for protecting its own ministries and ministry resources remains important to us
today.
After much study, it was determined that a single member captive insurance company
could deliver additional savings and flexibility to benefit local churches, annual conferences, and
general agencies. This, in turn, would provide new opportunities for growth, making it possible to
fulfill the 1976 General Conference vision over time. As a result, GCFA formed United Methodist
Insurance Company, Inc. (UMI) in April 2011. The process for seeking regulatory approval to
operate UMI as a captive insurance company was complete by August 2011. The company began
issuing policies in its own name on October 1, 2012, with the support of top-rated reinsurance
companies. In December 2013, UMI merged with its predecessor (UMPACT), bringing together
the capital invested in both companies. On January 1, 2014 UMI began retaining some risk, and
on January 1, 2015 began retaining significant risk in the program.
UMI, as of the writing of this report, insures approximately 1,800 local churches in fortytwo annual conferences in thirty-six different states. With significant sales growth and very high
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customer retention, UMI has achieved in 2015 the scale required for sustainability. As capital
grows, UMI will continue to expand its risk retention and cost-saving programs, providing
exceptional coverage at an increasingly competitive price.
Mission
UMI’s sole mission is to protect the property and ministries of the United Methodist
Church.
The “business” of UMI is to provide comprehensive insurance coverage with limits
sufficient to cover property losses and liability claims in the current litigious environment, and to
stabilize (and ultimately reduce) the cost of insurance by growth in church participation and good
loss experience over time. As UMI grows, the company's ability to drive down costs, customize
and expand coverage, and insure more difficult exposures increases.
Our ministry includes using surplus generated by the business of providing insurance for
the benefit of local churches, annual conferences and general agencies. In addition, our focus is on
helping local churches protect resources and the people they seek to serve. For example, UMI
actively helps the entire connection by providing access for local churches, conferences and
agencies to obtain background checks for clergy and volunteers.
As stewards of the denomination’s financial resources, local church and conference
trustees have a duty to focus on the cost of coverage because the purchase of insurance is a
“business transaction.” However, as stewards we are also obliged to ensure our churches have
coverage limits sufficient to respond in the event of loss and to recognize the importance of
denomination-specific resources and training in preventing losses.
Moving Forward
The availability of GCFA-sponsored insurance programs has laid the foundation for a new
understanding of insurance as a tool for living out “trust-related stewardship.” We have, in turn,
set a new standard for the commercial insurance market. Following are a few examples:





UMI offers limits and coverages previously unavailable, forcing the commercial
insurance market to improve their offerings to match ours.
UMI has involved several annual conferences and GCFA in establishing minimum
levels of insurance required for local church boards of trustees to use in evaluating
whether a church had adequate insurance.
UMI’s presence in the property and liability insurance market benefits the entire
denomination.

As the number of annual conferences, churches, and agencies choosing UMI for property
and liability insurance increases, so will our ability to address the needs identified by General
Conference almost forty years ago.
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Report No. 19
WORLD SERVICE SPECIALS
Program Definition
The 2012 Book of Discipline defines a World Service Special as “a designated financial
contribution made by an individual, local church, organization, district, or annual conference to a
project authorized as a World Service Special project.” (¶ 820.2) These are approved by the
General Conference (and in the interim by the General Council on Finance and Administration
(“GCFA”) and the Connectional Table). The current World Service Special projects are listed
below with their applicable receipts:

With certain conditions, general agencies receiving support from the general funds of the
Church are eligible to participate in this program. Those units of general agencies authorized to
receive general Advance special support are not eligible to participate in this giving program.
Administration of Program
funds.

GCFA has the responsibility for receipt and distribution of World Service Special Gifts

Report No. 20
RESPONSE TO REFERRALS FROM THE 2016 GENERAL CONFERENCE
The 2012 Book of Discipline gives to the General Council on Finance and Administration (GCFA)
and the Connectional Table (CT) explicit authority to review and recommend amounts
administered by the general agencies from the apportioned general funds. However, the General
Conference is the only body with authority to approve the inclusion of additional items.
The 2016 General Conference has adopted legislative committee reports and individual petitions
that call for the funding of items that were not included in the apportioned funds budget initially
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presented by GCFA and CT in the Advanced Daily Christian Advocate. GCFA and CT continue
to develop a process that presents information on these items to the General Conference delegates
in a clear and concise manner. We have been guided in this process by the 2012 Book of Discipline,
as well as any changes enacted by this General Conference. We understand that, in almost every
circumstance, the General Conference expects these projects, programs, and initiatives to be part
of the work of one or more of the general agencies or other entities. This reduces administrative
duplication and better integrates the new items into the work, oversight, and review of the general
agencies and other entities. Our process involved bringing the initial budget recommendation, and
then collaborating with the general agencies and other entities involved in responding to all
referrals.
GCFA and CT adopted the following recommendation for those items referred by the General
Conference. The apportionment support required for a particular item may differ from the
estimated expenditures for the item because apportionment receipts have historically been less
than apportioned amounts.
1. Re-Establish Committee on Faith and Order (Calendar No. 426, p. 2211; Petition # 60026FO-¶400-$-G, Advance DCA, p. 770; estimated cost - $312,000).
This petition reinserts into the Book of Discipline the paragraphs which outline the duties and
functions of the Committee on Faith and Order.
GCFA and CT have evaluated the petition and concluded that the costs of this petition
are included in the proposed budget.
2. General Commission on Communication Membership (Calendar No. 11, p. 2003; Petition #
60064-IC-¶1807-G, Advance DCA, p. 990; estimated cost - $ 46,500).
This petition changes the overall membership of the agency from 28 to 27, while
simultaneously increasing the membership from the central conferences from 2 to 7.
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with UMCOM, that the additional costs be
funded from the agency’s existing budget.
3. Board Membership (Calendar No. 13, p. 2003; Petition #60117-IC-¶2003-G, Advance DCA,
p. 992; estimated cost - $6,200).
This petition modifies the membership of the General Commission on Religion and Race
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with GCORR, that the additional costs be
funded from the agency’s existing budget.
4. GCAH Central Conference Membership (Calendar No. 10, p. 2003; Petition #60265-IC¶1704.2-G, Advance DCA, p. 983; estimated cost - $6,200).
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This petition modifies the membership of the General Commission on Archives and History.
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with GCAH, that the additional costs be
funded from the agency’s existing budget.
5. Global Book of Discipline (Calendar No. 476, p. 2320; Petition #60276-FO-¶101-G,
Advance DCA, p. 758; estimated cost - $26,000).
This petition directs the Standing Committee on Central Conference Matters to continue its
work on developing a proposed General Book of Discipline to bring to the 2020 General
Conference.
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with the Standing Committee, that the
additional costs be funded from the Committee’s existing budget.
6. General Book of Discipline - Draft (Calendar No. 110, p. 2105; Petition #60277-CONonDis-$-G, Advance DCA, p. 465; estimated cost - $26,000).
This petition relates to continuing duty of the Standing Committee on Central Conference
Matters to develop a proposed General Book of Discipline.
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with the Standing Committee, that the
additional costs be funded from the Committee’s existing budget.
7. Increase Number of Bishops Serving on GBGM (Calendar No. 173, p. 2189; Petition
#60302-GA-¶705.4-G, Advance DCA p. 798; estimated cost - $23,800).
This petition would modify the membership of the General Board of Global Ministries
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with the General Board of Global Ministries,
that the additional costs be funded from the agency’s existing budget.
8. Increase Number of Bishops Serving on GBGM (Calendar No. 74, p. 2102); Petition
#60303-GM-¶1311.6-G, Advance DCA p. 852; estimated cost - $35,200).
This petition would modify the membership of the General Board of Global Ministries
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with the General Board of Global Ministries,
that the additional costs be funded from the agency’s existing budget.
9. Resourcing Black Churches in Urban Communities (Calendar No. 317, p. 2200; Petition
#60310-DI-R3063, Advance DCA p. 588; estimated cost - $75,000).
This petition expands the responsibilities of the General Board of Discipleship involving
resourcing Black churches in urban communities.
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GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with the General Board of Discipleship, that
the additional costs be funded from the agency’s existing budget.
10. General Provisions (Calendar No. 7, p. 1906; Petition #60273-CC-¶2201-$-G, Advance
DCA p. 910; estimated cost - $47,600).
This petition makes changes to the membership of the Standing Committee on Central
Conference Matters.
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with the Standing Committee, that the
additional costs be funded from the Standing Committee’s existing budget.
11. Faithful Care for Persons Suffering and Dying (Calendar No. 308, p. 2199; Petition
#60470-CB-R3205-G, Advance DCA p. 356; estimated cost - $250,000).
This petition calls for actions to be taken by a number of general agencies relating to the care
of persons suffering and dying.
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with the general agencies, that the additional
costs be funded from the agencies existing budget.
12. GBCS Advocacy for Persecuted Church (Calendar No. 107, p. 2105; Petition #60550-CA¶1004-G, Advance DCA p. 195; estimated cost - $400,000).
This petition requires the General Board of Church and Society to “promote education,
prayer, and advocacy on behalf of our brothers and sisters in Christ around the world who
suffer persecution for their faith.
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with the General Board of Church and
Society, that the additional costs be funded from the agency’s existing budget.
13. Translation of DCA (Calendar No. 393, p. 2207; Petition #60723-¶511.4c-$-G, Advance
DCA p. 453; estimated cost - $226,021).
This petition requires the Commission on the General Conference to “make arrangements for
daily schedules, petition lists, nominations information, and other high-importance
information published in the English version of the Daily Christian Advocate to also be made
available in each of these languages in a timely and convenient way.” [French, KiSwahili,
Portuguese]
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with the Commission on the General
Conference, that the additional costs be funded from the Commission’s existing budget.
14. Native People of The UMC (Calendar No. 480, p. 2321; Petition #60849-R9999-G, Advance
DCA p. 594; estimated cost - $102,816).
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This petition requires several general agencies to take actions to carry out this resolution.
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with the impacted general agencies, that the
additional costs be funded from the general agencies’ existing budgets.
15. Task Force on Israel/Palestine (Calendar No. 435, p. 2213; Petition #60868-R9999-!-G,
Advance DCA p. 892; estimated cost - $100,000).
This petition requires the General Board of Church and Society and the General Board of
Global Ministries to “create a diverse and representative task force to review and research
actions that can be taken to respond to these requests by our UMC missionaries and our
Palestinian sisters and brothers in Christ, and formulate and publish recommendations for
annual conferences, local churches, and members, including helping organize Holy Land
Tours that are consistent with the 2008 resolution #6031 “Holy Land Tours” that provides
guidelines for travel in Israel/Palestine.”
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with GBGM and GBCS, that the additional
costs be funded from the agencies’ existing budgets.
16. Holistic Strategy on Latin America and the Caribbean (Calendar No. 444, p. 2213; Petition
#60874-GM-NonDis-$-G, Advance DCA p. 857; estimated cost - $30,000)
This petition implements a Holistic Strategy on Latin America and the Caribbean Special
Program for the 2017-20 quadrennium. The petition includes a funding request of $30,000.
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with GBGM, that the additional costs be
funded from GBGM’s budget.
17. Violence Against Children in Latin America and the Caribbean (Calendar No. 108, p.
2105; Petition #60876-CA-R6102-G, Advance DCA p. 245; estimated cost - $250,000)
This petition requests multiple general agencies and United Methodist Women to develop
programs “to address the grave crisis of children struggling to survive in the midst of
violence and poverty.”
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with the general agencies, that the
additional costs be funded from the agencies’ existing budgets.
18. United Methodist Global AIDS Fund (Calendar No. 438, p. 2213; Petition #60931-GMR3244-!-G, Advance DCA p. 866; estimated cost - $120,000)
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This petition included a funding request of $240,000 for the various proposed programmatic
and administrative budget items. The legislative committee amended the petition to decrease
the funding request to $120,000.
GCFA and CT recommend, in consultation with general agencies impacted by the
petition, that the additional costs be funded from the agencies’ existing budgets.
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Some Helpful Suggestions
As You Prepare to Depart
Sisters and brothers, the Local Host Committee
greets you in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ. We want
you to know that we hold you in our hearts and in our
prayers as you prepare to leave Portland and travel to
your homes.
In order to make departure go as smoothly as
possible, we offer the following information and suggestions:
• There will not be storage for luggage at the Oregon
Convention Center (OCC). Please check it at your
hotel, or plan to keep it with you on the day of your
departure.
• Delegates will receive a MAX light rail pass for
their return trip to the Portland International Airport
(PDX). The details of how these will be distributed
will be available from the Commission on General
Conference. The multi-day passes you received
expire on May 20.
• To get to Portland International Airport (PDX), you
need to take a MAX Red line train heading to the
airport.

•

225 years.
195,000 items.
One mission.
Reach more people in more places with quality
services and resources that help them come to
know and deepen their knowledge of God
through Jesus Christ, learn to love God, and
choose to serve God and neighbor.
And reaching us has never been easier—
how may we serve you today?

Visit our 10,000 square-foot display at General Conference,
find us online at Cokesbury.com, or call 800.672.1789.

• From the downtown hotels, board a Redline train
headed to the airport.
• From hotels near the Oregon Convention Center
(OCC), board a Redline train heading to the airport.
• You should plan to give yourself one hour to get to
the airport.
• You should plan to arrive at the airport at least two
hours before your flight is scheduled to depart in
order to move through the security checkpoint.
• There are many dining and shopping options at
PDX, both outside of the security checkpoints and
within the secure areas.
If you have questions or need additional information,
see any volunteer wearing a green vest. They will assist
you.
We wish you safe travels and Godspeed as you
depart,
The 2016 General Conference
Local Host Committee
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Agency Council of Bishops Nominations
and Appointments
Nominations for General Council
on Finance and Administration

New South Central Jurisdiction Bishop
Bishop Grant Hagiya

Bishops:
Bishop Michael McKee
Bishop Minerva Carcaño

Nominations for Central Conference Members:

North Central Jurisdiction:
Valerie Willis
Steven Court

Central and Southern Europe:
Kristof Hecker

Northeastern Jurisdiction:
Kenneth Ow
Judy Colorado
South Central Jurisdiction:
Reggie Clemons
Dustin Petz
Southeastern Jurisdiction:
Christine Dodson
LaToya Redd Thompson
Steve D. Wood
W. Z. Riddle
Western Jurisdiction:
Karen Oliveto
Central Conference Members:
Africa: Djoman Mathurin Adjrabe
Europe: Per Endre Bjørnevik
Philippines: Regan Reyes de Guzman

Appointment to Connectional Table
Bishop Christian Alsted

Appointment to General Board
of Church and Society
Bishops:
Central Conference Bishop:
New North Katanga Bishop
Additional Bishops:
Bishop Sally Dyck
Bishop Peggy Johnson
Bishop Hope Morgan Ward

Africa Central Conference:

Congo:
Nyande Philomene
Germany:
Tilmann Sticher
Northern Europe and Eurasia:
Kari Hay, Norway
Philippines:
Nancy Caluya Nicolas
West Africa:
Manuel Joao Andre, W. Angola

Nominations for General Board
of Discipleship
Central Conference Members:
Africa:
Hermance Akpes
Europe:
Barry Sloan
Philippines:
John Manalo
Bishops:
Central Conference Bishop:
Bishop Eben Nhiwatiwa
Additional Bishop:
Bishop Mark Webb
Division on Ministries with Young People:
New North Central Jurisdiction Bishop
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Nominations for General Board
of Global Ministries
Central Conference Bishop (Europe or Philippines):
Bishop John Yambasu
Jurisdictional Conference Bishops (Northeastern
Jurisdiction, South Central Jurisdiction, or Western
Jurisdiction):
Bishop Hee-Soo Jung
Bishop Thomas Bickerton
Newly Elected Bishop

Appointed to Committee on Deaconess and
Home Missioner Service
Bishop Ann Sherer-Simpson

Nomination for General Board of Higher
Education and Ministry
Central Conference Members:
Central Conference Bishop:
Bishop Eduard Khegay
Layman:
Louis Roi Aboua
Laywoman:
Prescilla Soriano
Alternate Member:
Forbes Matonga
Alan Mashimba Gurupia
Christof Voigt

Appointed Bishops:
Central Conference Bishop:
Bishop Eduard Khegay
Jurisdictional Conference Bishops:
Bishop Sandra Steiner Ball
Bishop William McAlilly

Appointed Members of University Senate:
CEOs:
Kah-Jin Kuan
Jan Love

Other Relevant Positions:
Rock Jones
Javier Viera

General Board of Pension
and Health Benefits
Bishops Elected by the Council of Bishops:
Bishop Paul Leeland
Bishop Robert Schnase
Nominations for Jurisdictional Members:
Gray Southern
Thomas Parkinson
Teresa Keese
Ed Tomlinson
Cedric Bridgeforth
Feliza Mariano

Appointed to the United Methodist
Publishing House
Bishops:
Class of 2020:
Bishop Gregory Palmer
Class of 2024:
Bishop Rodolfo Juan
Class of 2028:
Bishop Jonathan Holston

Central Conference Members:
Eliseo C. Balisi
Klaus Ulrich Ruof
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Nominated for the General Commission
on Archives and History
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Appointed to the General Commission
on Religion and Race

Central and Jurisdictional Conference Members:

Bishops:

Central Conference Members:
Imingcio Dalig Plang
Judit Lakotos

Central Conference Bishop:
Bishop Gabriel Unda

Jurisdictional Conference Members:
Ted Campbell
William Bobby McClain
Steven Yale
Linda Schramm
Judi Fergus
Matthew Loyer
Chris Brown
Anne Pollard

Bishops:
Central Conference Bishop:
New African Bishop
Jurisdictional Conference Bishop:
Bishop Jeremiah Park

Appointed to the General Commission
on Communication
Bishops:
Central Conference Bishop:
Bishop John Wesley Yohanna
Jurisdictional Conference Bishops:
Bishop Cynthia Harvey

Central Conference Members:
Reiner Puno
Pavel Serdiukov
Karl Anders Ellingsen
Pacifico Aniag
3 additional to be named

Jurisdictional Conference Bishops:
Bishop Earl Bledsoe
New SEJ Bishop

Central Conference Member:
Framer P. Mella

Appointed to the General Commission
on the Status and Role of Women
Bishops:
Central Conference Bishop:
New Liberian Bishop
Additional Bishop:
Bishop Julius Trimble

Central Conference Members:
Africa:
Langa Bacela
Europe:
Berit Westad
Philippines:
Phebe Crismo

Appointed to the General Commission
on United Methodist Men
Central Conference Bishop:
New Congo Bishop
Jurisdictional Conference Bishops:
Bishop Gary Mueller
Bishop James Swanson
Central Conference Members:
Carlos Manio
Tarmo Lilloja
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Discover a World of Curriculum Resources
for Adults, Youth, & Children

Visit AdultBibleStudies.com
for more information.

Youth Ministry Partners has great
faith formation studies like Groove,
Core, SpiceRack, BL4Y, and more
that are designed to empower,
equip, and transform teens.
Inspire a new generation with
these easy-to-lead studies.

Provide the adults in your church
the opportunity for transformative
encounters with God through
Bible-based, Christ-focused
Sunday school lessons such as
Adult Bible Studies, Covenant,
Disciple, and more.

Visit YouthMinistryPartners.com
for more information.

Build the faith foundation of
your children with Bible-based,
age-appropriate, exciting and
fun studies such as Deep Blue,
based on the award-winning
Deep Blue Kids Bible.
Visit DeepBlueKids.com
for more information.
DCA10

DCA10_ND_GenCurricFull.indd 1

5/4/16 11:10 AM

Daily Edition Vol. 4, No. 10

2655

The official United Methodist Church movers.

Contact Dave Belford at Crown Moving & Storage,
interstate agent for Bekins Van Lines, Inc.

800.248.7960, ext. 369 | Bekins.com
TM

©2015 Bekins® and This is moving. are registered trademarks of Bekins Van Lines, Inc.
MC 770031 | USDOT 2256609

For more than 100 years, Candler School of Theology
at Emory University has been preparing real people
to make a real difference in the real world. Here,
more than 10,000 students have been shaped into
Christian leaders who put faith and love into action,
transforming the world in the name of Jesus Christ.
Offering 17 degrees, including a new online Doctor of
Ministry. Join us at candler.emory.edu.

Growing generations of Christ followers
- clergy and laity who have a passion for evangelism
P.O. Box 985, Lake Junaluska, NC 28745 | 828-454-6800 • 800-737-8333

www.FoundationForEvangelism.org
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Make it a great day with

Everybody can be great
because anybody can serve.
– Martin Luther King Jr.

Come serve with ASP to Connect. Build. Transform.
ASPhome.org | (800) 289-4254

ASP UMC Gen Conf ADS.indd 8

4/14/16 11:42 AM
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MY MISSION...
MY MISSION

... is to help nurture
young people to be global
leaders who engage with
global issues because of
their Christian faith.”

...is to build and sustain
Christian communities
to support people on all
stages of their spiritual
and religious journeys.”

...is to help Korea deal
with issues of social justice and interfaith conflict,
and to serve the world
that hopes for peace.”

Janjay Innis
MDiv‘13

Nico Romeijn-Stout
MDiv‘15

Seunggoo Han
MTS‘15, STM’16

OUR MISSION

is to prepare students to do good
in the church and across the world.
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FROM MUSKIE TO

MONET

Minneapolis is the perfect blend of natural beauty
and urban sophistication. No other American city
has a chain of lakes, the mighty Mississippi, and
200 miles of trails within the city limits – literally
steps from a vibrant arts and music scene, as well
as museums among the finest in the nation.
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UnitedHealthcare
is proud to
support The
United Methodist
Church General
Conference 2016.

FIND OUT MORE AT
minneapolis.org
©2015 United HealthCare Services, Inc. 15-0034
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EO Missions
“Go and make disciples of all nations”
Matthew 28:19

The EO Missions department
can provide discounted
airfare & travel services
for your next mission trip.

Dominican Republic
Missions & Social Impact Cruise

October 23-30, 2016 • November 6-13, 2016
Aboard the Fathom Adonia

4th Annual
Missions Cruise

with Dennis & Barbara Glad
January 6-14, 2017

Aboard the MSC Divina

Visit Us
in Booth
123
Contact Us Today for a Quote on Your Next Mission Trip!
www.missions.travelwithus.com
PO Box 6098, Lakeland, FL 33807 • Toll Free: (800) 235-8795 • Email: missions@travelwithus.com
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called to
make a
difference
For 150 Years, the General Board of Higher Education
and Ministry has led in educating and developing leaders
around the world. Come see how our agency is preparing
a new generation of Christian leaders who are boldly
committed to Jesus Christ at our booth (#151).

visit us at
booth #151

www.gbhem.org

HEN_bw ad.indd 1
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GENEROSITY
CHANGES...

HOW WE LIVE.
HOW WE LOVE.
HOW WE SERVE.
EVERYTHING.

We realize when grace collides with our lives, it
changes the HEART of giving. A lifestyle of
Biblical stewardship is marked by generosity.
Are you building, planting a church,
contemplating a multi-site ampus, or trying
to find the funds for a missional endeavor?
Finding the financial resources is crucial.

1.800.527.6824
rsistewardship.com

What is God leading
you to do next? We’re
lea
here to partner with you.
Visit our booth for FREE resources and
information on funding your ministry.
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Presented by

wearesparkhouse.org

FINAL DAY
See for yourself what all the buzz is about with
Colaborate: Methodist Confirmation and Whirl
Classroom Sunday School!
There is still time today to stop by the sparkhouse booth and take a look inside
both of these newly released curricula that everyone has been talking about.

Colaborate: Methodist Confirmation is a new curriculum developed
specifically for Methodist teenagers. Colaborate takes an innovative
approach to confirmation that unpacks students’ assumptions, past
knowledge, and curiosity about the Bible, Methodist doctrine, traditions,
and history. It will challenge, engage, and encourage them as they take
this major step in the journey of faith.

Whirl Classroom Sunday School is designed for children from PreK
through Grade 6. This new curriculum helps kids understand that
the Bible tells the story of God and God’s people, and reveals how
they’re a part of God’s Story too!
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Every advantage
for your organization.
Every product: Over 500,000 business essentials to choose from.
Every value: Low, customized pricing on your items.
Every answer: Industry experts by your side.
Every convenience: Shop online, in-store and on the go.
Visit StaplesAdvantage.com/UnitedMethodists to get started today.
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The world’s best businesses know that potential customers
can be anywhere. With TransPerfect, you can be everywhere.
• Translation and Language Services
• Interpretation
• Website and Software Localization
• Cultural Consulting

• Globalization Management Technology
• Media Services
• Content Management
• Staffing

W W W . T R A N S P E R F E C T . C O M

OFFICES IN OVER 90 CITIES WORLDWIDE
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DID YOU KNOW

YOUR CHURCH CAN GENERATE ADDITIONAL FUNDS
AT NO COST TO THE CHURCH OR YOUR MEMBERS?

Whether your church is purchasing office supplies and service
materials, or your members are buying items for donation,
purchasing those items through UMCmarket generates a
contribution to your church. It’s a great way to shop, save, and
support at no cost to your church or your members.
We recently re-launched a new and upgraded version of the
UMCmarket website, and here are just a few features of the new site:
Over 3,000 participating online retailers
Hundreds of savings opportunities for online purchases
Print-at-home coupons for in-store savings
A gift card mall coming soon!
If you haven’t visited UMCmarket lately, we invite you to check it out.

www.umcmarket.org

In 1973, the dream of Dr. James Ridgway, a United
Methodist minister came true! Educational Opportunities
Tours was created to assist clergy and laity journey to the
lands of the Bible and sites in Europe to strengthen their
understanding of the Bible, learn the heritage of the
Protestant church and inspire deeper Christian faith.
Today, EO is a leader in Christian travel and offers
contemporary Holy Land and Journeys of Paul tours, Bible
land and river cruises, and retreat cruises plus cultural and
missions opportunities in places like Cuba and the
Dominican Republic. Our Missions department assists
thousands of travelers annually, and The Jerusalem Center
for Biblical studies serves seminary and undergraduate
students and professors.
EO's team of more than 150 professional staff and
Directors of Travel Ministry has served over 350,000
travelers and remains dedicated to providing life and
faith-enriching travel opportunities.

www.eo.travel/umc
800-247-0017
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I am making a global impact ...

a fund to impact the
Church for generations

Rooted.

Innovative. Courageous.

Interdisciplinary courses that
demand out-of-the-box thinking.
Apprenticeship training that
addresses real-world issues.
Modes of learning that promote
adaptability and innovation.

Drew University | Madison, NJ
drew.edu/theological

Learn more or apply online for
one of our six degree programs.
Master of Divinity (M.Div.)
Master of Arts (M.A.)
n Master of Arts in Ministry (M.A.M.)
n Master of Sacred Theology (S.T.M.)
n Doctor of Ministry (D.Min.)
n Doctor of Philosophy (Ph.D.)
n
n

Theological School

Learn How to Outlive Your Life
615-369-2382
umcglobalimpact.org
VISIT us at Booth 124
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Proceedings of the 2016 General Conference
of the United Methodist Church
Wednesday Afternoon,
May 18, 2016
(continued from page 2574)
BISHOP MCALILLY: Alright,
the amendment is defeated. We’re
now back on the main motion. OK.
OK, you called for all that is before
us, I’m sorry. Thank you. So that
means you’re ready to vote on this
motion, are you? Alright. If you
would favor the motion, let’s see, do
we . . . the Adam Hamilton motion. If you’re ready to vote on the
motion, would you vote yes. This is
a call on the question all, I want to
do this one more time to be sure we
understand what we’re doing. Make
sure I understand what we’re doing.
So, we’re voting on the question
of all that is before us. Vote yes, if
you’re ready to vote on the main motion. Vote no, if you’re not. So ready,
vote now.

(pause)
BISHOP MCALILLY: Yes,
I want you to re-vote. This is my
problem, not yours, OK? What I’m
trying to get to here is to understand
that everybody knows that we’re
voting on all that is before us. If I
missed that, maybe some others did.
OK. So I’m asking you to re-vote on
the question of all that is before us.
So if you favor calling the question
and voting on the main motion, vote
yes, if you’re not ready to vote on
the main motion, vote no.

(pause)
You’re not voting on the motion,
brothers and sisters, you’re voting on
the question. I’m asking you to vote
on the question of whether you’re
ready to vote on all that is before us.

The screen needs to be cleaned up
here. I hear a point of order somewhere in the house. I see the card
coming here to microphone number,
which way you coming, two? Number two. And number six. Number
two first and then number six.
BISHOP: Mic. 6. Mic. 2 first,
and then, mic. 6.

Priority of Points of Order
JENNIFER IHLO (Baltimore-Washington): Jen Ihlo, lay
delegate, Baltimore-Washington
Conference. With all due respect,
bishop. You do not have the authority
to determine the order of precedence
of points of order, versus questions,
versus statements for or against. It
was explained at the beginning of
the General Conference, and that is
in our rules, that the points of order
and questions take precedence. I
also take significant issue with your
calling a valid vote out of question.
You appear to be discriminating, and
I’m very uncomfortable with that.
Thank you.
BISHOP WILLIAM MCALILLY: I receive that, I will say again
that what I see on the screen that
rises to the top is point of order,
parliamentary inquiry, and information. I don’t know, which a person is
rising to state. I was unclear myself
when I called for the vote, and I was
hoping we could clear that up. We
have a brother, no. 6, mic. 6.
FREDERICK BREWINGTON
(New York): Bishop, Fred Brewington, New York Annual Conference. I,
too, rise with a point of order. Bishop, with regard to points of order,
points of parliamentary procedure,
points that are ones that take precedence, they are not ones that can be
separated, and they do require the

chair to recognize that it interrupt a
speaker. At this point, I believe the
statements that have been made are
quite confusing to this body, but so
that we are clear, it is my understanding, as a point of order, that we
have already made a decision that we
are to go immediately to a vote on
the main question. I ask the bishop
to please indicate if I am correct.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Let me
check with my friends behind me.
Alright. You are correct. We’ll vote
on that main motion now, at this
time. Mic. 3. Mic. 3.
GREGORY GROSS (Northern
Illinois): Gregory Gross, Northern
Illinois Conference. Point of order.
Bishop, with all due respect, you
are telegraphing votes. We saw it in
committee, and we’re seeing it now
with telling people how to vote with
fingers. And, I would take issue with
this at this moment.

(Pause, Laughter)
BISHOP MCALILLY: Wow.
OK. OK. I’m not aware of that, but
I’ll certainly sit on my hands or
something.

(Laughter)
BISHOP MCALILLY: OK. I
am not aware of that, but I will sit
on my hands or something. We have
seven—just so everybody can know
where we are, we have seven folks
who have indicated they either want
to make a point of order, parliamentary inquiry, or point of information.
And, I have discretion on where I go
with that. Alright.

Ballot for Hamilton
Main Motion
So, we have voted, according
to the correction of the chair, by
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our sister, that you are ready to vote
on the main motion. So, let’s get
ourselves ready to vote. This is the
Hamilton motion. If you are in favor
of the main motion, vote one (1),
yes. If you are not in favor of the
main motion, vote two (2), no.
[Yes, 393; No, 438]

cy working? Because, I think, since
we have arrived in the room, we
have been here since this morning
for the conference, we have been
asking, asking, asking for him to act,
to speak and no one has noticed; we
have even lifted up our cards. So,
I’m wondering, are our machines
working or not working? That is my
point of information.
And another question, so that I
can move quickly. Bishop, I would
like to know, we saw some delegates
who had forgotten their badges,
and they were sent back to get their
badges. And now, today, we have
seen some people come into the
room and, perhaps, stir things up
without wearing any sorts of badge.
And so, they were allowed in? I do
not know, if there could be some
clarification about what is going on
there?
And to conclude, I think that I
have two points that have, perhaps,
already been said, but I would like
to know, for questions that have real
implications in the financials. Can
those be voted and submitted for
clarification of what the budget implications are? There were motions
on the translations of The Book of
Discipline that were referred. And
today, we heard certain petitions that
were voted upon when they, in fact,
had budgetary implications without
getting any sort of report on those
matters. So, I would like to have
clarification, even if it is getting late.
If there—can we actually vote on
items that have financial implications
without getting reports, or in fact, do
we have to get reports? Thank you.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you for your questions. I think
that—I would say that it is inappropriate for someone to be on the floor
without a badge, that is our rule, and
we try to prevent that from happening though sometimes it may occur.
We try—I think our policy, our
procedures, our rules state that we

BISHOP MCALILLY: OK. The
main motion, the Hamilton motion
has been defeated. So, by a vote of
438 to 393. Okay, we have Betty
Katiyo, mic. 3, for point of order
parliamentary inquiry or information; mic. 3.
BETTY KATIYO (West Zimbabwe): Thank you, Bishop. Mine
is a question. Earlier on, we had to
speak—sorry Betty Katiyo from
West Zimbabwe Annual Conference.
Mine is a question. Earlier on, when
people were talking and we applauded, we were told not to applaud, but
we have just heard a speaker where
people applauded. My question is,
when do we applaud and when do
we not applaud? Thank you, Bishop.
BISHOP MCALILLY: That’s
a great question. If anybody can
answer that in the house, I’d be
grateful to know the answer. It seems
to be a movement of the spirit.
We discourage clapping. We had a
rousing speech by our young people,
and we have warm feelings about
our young people, and we tend to
appreciate them, but it is correct that
we request that you not applaud after
speeches. Thank you for that point of
order, point of information. Tshimbu
Muyombi, mic. 4; point of order,
parliamentary inquiry, or information? Mic. 4. Yes.
TSHIMBU MUYOMBI (South
Congo): (simultaneous interpretation) Thank you, Bishop, for letting
me speak. Tshimbu Muyombi, South
Congo Annual Conference.
Bishop, this is a point of information, and I would like to reassured
and a point of order. Is our democra-
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will bring our motions with financial implications before this body,
and our Agenda Committee earlier
today indicated that we would have
some legislation related to financial
implications that would need to be
tended to this afternoon before 6:30,
before we depart the evening, so that
our brothers and sisters who have responsibility for GCFA, our General
Council on Finance and Administration, to deal with those matters, so
that they can bring a proper budget
before us on Friday. So, your inquiry
related to the financial matters is
absolutely appropriate, so thank you.
Alright, when you are trying to
get in the queue to speak, you should
only enter your five-digit ID number, just that number, when you are
entering the queue. That would help,
I think, to become recognized.
Alright, we have six points of
order. I’m a little curious if we want
to go onto the next item of business
or deal with these, so I’ll call on
Vernon Scott for a point of order or
point of inquiry. Mic. 4.
VERNON CRAIG SCOTT
(Iowa): Thank you, Bishop. My
question related to the previous motion, and I could not get my queue to
work properly, but I appreciate being
called upon. Thank you, sir.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you. Betty Katiyo, mic. 3, point of
order. She’s coming.
BETTY SPIWE KATIYO (West
Zimbabwe): Thank you, Bishop. I
forgot to sign out. I’ve already said
my question. Thank you.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you very much. Jennifer Ihlo, mic. 2,
point of order.

(pause)
Call for Presiding Bishop
to Step Down
JENNIFER ELLON IHLO
(Baltimore-Washington): Bishop,
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I have a parliamentary inquiry or a
question, which is whether, and this
is going to be a difficult question
to hear. It’s a difficult question to
name, but it comes from my heart,
and it appears to me that you have
singlehandedly undone everything
begun this morning with the Council
of Bishops by the way you have presided, and if there is a parliamentary
inquiry to have you removed from
the chair, I make it now.

(applause)
BISHOP MCALILLY: I receive
your request. I’m not quite sure how
to rule on that.
IHLO: You may step down.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Yes, I
sure can.

(shouts)
BISHOP MCALILLY: Brothers
and sisters, this is not a time for this.
Let me try to clarify perhaps what I
understood the process to be today.
If you will recall this morning, when
our Agenda Committee prepared the
agenda for the day, the intent was to
deal with the matters of the calendar in the morning sessions. Bishop
Palmer brought before the body the
conversation related to the bishops’
recommendation, which they were
asked to respond to. Also, what I
stated earlier, was that we had financial matters that are on the calendar
agenda to be dealt with at some point
today before 6:30. That was what I
was trying to get across to the body.
We still have before us the recommendation from the bishops which
could be dealt with in this body at
this time, and I stated that we could
go to that matter of business next. I
may have not said that clearly, but
my intent was that we had these
matters before us, and we are trying
to work through them.
IHLO: My request, Bishop,
with all due respect, was not for a
clarification as to where we were
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going, but a request that you remove
yourself from the podium and have
another moderate, fair bishop preside
instead of you.

(noise from floor)
Recess Called to Address
Request for New Presiding
Officer
BISHOP MCALILLY: Let me
call a recess at this point to confer
with my colleagues. I think it would
be in order for us to take about a five
or ten minute—let’s take a ten minute recess, and let me confer with my
colleagues behind me, and we will
reconvene at 3:10, 3:10. Don’t leave
the room, please.

(recess)
BISHOP WILLIAM T.
MCALILLY: Let us be at our places.

(applause)
BISHOP MCALILLY: Let’s
hold our applause. Thank you. Let’s
hold our applause. Please be seated.
Let’s be in order in the house. Let us
be in order.
I have asked my colleague, Bishop Sally Dyck, to lead us in prayer
as we begin this session.
BISHOP SALLY DYCK: Let
us pray. O God, you are the one
who creates, and calls, equips, and
strengthens each one of us to be your
servants. And, when we answer your
call to serve in any way, we become
a part of your holy church. We ask
that your Holy Spirit with come into
our midst, calm our minds, give us
clarity of thought, calm our hearts,
that we may be open to your Spirit,
your nudging, and the commitment
to see the good around us and in one
another. Help us to listen. As it says
in the Hebrew Scriptures, “Dig out
our ears.” Open our ears that we may
hear you. We need your Spirit to help
us to be as one, even as we disagree.
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As we continue to do our work,
guide us, strengthen us, and help us
to have a witness, not only to one
another, but to the world around us.
My, my, my. Look at those United
Methodists. They don’t agree, but
they will love one another. In Jesus’
name we pray. Amen.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you, Bishop. I’m going to call on
Judy Zabel, who is chair of the Presiding Officers Committee, to come
at this time.

Report from Committee
on Presiding Officers
JUDITH KREAGER ZABEL
(Minnesota): Thank you, Bishop,
and thank you, General Conference.
It has been a difficult day, and I’m
gonna ask you to do something. I’m
gonna ask you to take a deep breath.
Will you take it with me? Then, let
it out slowly. I believe that God is
in this room. There is no doubt in
my mind that the Holy Spirit can
and will move among us, and we
must trust that we are not alone.
God has put together a Presiding
Officers Committee that is diverse
in theology, and from many areas of
the world, we are represented well
on this committee. We have just met
to consider all that we have talked about. We have prayed, and we
believe it is in the best interest of this
General Conference to continue with
the leadership of our bishop, who is
seated before you. Let us continue
our work.

(applause)
ZABEL: Let us continue our
work in a spirit of Christian Conferencing. Thank you.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you, Judy.
OK, let me try to help us get
back on track, if I may. We defeated
the Hamilton motion, and we have
before us still the document, the
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presentation from the Council of
Bishops, which is available to you
for perfection or for consideration. If
you would desire to do so, I would
entertain that, and I am going to
clear the queue at this time for that
conversation, if that’s your desire.
We have a point of inquiry,
Frederick Sayeh, mic. 6. Frederick
Sayeh, mic. 6.
FREDERICK S. SAYEH
(Liberia): Bishop, thank you. I just
find it prudent to say this for the sake
of going forward. I want to thank the
committee for their recent statement
and want to point out that we see it
as a violation of our rules for this
conference to have delegates requesting the step-down of a presiding
bishop.
BISHOP MCALILLY: OK.
SAYEH: Thank you very much.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you.
SAYEH: And, I hope that we
continue in the spirit of the rules that
we have.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you. Alright. Simon Mafunda, point
of order, mic. 2.
SIMON MAFUNDA (East Zimbabwe): Simon Mafunda, Zimbabwe
East Annual Conference. Bishop, I
rise to demand that the order of business be conformed to as approved by
the calendar this morning.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Alright.
SAYEH: Thank you, Bishop.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you.

understand parliamentary procedure,
I believe after we voted on the call
to the question on all that was before
us, Adam Hamilton, as the maker of
the motion—
BISHOP MCALILLY: That’s
correct.
SWEET: Should have had an
opportunity to speak.
BISHOP MCALILLY: That’s
correct. That’s correct. Thank you.
SWEET: You’re welcome.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you very much. So, it’s in order for
Adam Hamilton to speak about,
well, I don’t know, since it’s been
defeated. How do we do that? We’ve
decided that I think we’ve moved on,
so we won’t go back to that.
Vernon Scott, mic. 4, parliamentary procedure, point of order, mic.
4. Vernon Scott.
VERNON CRAIG SCOTT
(Iowa): Thank you, Bishop. It’s
actually Craig Scott, but—
BISHOP MCALILLY: Well,
alright. Craig.
SCOTT: It is what it is. I have a
request for a clarification on p. 2 of
the Bishops’ proposal under the last
paragraph, Continuing Discussions.
I was wondering if perhaps Bishop
Ough, or some other bishop, might
better define the second sentence
there, which says, “including ways
to avoid further complaints, trials,
and harm while we uphold the Discipline.” Thank you for that possibility.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Alright.
Bishop Ough, would you help us
with this?

explore options to help the church
live in grace with one another. I
think that’s really the intent of what’s
here, is that we are affirming and we
have done this on many occasions,
and recently a couple weeks ago
when we met, that we are in covenant to uphold the Discipline. At the
same time, we are in conversations
with one another and would continue
those conversations about how we
lead the church in a graceful manner.
Thank you.
BISHOP WILLIAM T. MCALILLY: Bishop Ough, thank you.
Microphone 6, Gary Fuller, point of
order. Mic. 6.

(pause)

BISHOP MCALILLY: No,
no applause, please. No applause,
please. Sergey Kim, mic. 2. Rise and
state your point, please.

(Bishop conferring on stage)
BISHOP MCALILLY: Alright.
Rebekah Sweet, point of order, mic.
1.
REBEKAH BETH SWEET
(Upper New York): Good afternoon,
Bishop and conference. I’m Rebekah
Sweet, privileged to serve in the
gorgeous Upper New York Annual
Conference in the United States. I
rise for a point of order, because as I

Bishop Clarifies
“Continuing Directions”
BISHOP BRUCE OUGH: If
I heard you correctly, I believe
you’re talking about section in the
document that says, “continuing
directions.” That we will continue to
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(pause)
Apology to Bishop McAlilly
GARY FULLER (North Georgia
Conference): Gary Fuller, Lay Delegate, North Georgia. Bishop, I realize that I’m a member of a former
generation, but I come today to say
to you, on behalf of those who sit
around me, many of them have said
this to me. We apologize to you for
the attitude and the words that have
been spoken to you as our leader. We
respect you and we were brought up
that way, and I’m disappointed and
ashamed of some of the action that’s
taken place in regards to our bishop
and your leadership. Thank you.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you, sir. Sergey Kim, mic. 2, point
of order.

(applause)

(pause)
SERGEY KIM (Central Russia):
(simultaneous interpretation) Sergey
Kim, Central Russia. Dear Bishop,
you said that now we’re going to
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discuss the motion of the bishop so,
and after that we’re going to vote, or
I didn’t quite get it. Because we’ll
already voted on Adam Hamilton’s
motion. Are we going to, are we going back to the bishops’ suggestion,
or we’re going to vote on it again, or
what?
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you for your question. My understanding is that we were dealing
with only a part of the proposal that
Adam Hamilton was affirming in the
bishops’ proposal. There were other
things that could be perfected, so we
have an opportunity to continue to
work on that at this time. Thank you.
Rinaldo Hernandez, mic. 1, point of
order.

(pause)
RINALDO HERNANDEZ
(Florida Conference): Rinaldo Hernandez, Florida Conference, clergy.
Bishop, I have a question, maybe
for the Council of Bishops. In this
offering of a way forward, under
continuing discussions, it reads:
“we’ll continue to explore options
to help the church live in grace
with one another, including ways to
avoid further complaints, trials, and
harm while we uphold The Book of
Discipline.” I’m a District Superintendent in the church, and I will
need guidance on how to deal with
two things, that in my view, seem to
be conflicted. On one hand, ways to
avoiding complaints and trials, and
the other thing is to uphold The Book
of Discipline, so we will need some
guidance as leaders in the church on
how to deal with this issue.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you. George Howard, mic. 4, point
of order.

(pause)
GEORGE HOWARD (West
Ohio Conference): George Howard,
laity, West Ohio. Bishop, I need
your help. I want to make sure I’m
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doing, what I want to do, is properly
before us. We received a report in
writing from the Council of Bishops.
Is it a point of order that I would
receive and move that we accept this
report, and we take action on it as
it’s printed?
BISHOP MCALILLY: That’s a
point of inquiry, I believe, George. I
think you could make that motion if
you so desire.

Motion to Proceed with Bishops’
Recommendations
HOWARD: I would move
that we accept the report from the
Council of Bishops, and we act on
the steps that they have proposed to
move The United Methodist Church
forward. [See pp. 2488-2489]
BISHOP MCALILLY: Alright.
Is there a second?
MULTIPLE VOICES: Second.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Alright.
It’s been moved and seconded. Do
you desire to speak, George?
HOWARD: I believe we’ve
asked our leaders to lead. I believe
that they have attempted to put
forward in a very short time, a way
that would allow us to move forward
with dignity that would honor and
respect the diversity of our leaders
and the diversity of this body. That
they hold the totality before them of
who we are as The United Methodist Church. That they hold in their
hearts as our shepherds, the leadership responsibility, and they can
put this together. They can name the
team that they would respect and that
we would be able to stand behind.
I think we’re ready. I think we’re
ready to move forward. This is an action. This is not postponing anything.
This is allowing us to move forward
with a plan that will keep The United
Methodist Church united.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you. We have a point of order from,
let’s see, my list here, friends. Jerry
Kulah, mic. 6, point of order.
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JERRY KULAH (Liberia): The
previous speaker . . . Jerry Kulah
from the Liberian Annual Conference. The previous speaker had just
spoken my mind. Thank you.
BISHOP MCALILLY: OK.
Thank you. Thank you very much.
All right. Is there a speech against
the main motion we have before
us? The Howard motion. Is there
a speech against? We’ve had one
speech for. Mike Jen, mic. no. 1.
Mike Jen.
MIKE JEN (Central Nigeria):
Bishop, I’m Mike Dio Jen, Central
Nigeria Annual Conference. I’m
getting confused on these motion in
and motion outs. I think the issue
with that’s, with just few minutes ago,
is the same issue we’re raising about
the bishops’ submission. Because the
motion we defeated was lifted directly from the Bishops’ submission. If
that is the contents that we discussed,
I see no reason why we echo this to
keep on wasting people’s time here on
this same frivolous issue. So I want
to move that this motion should be
turned down. Thank you very much.
BISHOP MCALILLY: We have
a motion on the floor, and you rose
to a point of information, I believe.
So I’ll rule that and I receive your
point. But there is a motion on the
floor at this time. We have eight
points of order in the queue, friends,
so I just want you to be aware of
where we are. We are, and I want to
call for a speech for the main motion. Jane Honeycutt, mic. 6.
JANE DENISE HONEYCUTT
(Virginia): Denise Honeycutt,
Virginia Conference. Earlier today
we, as a body, or yesterday, we, as a
body, asked our bishops to act and
to lead, and they have done so, and
we have received this, and I strongly
encourage us to support this. We are
wanting to move forward, and they
are prep-have provided us a way to
do that, so I strongly encourage all of
us to vote in favor for this.
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BISHOP WILLIAM T. MCALILLY: Thank you. We have a point
of order. Let see, Richard—John
Lomperis. Let’s see, mic. 1, John
Lomperis. Rise and state your point,
John.
JOHN SCOTT ANDERS
LOMPERIS (Indiana): Hi, John
Lomperis. I’m a little confused,
Bishop, about where we are parliamentary. I believe we had a motion
on the floor from the brother, I
didn’t catch his name, but he was
speaking in French and I understood
his motion was that we would move
on from this discussion to get on the
legislative agenda as determined by
the Agenda Committee, and then I
understood that that was nice, but
then we just moved on to another motion, but wouldn’t that first
motion—
BISHOP MCALILLY: Actually,
that was not a motion, sir.
LOMPERIS: That was not a
motion? OK.
BISHOP MCALILLY: No sir.
LOMPERIS: OK. Thank you.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Kenneth
Levingston, mic. 2, point of order.
KENNETH R. LEVINGSTON
(Texas): Kenneth Levingston, Texas
Annual Conference. Bishop, a point
of order has to do with information
we received coming back from our
break from the Hamilton recommendation, and it clearly says this “the
motion is to follow the recommendation of the Council of Bishops,
to,” and then the three items that are
there. To echo my brother who stood
before to speak against this, we’ve
already made a decision about this
motion; it is what we’ve already
defeated.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Alright.
(Bishop confers on stage.) I would
say that we have not voted on the
recommendation of the Council of
Bishops. Alright, we’ve had, I think
we’re ready for a speech against the
motion. Marquice Hobbs, mic. 3.

MARQUICE TREMAYNE
HOBBS (Texas): Marquice Hobbs,
Texas Annual Conference. As my
brothers and sisters have said before
with the young adults and the youth,
we do want unity, and I stand by
that, but the way that I feel is that
many of us are so entrenched in our
theological beliefs, many of us are so
entrenched in our personal feelings,
and we have so many of our own
stories to tell, that it will be hard for
us to continue to move forward. I feel
that we need to decide today what we
want to do as The United Methodist
Church. To continue to prolong this
and to add more financial resources
into this, to come back with a report
from a commission and all of this
political things, why do that?
This is our zeitgeist. This is our
moment. This is where we decide
what is it that we believe, what is
that we’re gonna do. Stop being
afraid to stand for what you believe
in. That is what the gospel teaches
us. If you believe in the gospel and
you believe exactly what it says to
you, then stand firm by that. Do not
be afraid of man. Do not be afraid of
political systems. Do not be afraid
of persons with titles. Stand for what
God has put in your heart.
Let us today decide as The
United Methodist Church where we
will go forward. We’ve been doing
this for so long, so many quadrennia
have been spent on this issue, and
The United Methodist Church is
larger than just this issue. We are a
global church. We have annual conferences, and we have local churches
that span this whole entire globe,
and we spend so much time on this
one issue to bring forth amendments,
to bring forth recommendations, to
bring forth all of this. Lay aside all
the political jargon. Lay aside all of
these things. Take a stand for once.
We talk about fear because we don’t
know what might happen in the future and things of that nature. Don’t
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be afraid of what your decision can
get you today. Being a disciple of
Christ is living as such. Do not be
afraid. So, I charge this body to
defeat this motion. Take a stand.
Let’s vote and let’s move on because
there’s more work to do in this kingdom on this side of heaven for God’s
kingdom. There is more people who
need our resources. There’s more
people who need to feel the love of
God, and we’re sittin’ here bickering
over an issue.
Now I understand that we have
theological viewpoints, and we have
personal viewpoints, and I understand that some people are hurting
real deeply, but my question is, “Do
not be afraid to break.” Can two
significant theological viewpoints
be held under the same household?
Stand for what you believe in. I’m
a youth, and I’m a young adult, and
I’m willing to stand for what I believe in, and I hope you do the same.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you sir. Alright. We’ve had one
speech for, two against. Jeff Jernigan
rises to a point of order, mic. 6.
JEFF S. JERNIGAN (North
Georgia): Jeff Jernigan, North
Georgia, laity. Bishop, Simon stood
earlier to demand that we move
to the order of the day, and you
moved right past that. I believe that
is non-debatable and goes right to a
vote. That would bring us back to the
calendar.
BISHOP MCALILLY: There
wasn’t a motion, sir. There was not
a motion. Alright, we have Blenda
Smith, point of order, mic. 1.
BLENDA ELISABETH SMITH
(Upper New York): Blenda Smith,
laity, Upper New York. My point
was way back because I’ve been in
the queue awhile, for the fact that
we did not let Adam Hamilton have
the last say before the vote, which
you agreed, Bishop, made it a null
and void vote and then we went on
anyway.
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BISHOP MCALILLY: I don’t
think I agreed to that. I don’t think
I agreed to that, no ma’am. I moved
that we had already moved past that.
SMITH: But you agreed that he
should have had the last word before
that vote.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Yeah.
Thank you for your point. We need
a speech for the main motion. I’m
going to call on Mathew Pinson,
mic. 6.
MATHEW PINSON (North
Georgia): Bishop McAlilly, this is
Mathew Pinson. I do rise to speak in
favor of this motion, if it’s in order.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Alright.
PINSON: Thank you. Throughout the day, my thoughts on how we
should move forward as a church
have changed back and forth and to
various places in my own mine, but I
do concur with the sister earlier who
spoke. We did indeed yesterday call
for our bishops to lead, and I think it
right that we acknowledge the work
that the bishops have done, that we
asked them to do, affirm it, and to
see if we can, indeed, use this as
an opportunity to move the church
forward, so I would urge my colleague delegates to vote in favor of
this motion.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you. We’ve had three speeches
against and two in favor. We’ll take
one more speech. I stand corrected.
We have three for and two against.
We need one more speech against.
Tshimbu Muyombi, mic. 4. This will
be our last speech.
TSHIMBU JETHRO MUYOMBI (South Congo)(simultaneous
interpretation): Thank you, Bishop,
for giving me the floor. I would
like to ask you for authorization. I
requested a speech against, but there
was a point of order, and I was not
sure how to do both at the same time.
Could I start with a point of order
and, then, end with a speech? Thank
you.
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BISHOP MCALILLY: Just a
moment, you’ve asked me a question, and I need to respond to it. You
asked if you could make a motion.
Is that right? You rose to a, or you
are rising to a point of order, but
you were in the queue as a speech
against. I need some clarification.
Which, which are you asking for,
point of order or a speech against?
MUYOMBI (simultaneous
interpretation): I wanted to ask you
if you could authorize me to do both.
I would start by the point of order,
and then, I would end with a speech
against. If you do not allow me this,
I would just give my speech against.
BISHOP MCALILLY: I would
go, I think you need to go with your
speech against, for that’s how you
were entered in the queue, speech
against. We will, we will receive
your speech against at this time.
MUYOMBI: Thank you, Bishop. So, I would like to speak against.
With all due respect to our bishops, I
would never consider that the parliamentary system that we have in our
church is a light one, and I would
like to use it to speak to our bishops,
for whom I have the greatest respect,
but I would like to express the point
of view that we have. First, I would
like to explain we heard the speech
of the bishop that said that there is a
great division amongst bishops about
the homosexuality, but I don’t think
that the decision was made forcefully. I know that we cannot refer to
a subsequent conference. We have
been discussing this for a long time,
without finding a solution. If we
have not been able to find a solution
up to now, will we be able to find a
solution in two years?
Then, there is also the financial
aspect organizing or calling a new
conference, General Conference
session, would imply costs. Now,
regarding the translation of The
Book of Discipline, there are costs,
and regarding the cost of the new
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session of the General Conference,
the costs would be much greater
than the translations and the fight for
malaria. I think that if we are here,
we need to make decisions, and not
to refer. When we do not want to
make decisions, we want to hide and
refer the decision making process.
As Christians, we decided to follow
Jesus Christ, and we need to give up
everything else, and we should not
be afraid of what will happen after
the decision is made, and we need
to give everything into the hands of
Jesus Christ, who is the master of
our church. Thank you.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Alright.
Thank you. You’ve had three speeches for and three against. We have a
move to move the previous question,
Robin Scott, mic. 3.
ROBIN BRADLEY SCOTT
(North Alabama): Bishop, Robin
Scott, North Alabama. I move the
question.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Alright. George, you did get to make
a speech, you are right, before the
question is voted on.
GEORGE GLENN HOWARD
(West Ohio): Thank you, Bishop,
and thank you, Council. Thank you,
brothers and sisters. I am not afraid.
I am not afraid. I was born into
this church. I have served on seven
continents. I have been in dialogue
which has changed my life, and I
believe that our leaders are ready,
willing, and able to lead this church
to discover a new way forward for
us all. Bishop Ough and the council
this morning said that we need space
for the Spirit to move. I pray for the
space. I pray for the Spirit to come,
to fill our lives, to fill our hearts, and
to help us move forward as a body.
We will always be united in Christ.
Our bishops are attempting to allow
us the space to remain united with
one another. I ask us to follow the
lead of the ones we have elected to
empower us to be the church that
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we have the capacity to be. Please
support this motion to affirm the
council’s recommendation before us.
Thank you.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you, George.

Motion to Call the Question
If you are ready to vote, get your
keypads ready. If you are in favor of
the question, calling the question, the
vote on the main motion, vote one
(1). If you are against the question,
vote two (2). Vote now.
The screen is wrong. The screen
should be, to call the question, is the
screen we are looking for friends.
The motion to call the question is
what we are voting on. Clear the
screen, and let’s try that again.
The motion is to call the question is what we’re looking for. Alright. No. That’s not it. The motion
to call the question is the screen we
are looking for, and we’ll need a
two-thirds vote in order to approve
this. So, let’s, and we’re—OK, let’s,
let’s try it. Let’s vote. If you’re in favor of the question that you’re ready
to vote, vote yes for one (1), no for
two (2). Vote now.

(pause)
BISHOP WILLIAM MCALILLY: Alright. The motion to proceed
has prevailed.
[Yes, 754; No, 63]

Vote to Accept Recommendation
of Council of Bishops
BISHOP MCALILLY: We’re
ready to vote on the recommendation. This is a recommendation from
the Council of Bishops that is before
us. If you favor the recommendation, we ask that you vote 1. Get the
screen ready. Get your machines
ready. If you favor the recommendation, the Council of Bishops as
it stands, vote one (1), and if you
oppose, vote two (2). Vote now.

(vote in progress)
Alright. We have 428 to favor,
against 405. The recommendation
prevails. Thank you very much.
[Yes, 428; No, 405]

Report from the General Board
of Pensions and Health Benefits
BISHOP MCALILLY: We have
come to an order of the day. We are
going to call on our General Secretary, Barbara Boigegrain for a report
from the General Board of Pensions.
Barbara? Welcome.
BARBARA BOIGEGRAIN:
Supporting the mission of the church
by caring for those who serve is the
mission of the General Board of
Pension and Health Benefits and our
West Path Investment Management
Division. Our first presenter will be
speaking in French.

(video)
JACKY MBOMBO (South
Congo): Good afternoon. My
name is Jacquie Mbombo. I am the
treasurer of South Congo. On behalf
of the General Council on Pensions,
thank you for your commitment that
you have taken for the conferences
outside the United States. When it
comes to pensions for the Central
Conferences, it is thanks to our
extraordinary church and to your
generosity that we have raised $25
million. From this sum, there have
pensions where we really need them.
Today, more than 2,900 pastors and their spouses living in the
Central Conferences are getting
pensions, thanks to you. May God
bless you all for having made such a
difference in the lives of such a large
number of pastors. Very often, nothing happens or very little happens,
except deep peace from our Lord.
For some, your generosity means a
home, food, necessary medicine, and
education for their children. Your so-
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licitude will have long-term effects.
You made this project possible. It is
the money from the General Board
of Pensions investments that makes
it sustainable—many of them sustainable benefits. Thank you.

(video)
MIKE BAUGHMAN (Texas):
Good afternoon. I am Rev. Mike
Baughman, Community Curator and
Founding Pastor for Union Coffee,
a new church start in Dallas, Texas.
Most of our congregation is made up
of church refugees in their twenties.
My wife, Rev. Rachael Baughman,
serves as the Executive Pastor at
University Park United Methodist Church. I’m a third generation
church planter, following in the
footsteps of my grandfather and
great-grandfather. My wife is the
first female clergy in her family of
six generations of Methodist pastors.
We have four children, and that’s
a lot of Methodism to heap up on
them. The General Board of Pensions and Health Benefits has been
caring for my wife’s family alone for
over 108 years; as long as the agency
has existed.
And, as young clergy we were
witness to the importance of security
offered by benefits programs for life
situations that we cannot control.
When our daughter, Silvia, was born
with several congenital heart defects,
we didn’t know if she would make it
through the day, through the week,
through the year. But I remember,
members of the General Board staff
on the phone with us on a regular
basis. Saying things like, “We’ve got
you and Silvia covered, Mike, and
we’ll be here for you, however long
the journey.” She’s now ten, healthy,
and in love with God. Beyond health
benefits, this agency gives us financial education to help us assure and
secure a sustainable future for our
family, so that we can find security
and retirement benefits that we can-
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not out live. I am incredibly grateful
to the General Board of Pensions and
Health Benefits who make a daily
commitment to fulfill their mission
caring for those who serve.

BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you so much. If you’ve been involved in Disciple Bible Study at any
level, would you just please stand
where you are.

(video)

(pause)

BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you, Barbara, for your presentation.
As you know, your allotted time has
ended and we regret that, but thank
you so much for the work you do for
the General Board of Pensions. Let’s
give Barbara and her team a great
round of thanks.

(applause)
Celebration of
Disciple Bible Study
BISHOP MCALILLY: Alright,
we turn now to a celebration that
perhaps has touched many, many
persons in this room and beyond,
those who are listening through the
live stream, Disciple Bible Study,
our video.

(video)
STEVEN WILKE: Hello, my
name is Steve Wilke, and it is my
honor to continue my parents’
lifelong ministry as the director of
the Institute for Discipleship. Like
Disciple Bible Study, the Institute is
committed to nurturing and enriching Christian leaders. One of our
main global programs is beadisciple.
com. Over ten thousand lay and
clergy have strengthened their faith
and ministry in small group classes
online. You can learn more about all
of the programs at the institutefordiscipleship.org. But, mainly tomorrow
we hope you will come to a party
celebrating Disciple Bible Study, its
30th Anniversary. It’ll be a 7:00 p.m.
in the Oregon 201. Come and see old
friends, and meet new ones. I hope
to see you tomorrow evening. Thank
you.

What a great witness.

(applause)
OK. I wanna turn, I think we’re
at the hour for a break and I wanna
turn to our Conference Secretary
Gere Reist for some announcements.

Announcements
L FITZGERALD REIST: Hold
steady friends ‘cause I’ve got them
in ascending order of what you
might be interested in.
One person is very interested in
their lost phone, a blu, b-l-u brand
phone. If you find, it please take it to
Table 44.
There have been some instances
where some of our visitors have used
racist and disparaging language. I
would ask our visitors to honor our
rules of operation and treat every
delegate with respect. There’s also
been some comments, I received a
report, about a delegate offering to
take people to lunch in order to tell
them how they should vote. That’s
not appropriate either. Having conversations at lunch is appropriate.
Offering lunch to persuade people
to vote in a given way is not appropriate.
There are signed copies of the
book, Massacre at Sand Creek:
How Methodists Were Involved in
an American Tragedy available at
Cokesbury. Signed copies.
You might be interested to know
that the offering, not counting what
we received in non-US dollars, was
$6,132.04. So the actual value of the
offering is somewhat higher than that,
but the finance department had not
gotten the currency exchanged yet.
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Judicial Council Decision on
Paragraphs 363.1, 2071.3,
2076.5c3
The last item relates specifically to the business of this General
Conference. It is a ruling from the
Judicial Council of The United
Methodist Church regarding actions
that were referred to it by this body
that came from Judicial Administration, specifically Petition 60804,
Petition 60806, and Petition 60807.
After they were approved by this
body, they were referred to the
Judicial Council. I am only going to
read to you the decision, “The three
amended paragraphs, 363.1, 2071.5,
and 2076.5c3 as acted upon by the
Judicial Administration Legislative
Committee, are unconstitutional.”
They failed the constitutional test.
That concludes my announcements.
BISHOP MCALILLY: Thank
you, Gere for your good work. I
want to thank Bishop Joe Pennel
and Bishop Janice Huie as they have
supported me this afternoon for their
good work. Would you please thank
them with me?

(applause)
One of the great gifts of Wesleyan theology is the gift of sanctification. I would propose that the
work of the twenty-first century as
Wesleyan theologians is that we are
in the work of going on to that which
God desires for each of us to be. As
an old, black preacher once said,
“We ain’t where we wanna be, and
we ain’t where we’re gonna be, but
thank God we ain’t where we was.”
It is in that spirit that I thank you
for enduring with me as a human
being that is, who walks with a limp,
striving to go on to perfection. There
is no greater church than this church
which we serve, and my sense is that
you seek to do the very best you can
as we here on this side of the stage
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seek to do the best that we can. So,
it’s in that spirit that I invite you to
join me in a word of prayer.
Holy and Loving God, we ask
that you visit us again with your
presence, that you help us to have
enough imagination and curiosity, hope and desire, to become the
people that you have called us to be,
that you created us to be when you
imagined us in our mother’s womb.
For our flaws and for those times
when we have hurt one another, we
ask that you forgive us. As we pray
in the Great Thanksgiving, “we have
failed at times to be an obedient
church, and we have not done your
will, and we have not heard the cry
of the needy, forgive us we pray.
Free us for joyful obedience” that we
might become the people that you
desire us to be, as your servants serving our neighbor here and abroad,
even the neighbor setting next to us.
We offer these and all of our prayers,
Lord, in the name of the one who
came to teach us how to love one
another, Jesus the Christ. And, the
church said,
ALL: Amen.

Wednesday Evening,
May 18, 2016
(pause)
BISHOP JEREMIAH PARK:
The Lord be with you.
ALL: And also with you.

(pause)
BISHOP PARK: I would like to
kindly ask you to come to your seats.
And we are ready to begin.

(pause)
BISHOP PARK: Let’s try one
more time. The Lord be with you.
ALL: And also with you.
BISHOP PARK: Grace to you in
the name of Jesus Christ, our Lord
and Savior, the Redeemer, Prince of

Peace, healer of our brokenness, and
hope of the world. Let the church say
“amen.”
ALL: Amen.
BISHOP PARK: This is Jeremiah Jungchan Park, resident bishop
of Harrisburg area, Pennsylvania,
serving Susquehanna Annual Conference. (speaking Korean).
ALL: (speaking Korean)
I’m surprised. As a Korean-American, whenever I have an
opportunity I would like to teach you
how to greet with one another in a
very Asian way of honoring and expecting one another. Would you hold
your hands like this? And then, greet
the person to your left and right, by
saying that “The image of God in
me greets you, greets the image of
God in you.” Would you share that
greetings with one another?

(pause)
BISHOP PARK: Now . . .

(laughter)
BISHOP PARK: I was so much
blessed by my experiences in the
worships that we had. Just awesome,
awesome time with God and with
one another. So out of that experience of praising our God, I would
like to shout, “Praise the Lord!”
ALL: Praise the Lord.
BISHOP PARK: Can you say
that one more time? Praise the Lord!
ALL: Praise the Lord.
BISHOP PARK: Now, I would
like to teach you how to say “Praise
the Lord” in Korean. Is it OK?
ALL: Yes.
BISHOP PARK: Are you
ready?
ALL: Ready.
BISHOP PARK: You’ve got to
shout, though, “Hallelujah!”
ALL: Hallelujah!
BISHOP PARK: I’m impressed.

(laughter)
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Do you know how to say, “I’m
impressed” in Korean? Whoa!
ALL: Whoa!

(laughter)
BISHOP PARK: Indeed, we
have such many “wow” moments.
God moments. Thanks be to God. So
I have to sing this, my favorite hymn:
(singing) “Then sings my soul, my
ALL: (singing) savior God to
thee. How great thou art. How great
thou art. Then sings my soul, my
savior God to thee. How great thou
art. How great thou art.”
BISHOP PARK: Be still and
know that I am God. I will be exalted
among the nations. I will be exalted
in the earth. Let’s have a moment
of prayer. O God, our help in ages
past, our hope for years to come. We
now take a moment to be still. To be
refreshingly reminded and be reassured of your loving, living, and renewing presence and power in us and
among us. Here and now, so that in
and through our debate, deliberation,
discernment, and decision, we may
be persuaded and compelled to take
the steps of faith, hope and love, according to your desire and will, particularly your ardent prayers for your
disciples. They may be one as we
are one. For such a time as this, help
us and enable us, O God, to leave
the prayers that we offer when we
come to the Lord ’s Table. Make us
one with Christ, one with each other,
and one in ministry to the world, for
such a time as this, O Lord. For such
a time as this, O Lord. Knowing
that this is your church before it was
ours, and trusting that you were in
charge yesterday, and are in charge
today, and will continue to be in
charge tomorrow and ever and ever,
any way you are going to lead us.
We are already committed to follow
you ever more faithfully. Be still and
know that I am God. Let it be so. Let
the church say, “Amen.”
ALL: Amen.
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BISHOP PARK: I’m grateful for
two bishops sitting behind me, Bishop Peter Weaver, Executive Secretary
of the Council of Bishops, and Bishop
Minerva Carcaño, California-Pacific
Annual Conference, serving as a
support and resource for this session
of the General Conference. Now, the
first item that we are going to deal,
I would like to ask your attention to
DCA p. 2105. Once again, DCA p.
2105, Calendar Item 109, Petition No.
60566. It also appeared in ADCA, p.
913. There is a motion that was not
supported by the committee, and I
would like to call upon Jan Nelson,
mic. 1, to address this item.

Additional Bishop
for Congo Central
JANICE E. NELSON (Oregon-Idaho): Jan Nelson, Oregon-Idaho Annual Conference. I was
asked to present this. It was removed
from the non-support calendar by
some people who felt that it needed
to be discussed by the entire assembly. This was done before we had
our discussion a couple of days ago
about the plan for Africa and the
other motion was brought up about
adding two bishops in other parts
of Africa. So, I’m not sure if this
discussion is appropriate right now?
But this is when it comes up, and I
know I’ve been to South Congo. I
understand that there’s a lot of need
there. I haven’t been to most other
parts of Africa, so I’m not sure. I’m
not bringing it so much as an advocate, as I’m bringing it to present it
to the body.
BISHOP JEREMIAH PARK:
So I would take it as a motion
brought to the body, or are you
withdraw?
NELSON: Bishop, I move the
adoption of this petition. I forgot that
part.
BISHOP PARK: So, it is
properly before you. Now before we
begin our discussions, because this
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was not supported by the committee,
I would like to call upon Bishop
Patrick Streiff, whether bishop representing that committee would like to
say anything on this at this point.
You will have also some alternative to speak at the last moment.
So thank you for clarifying that. OK.
Then here we are the floor is open.
Anybody would like to speak? Any
discussion for or against? I have
a point of order, or parliamentary
inquiry, or information. Mic. No. 2,
Ande Emmanuel.
ANDE IDIMUN EMMANUEL
(Southern Nigeria): Bishop, I am
Ande Emmanuel, clergy delegate
from Southern Nigeria Annual Conference. I have a question. If I’m in
order, I can proceed.
BISHOP PARK: OK, please.
EMMANUEL: We received a
report from the Standing Committee
on Central Conference Matters that
recommend five bishops in 2020.
How is this different from that?
BISHOP PARK: Let us ask
Bishop Streiff to respond.

Plan for Africa Clarification
BISHOP PATRICK STREIFF:
I speak in French. (simultaneous interpretation) The Standing Committee on Central Conference Matters
brought to the General Conference
this plan for Africa. This is a plan
that incorporates this request for the
creation of five new episcopal areas,
planned together with delegates from
Africa and requesting to the financial council to prepare for a budget
for five new bishops for 2020. So in
light of this approach, in this plan
for Africa, in this global plan for
Africa, the committee voted for all
the individual petitions in order to
create episcopal areas. So we voted
against that petition, and we voted
against this particular petition. Not
because we do not acknowledge, do
not see the need for episcopal areas
in Africa, for new episcopal areas in
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Africa, but we need to create a plan
together in 2020.
BISHOP PARK: Any discussions? Seeing none, I think you’re
ready to vote on this. So let’s ready,
get ready, take your voting device,
devices. If you support the Calendar
Item 109, please press 1 for yes, and
not support, press 2 for no. Before
we do that . . .

(pause)
We will just vote on this Petition
No. Item 109. But before we voted,
do you have anything more, Bishop?
BISHOP STREIFF: (simultaneous interpretation) Once again,
the committee voted against, and
the committee is asking you to vote
against this petition because we have
this plan for Africa and we will get
back to this in 2020.
BISHOP PARK: Mic No. 6.
What is this for?
RUDOLPH J. MERAB (Liberia): Ya. Bishop, I’m trying to point
into the teleprompter and I’m not
getting through because I wanted to
speak for.
BISHOP PARK: OK. You are
here now. OK. So you would like to
speak for the motion, OK. Go ahead,
please.
MERAB: Thank you Bishop.
Rudolph Merab, Liberia Annual
Conference. Bishop, I think our
bishop from the standing committee
did speak about a need I felt that
we did not go to GCF&A because
funding was not possible. Today we
have passed a issue that has to go
to GCF&A to suspend issues that
were formally before this body that
will have financial implications. And
so I’m asking this body to please
confirm that Congo gets a bishop because our whole conference here is to
go and make disciples, not to begin
to look inside our house and spend
all the money for self. So I’m asking
this body to ignore the committee’s
report and support the petition.
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BISHOP PARK: Thank you.
I have Simon Mafunda for point of
order or question? Please come to
mic. no. 3.
BISHOP JEREMIAH PARK:
I’m sorry mic. 2. Oh, you are ready
there so go ahead, go ahead mic. 3.
SIMON MAFUNDA (East Zimbabwe): Thank you Bishop. Mine
is a question regarding the point at
which we were, just about to vote. I
wasn’t too sure in this case because
this petition was voted, was defeated
by the legislative committee. In this
case, you need to make it clear to the
body what a yes means and what a
no means. I think it’s very confusing,
I will vote in such a case. Thank You
Bishop.
BISHOP PARK: Bishop Streiff,
would you respond to that question?

(conferring)
BISHOP PARK: Well, there was
a parliamentary question and first we
have to deal with this morning, and
then when it is decided one way or
another than as needed we’ll respond
to your question.
So I have another point of order
or parliamentary inquiry or information. Forbes Matonga, mic. 3 please?

Effect of Earlier Judicial Council Decision on Petition 60566
FORBES MATONGA (West
Zimbabwe): Bishop, I’m Forbes
Matonga. Forgive me for my ignorance. There was a report. What I
remember is that there was a brother,
Rev. Mulenga, I did not quite understand when he was raising the issues
about the Judicial Council in what
implication that does have on what
we are doing? It appears that he now,
he give us a question rather than a
report, we ended up with a question
which we didn’t know to handle.
So how does it merit to what we are
trying to do here? So, I’m a little bit
confused before I make a decision.

BISHOP PARK: OK, we’ll have
a response from the committee.
MAIDSTONE MULENGA:
Bishop, the committee was referring
to Petition 60274, which was Calendar no. 5 and was adopted on Monday. That’s a comprehensive plan
that the bishop preferred to, and our
question to the body was this. The
language used in there called for
the creation of five more episcopal
areas, but as a Judicial Council told
us, General Conference is authorized to set the number of bishops
through the funded Jurisdictional
Conferences, and central conferences are the ones that set episcopal
area. The petition which was approved if it stands as it was, does not
give the comprehensive plan those
five bishops unless that language
is either changed, or rephrased, or
re-edited to reflect the intent of this
petition, which we believe was to
ask for five more bishops. So that
was a question I posed, and it’s up
to General Conference to act on that
petition if it intends to correct that
language.
BISHOP PARK: Thank you.
Now we have Christine Schneider-Oesch would like to speak
against the motion Item 109, mic. 3.
CHRISTINE SCHNEIDEROESCH: (Switzerland-France-North
Africa) (simultaneous interpretation)
Thank You Bishop. I will speak
in French. I am speaking against
this Petition 60566, and I am doing
so based on the work done by the
standing committee on central conferences. I am of the opinion that this
committee did excellent work. That
they did very serious, very careful
work. And for that reason, I am
against this petition, which has other
proposals outside of that comprehensive plan for Africa. Therefore, I
would ask you to vote against this petition. From what we have just heard
about the decision of the Judicial
Council on other petitions that have
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been previously adopted, there we
all heard the intention of the standing committee to have five bishops
between now and 2020. But currently
or at the appropriate moment, we
should adopt that text, that language.
And right now, we should not do so
through this petition here. Thank you.
BISHOP PARK: Now I recognize Betty Katiyo a point of order,
parliamentary inquiry or information
mic. 3.
BETTY SPIWE KATIYO (West
Zimbabwe): Thank you bishop. I actually logged in before the previous
speaker. I have a question, if it is in
order, I can go ahead.
BISHOP PARK: Yes, go ahead.
KATIYO: From what we have
just heard from Rev. Mulenga, is it
possible for this house to ask that
committee to assist us reword so that
the request would be constitutional.
That’s what I wanted to ask.

(pause)
BISHOP PARK: Bishop Streiff,
would you respond? Would you
come to the microphone?

(consultation by the presiding
officer and the secretary)
MULENGA: Bishop, the committee suggests that the body would
think about changing the language
from “episcopal area” to “residential
bishop” if they want to rectify and if
that was the intent of the comprehensive plan.
BISHOP JEREMIAH PARK: We
will address Calendar Item 109 first.
Then we move to Petition No. 60274,
to address the question raised. So let’s
hear any discussion. Anybody would
like to speak for? I have Jacquie
Mujinga to speak against the motion.
Mic. 4 please? Mic. 4.
JACQUIE KAINDA MUJINGA
(South Congo): (simultaneous interpretation) Thank you, Bishop, for
allowing me to speak. Mine is not
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for. It’s for and against. What I was
going to say has already been said.
Thank you, Bishop.
BISHOP PARK: Thank you.
Any further discussions? Seeing
none, I have Tammy to make a
motion to previous question, but we
don’t need it, because there is nobody else who would like to speak.
So I think you are ready to vote. We
have Simon Mafunda with a point of
order or a question. Mic. 2, please.
SIMON MAFUNDA (Zimbabwe East): Thank you, Bishop. My
name is Simon, Zimbabwe East. I
need again to my original question.
This petition, Bishop, is it requesting
for a bishop in the Congo? And if
you go to the Petition 60566 in the
ADCA, p. 913 that is exactly what
is asking for. And if you go to the
DCA, p. 2105 the record is that those
who voted for were twenty-eight.
Those who voted against were two.
According to me and this result, this
petition passed. That’s why I’m asking—I’m confusing—confused now,
how are we proceeding? Is it an error
on the record or am I confused? Help
me, Bishop.
BISHOP PARK: OK. Our
conference secretary will respond to
your question now.
L. FITZGERALD REIST (Secretary of the General Conference): I
would ask you to look closely at the
Calendar Item 109 as printed on p.
2105. You will notice that the motion
that was made was that the committee would not support it. Notice the
way that’s phrased? So the majority
vote, twenty-eight said we will—we
agree with the motion. We will not
support this. Two said we disagree
with the motion, so we will support
this. That’s why it looks like the
numbers are in favor, when in fact,
they are not in favor because the
motion was not to support it. It was
to not support it.
MAFUNDA: If you allow me,
Bishop, to then pose my question, or
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my request was for the chair for voting to then explain the meaning of a
yes in this case and the meaning of
a no. What would that mean? Does
that mean a yes is going in support
of the majority vote in that petition,
or it’s not quite direct and it’s quite
confusing, if you can get what I’m
trying to say.
BISHOP PARK: If the body
votes it down, then the report from
the committee as presented, not
supportive of this particular item, is
sustained. That would then mean that
the motion that—from the committee
would be . . .
MAFUNDA: Usually—usually.
BISHOP PARK: OK. You’re not
making any motion.

(Bishop conferring)
So . . . right. At this point we ask
the body to vote whether to adopt
Item no. 109, or not. The maker of
the motion simply asked the body
whether we adopt this motion or not.
Item 109. That’s where we are now.
Anybody who would like to
speak for or against? I think you are
ready. If you support this motion to
adopt Item 109, please press one (1)
for yes. If not, press two (2) for no.
Let’s vote. Please vote now.
[Yes, 272; No, 497]
It was not adopted.
BISHOP PARK: Bishop Streiff?

Return to Work on
Plan for Africa
BISHOP PATRICK STREIFF:
(simultaneous interpretation) Of the
plan for Africa, you will find the text
in your ADCA on p. 913, Petition
60274. There you have the text of
this non-disciplinary petition and in
line with the recommendation to be
completely in accordance with the
Constitution, I am proposing that we
reconsider and that we change in paragraph two, the second sentence, which
I will now read to you in English.
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The petition says now, “As an
integral part of this plan, the number
of episcopal areas,” and this should
be changed in, “and the number of
residential bishops in Africa shall
increase from thirteen to eighteen
after 2020 General Conference. Such
increase shall be included in the
budget of the Episcopal Fund for the
quadrennium ’21 to ‘24. So, delete
“episcopal areas” and change to
“residential bishops.”
BISHOP PATRICK STREIFF:
(simultaneous interpretation): So, I
am asking for reconsideration of this
petition.
BISHOP JEREMIAH PARK: If
you would like to respond past way
to we just heard from Bishop Streiff,
I need somebody from the floor to
make a motion to reconsider, who
voted on the prevailing side when the
item first came to the floor. OK, I see
one card or let me see. Back with the
green card, mic. no. 2, please. I’m
sorry, yeah two come to the front.
Sorry, three.
CYNTHIA MICHELLE
MOORE-KOIKOI (Baltimore-Washington): Cynthia Moore-Koikoi,
Baltimore-Washington Conference,
clergy. I move to reconsider this
matter.
BISHOP PARK: Now, did you
vote on the prevailing side when it
first came up?
MOORE-KOIKOI: Yes, I did.
BISHOP PARK: OK, good.
Now it is in order. It is before you.
Is there a second? Seconded. So it is
properly before you. It was a debatable motion at the beginning, so it
is open for discussion, and it would
take a majority vote to adopt this
motion to reconsider. Seeing none to
want to speak? I think you are ready.
If you adopt this motion to
reconsider, please press one (1) for
yes. If not, press two (2) for no.
Please vote now.
[Yes, 586; No, 190]
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BISHOP PARK: It was adopted.
So, it is properly before you.

Episcopal Areas Changed to
Residential Bishops
BISHOP STREIFF: I now move
that we change the words in that
middle paragraph, in the sentence
which starts in the second paragraph,
line five, the sentence starts, “as an
integral part of this plan, the number
of Episcopal Areas” and to change
“Episcopal Areas” into “Residential
Bishops” so that the sentence will
read afterwards, “as an integral part
of this plan, the number of Residential Bishops in Africa shall increase
from thirteen to eighteen after the
2020 General Conference.”
BISHOP PARK: Any discussions? Seeing none I think that you
are ready. If you approve the motion,
would you raise your cards; that is a
simpler way of sensing the body that
would like to act on it. Thank you.
Opposed by same sign?
[Vote by placard]
It is adopted.
BISHOP STREIFF: Merci
beaucoup.
BISHOP PARK: Thank you. We
have Rudolph Merab, point of order,
mic. 6 please.
RUDOLPH J. MERAB (Liberia): Bishop Rudolph Merab, Liberia
Annual Conference. It’s belated.
BISHOP PARK: OK, we then
move on to next item. I would like
to recognize William Campbell, mic.
no. 6 please.

I could have a second, I will speak
very briefly to it.
BISHOP PARK: Is there a second? Seconded.
CAMPBELL: This afternoon
the Judicial Council issued Ruling
1318, which indicated that three
petitions from the Judicial Administration Committee were unconstitutional. These all referred to
mandatory penalties that would be
imposed during the just resolution
phase, should a pastor confess to an
offense. There is a fourth identical
petition that deals with the same
question in relation to an offense
committed by a bishop. That is
dealt with in a petition that was not
included with the three submitted to
the Judicial Council. It is No. 60805,
Calendar Item 452, found in the
DCA on p. 2215, and in the ADCA
in p. 1154. The question for the
Judicial Council is, does this piece
of legislation fall under the same
Ruling No. 1318 as did the three
previous rulings?
BISHOP PARK: Thank you. We
will vote on this motion. It will take
one-fifth votes to approve. Are you
ready? If you so approve it, would
you raise your cards? Well, let me do
it again. Because this is a matter that
goes to Judicial Council, I’d rather
do it according to our roll. So, let’s
get ready. If you support this motion,
please press one (1) for yes. If not,
press two (2) for no. Please vote
now.

(pause)
[Yes, 675; No, 116]

Petition 60805 Complaints
Against Bishops Referred to
Judicial Council

Motion for US
Central Conference

WILLIAM MARTIN CAMPBELL (New England): Bishop,
thank you, Scott Campbell from the
New England Conference. I would
like to make a motion to refer a
petition to the Judicial Council. If

BISHOP JEREMIAH PARK: It
was approved. Now, I think we are
ready to move on to the next item. I
would like to ask you, your attention,
to DCA p. 2207. DCA p. 2207, Calendar Item 392, Petition No. 60935.
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Now I will like to call upon Timothy
Crouch, mic. no. 5, please.
TIMOTHY CHARLES
CROUCH (North Texas): Bishop,
Tim Crouch, North Texas Conference, laity. I would like to move
that we refer Petition No. 60935 to
establish a U.S. Central Conference
to the Council of Bishops and the
proposed special commission, and if
I get a second, I’ll speak to it.
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKERS:
Second.
CROUCH: We have heard from
the bishops in terms of adapting to
new realities. We have heard about
new ways of being church, and we
have heard about looking for ways
to find unity within the church. I
would suggest that the U.S. Central Conference would be a tool
that the Council of Bishops and the
special commission could consider
as a possibility as they look at how
we move forward together. Going
ahead and referring it at this point
would save us time. It would mean
we can get onto some other financial
matters and let this go forward to the
Council of Bishops and the special
commission.
BISHOP PARK: This is debatable motion. Who would like to
speak for? I recognize David Livingston, mic. 2, please.
DAVID SCOTT LIVINGSTON
(Great Plains): Thank you, Bishop.
I speak in favor of this motion. It’s
just the perfect, I’ll be very brief, but
I just think it’s the perfect opportunity for us to make use of that special
conference and a great example of
a good way for us to move forward
with the business at hand here to be
able to get to, as I understand it, I
wasn’t here four years ago, but as
I understand it, there were always
petitions that we just simply don’t
have the time to deal with. And so
this could be one that we would have
a tremendous amount of debate on,
that would then need to be reconsid-
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ered two years from now anyway as
we consider the implications of that
special conference. So, this is just a
great way for us to make better use
of our time. Thank you.
BISHOP PARK: Thank you.
I recognize Lawrence Pelham who
would like to speak against the
motion for referral. Please come to
mic. no. 6.
LAWRENCE PELHAM (Peninsula-Delaware): Lawrence Pelham,
Peninsula-Delaware Conference. I’m
not against referral, but I am, don’t
believe it’s being referred to the right
place. I sat in the committee that
considered the same issue for Plan
UMC, and we thought the place to
send it was to the Connectional Table. And the people who are working
on restructure which would include
the special committee on central
conference affairs.
BISHOP PARK: Who would
like to speak for the motion? I recognize Tyler Amundson. Please come
to mic. no. 3.

(Bishop conferring on stage)
TYLER FLINT AMUNDSON
(Yellowstone): Tyler Amundson,
Yellowstone Annual Conference. I
would affirm this referral. I think it’s
the appropriate place for this petition
to go. The committee, the subcommittee, that worked on this was very
divided on the issue and I think this
would be a way for us to give it more
study and give us more time to look
at our future. Thank you, Bishop.
BISHOP PARK: Thank you. We
have Mwanabute Nday who would
like to speak against the motion.
Please come to mic. no. 3. And I
have to apologize that I may not
pronounce your name correctly, so
be gracious to me and we’ll continue
to learn how to say it right.
MWANABUTE BONDO
NDAY (North Katanga): Thank you,
Bishop. Mwanabute Nday Bondo.
I want to speak against the motion

Wednesday Evening Proceedings

because to my knowledge, according
to The Book of Discipline, a Central
Conference is original conference
outside the United States of America. But now if they ask us to have a
central conference in America, what
are we going to do with the Jurisdictional Conference? It would be a
new terminology that is against The
Book of Discipline.
BISHOP PARK: We have
Charles Savage who has a point of
order or a parliamentary inquiry or
information. Please come to mic. no.
6.
CHARLES WALTER SAVAGE
(North Georgia): Thank you, Bishop. Chuck Savage, North Georgia,
clergy. And I just wanna raise the
issue that the idea of a Central
Conference in the United States has
some historical implications that are
not positive.
BISHOP PARK: When you
come to the microphone for point of
order, please be prepared to identify the rule that was violated or
breached. While if you have a question, you’ve got just raised a question and not take that opportunity to
make a statement. Thank you.
Who would like to speak for? I
have a Lonnie Chafin. Please come
to mic. no. 3.
LONNIE CHAFIN (Northern
Illinois): Thank you, Bishop. Lonnie
Chafin, Northern Illinois Conference. I rise to speak in favor of this
referral. As you know, the Standing
Committee on Central Conferences
is evaluating establishing a global
Book of Discipline and that would
allow each region to adapt Discipline
to their own context, but there’s no
author to the United States Book of
Discipline. And so this, by referring
this to the Council of Bishops where
that conversation is happening about
the global Book of Discipline, we are
challenging the Standing Committee
and the Council of Bishops and this
new commission to consider how
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the United States deals with United
States specific matters within the
umbrella of the global church that
we will receive in four years.
I think trying to deal with this
central, U.S. as a Central Conference
now, when those questions remain
unanswered, might be premature.
And so referring it until those other
debates and conversations are held,
seems to make the most sense so we
can look at it in a composite way
and look at it holistically. It’s true
it isn’t constitutional today. A U.S.
Central Conference would require a
constitutional change, so none of this
can happen until it comes back to
General Conference, so the referral is to the committees, but those
committees will need to bring it back
to General Conference before it can
be implemented. So, I think there’s
a way of just assuring the General
Conference you will see this again,
but let’s look at it not today. Let’s
look at it in a way that is knitted
together with the other proposals that
we will get around global church and
the structure of the church.
BISHOP PARK: Thank you.
CHAFIN: I urge referral.
BISHOP PARK: Now, we have
heard three speeches for and three
speeches against the motion. So, we
are ready to vote, and before we do
that, I would like to ask the Chair,
Bill Allen, to have the last statement
on this.
WILLIAM ARTHUR ALLEN
(Upper New York): Just want to
point out that the Conferences Committee voted against this petition,
forty-five to twenty-eight. We had a
very thorough discussion. The petition asks us to commit to a large plan
before details are spelled out. By
creating a U.S.-only Central Conference, we would end up disempowering our Central Conference brothers
and sisters by creating a new area in
which they currently have voice and
vote, and where they would subse-
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quently, if this petition were passed,
they would be silenced in that area.
This same basic idea was brought
to the annual conferences for a vote
in 2009 where it was overwhelmingly
defeated, including a 95% rejection
rate in the Central Conferences in
Africa. This idea was overwhelmingly defeated four years ago at General
Conference 2012, and to spend the
time and the money to revisit an
idea which has already been defeated twice, and to force every annual
conference to have this debate again,
seems to be unwise stewardship.
So, the motion to refer seems,
as well, a putting off of what the
committee has already decided decisively should just be rejected. So,
the committee, once again, voting
against this petition: 45-28 urges you
to vote against this petition.
BISHOP JEREMIAH PARK:
Before you. You will take majority
vote to go one way, to adopt the
motion for referral. I need to be
corrected. It would take two-thirds,
simple majority to refer it. I think we
are ready. Please take your voting
devices. If you support the referral,
please press one (1) for yes; if not,
press two (2) no. Please vote now.
[Yes, 376; No, 458]

(pause)
BISHOP PARK: It was not
supported. So we are now back on
the main motion. Are you ready to
vote on the main motion? Now I
would like to ask the staff to clear
the queue. We are now on the main
motion and if you like to speak one
way or another, please register now.

(pause)
BISHOP PARK: Now I have
Emily Allen who would like to speak
for the motion, the main motion now.
Oh, I’m sorry. There’s for point of
order, parliamentary inquiry or information. Please come to mic. 4.

EMILY ALLEN (California-Nevada Conference): Thank
you, Bishop, Mr. Nday Bondo? I’m
sorry. Bondo Nday and Mr. Lonnie
Chafin referred to needing to make
a constitutional amendment in order
to create a U.S. Central Conference
and I wanted to point out that that
is in fact, what this petition is. It is
a change to paragraph ten, which is
part of the constitution so that if we
vote in favor of this, it does change
that constitutional relevant paragraph
and if we vote against, it does not
change that paragraph.
BISHOP PARK: Well, I have to
clarify where we are now. The original motion was not supported by
the committee. And then the motion
came from the floor to refer the item.
And it was defeated. So.
ALLEN: Are we now voting on
the motion itself?
BISHOP PARK: No, it was
defeated.
ALLEN: Thank you.
BISHOP PARK So it is not on
the table. Thank you. So we need to
move on to the next item. I would
like to, OK. I have Timothy Bruster,
point of order. Please come to the
mic. no. 4.
TIMOTHY BRUSTER (Central Texas Annual Conference):
Tim Bruster, Central Texas Annual
Conference. Before, when we were
voting on the motion to refer, the
committee chair had an opportunity
to speak, but the, we were not voting
on the committee’s recommendation. Rather, we were voting on the
motion to refer. And it should have
been Tim Crouch, the maker of that
motion who had the opportunity to
speak.
BISHOP PARK: Now, is the
body willing to offer that opportunity to the maker of the motion for
referral? No, I don’t sense that from
the body. Thank you.
BRUSTER: Bishop, we took
that vote, however, with the commit-
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tee chair having the opportunity to
speak when he was not entitled that.
It was a speech, in fact, against the
motion to refer. And we’d already
had the three and three in speeches.

(pause)
BISHOP PARK: Well, I believe
that a chair of the committee would
have the last words to say on this,
even though it was a motion for referral. And we heard both sides, and
I gave the last opportunity to make a
speech to the chair of the committee.

Motion to Appeal Decision
of the Chair
BRUSTER: Bishop, I disagree,
because it was not, we were not
dealing with the committee’s recommendation. We were dealing with the
motion from Tim Crouch.
BISHOP PARK: Now, unless
you make a motion to appeal the
decision of the chair…
BRUSTER: I so move. I’m
move to appeal the decision of the
chair.
BISHOP PARK: Is there a second? Seconded. So, I made my case
and then you like to say anything
further?
BRUSTER: No sir. Thank you.
BISHOP PARK: OK, so I think
we are ready to vote on this. Please
get ready to vote on this motion to
appeal the chair. If you support that
motion, please press one (1) for yes;
if not, press two (2) for no. Let’s
vote now.

(pause)
Let me, let me, let me stop the
process now. Sorry. It’s confusing
you. When a motion to appeal the
decision of the chair, I have to state
this way that if you support the chair,
then press one (1) for yes; if not, if
you do not support the decision of
the chair, press two (2) for no. Are
you clear now? OK. Ready. So, once
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again, if you support the chair, then
press one (1) for yes; if not, press
two (2) for no. Please vote now.
[Yes, 396; No, 401]
BISHOP PARK: So it is not
supported. So it is up to you what to
do about it. I’m ready to entertain a
motion.

(pause)
BISHOP PARK: Probably anyone who’d like to make a motion to
reconsider the vote for referral.

(pause)
BISHOP PARK: Frederick
Brewington, please come to mic. no.
6. Point of order.
FREDERICK BREWINGTON
(New York): Bishop, thank you for
the opportunity. Fred Brewington,
New York Annual Conference. My
point in the queue has long since
passed. Thank you.
BISHOP JEREMIAH PARK:
Let me ask the staff here, please
clear the queue and we will start a
process anew. Now, here we are; the
chair’s decision was not supported.
So, anybody can make a motion to
reconsider the vote for referral and
then, we’ll go from there. Jason
Valendy, please come to mic. 4. I’m
sorry, mic. 4, yes, no. 4
JASON MATTHEW VALENDY
(Central Texas): I thank you, Bishop.
Jason Valendy, Central Texas Conference. My question is when Mr.
Crouch made the recommendation to
refer, we took a vote, correct?
BISHOP PARK: Yes.
VALENDY: That vote said no,
we are not going to refer.
BISHOP PARK: Right.
VALENDY: I then heard the
chair say, “That, that vote was to
vote on the petition, not a vote of
referral” and then we moved along.
I am asking the parliamentarian,
perhaps, or the chair, whoever it may
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be, did we actually vote two times,
like we, like I think we should have,
vote one to refer, we didn’t refer;
vote on the petition, which I don’t
think that we did. Thank you.
BISHOP PARK: Thank you.
The petition was not before us,
the motion was simply to refer the
item. And, it was not adopted. Even
though the chair, when I asked him
to speak, he talked about the content,
the original motion that was not supported by the committee. So, that’s
where we are now.
I have Curnell Graham, point of
order, mic. 4.
CURNELL GRAHAM (West
Ohio): Bishop, Curnell Graham from
West Ohio. I rise to speak, basically, the same issue that was stated. I
believe that the house is confused,
because we do not believe we have
taken the second vote. So, we are
still confused about where we are
in the process, what issue, or what
matter is on the floor.
BISHOP PARK: I would like to
let our Conference Secretary respond
to your question.
L. FITZGERALD REIST: The
only thing that was brought to the
floor was the request to refer. The
committee did not bring it to the
floor, because it was not supported
in committee. It was brought to the
floor by a petition of 20 delegates,
asking that it be brought to the floor
for the purpose of referral. When you
said, “You did not wish to refer it”
there was no other action to be taken,
because the petition itself was not
brought by the commission. There
was no petition to bring it to the floor
for action on the petition itself, the
petition that would brought it to the
floor was for referral of the item.
That’s the information we have about
the nature of it. That’s why when
you voted not to refer, the processing
of that petition ended.
BISHOP PARK: Now, I’m ready
to move to the next line item.
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OWEN ROSS (North Texas):
Point of order.
BISHOP PARK: Yes.
ROSS: My understanding was
that Rev. Brewster’s appeal of the
chair was the appeal that the motion
to, Oh, Owen Ross, North Texas
Conference. My understanding was
that the appeal of the decision of the
chair was that a motion to refer was
invalid, because the wrong person
was given the last word on it. My
understanding of the, that the, Rev.
Brewster appealed the decision of
the chair that, that vote was valid.
When we understand that, that vote
was not valid, because the wrong
person was given the last word.

(pause)
BISHOP PARK: OK. Now, let
me ask the body to keep give your
attention to our rules we adopted.
P. 86 in Advance Edition of DCA.
When we vote on a motion for referral, the chair of the committee is entitled to have the last speech, not the
maker of the motion from the floor.
So, according to that understanding
of the rule, we have done correctly,
but . . .
ROSS: That decision was appealed and the body held that that
was not correct.

(pause)
BISHOP PARK: Now, problem
is, I’m ready to ask the body one
more time. With this understanding
of the rules that we adopted, Rule
29. Whether you are willing to restart the process from the beginning
on this motion. So, let me test the
body.

(long pause)
BISHOP PARK: Now, as we are
in this dilemma. How about we ask
Brother Crouch to make a speech
and then vote again on this motion?
Do it sound okay? OK. That sounds
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like something probably we are
willing to work together. So, where
is brother Crouch? Mic. 5, please.
TIMOTHY CROUCH (North
Texas): Thank you, bishop. Let me
just confirm are we going to revote
or am I just making a speech?

(laughter)
BISHOP PARK: We are going to
vote, again, on your motion.
CROUCH: OK. Thank you,
Bishop. The motion was to refer.
And, as much as I appreciate the
response of the committee chair, the
response of the committee chair was
not about referral, but was instead,
about the petition itself and why
the petition shouldn’t be supported.
We’re not asking for support of this
petition, we’re not trying to pass a
constitutional amendment at this
point.
What we are trying to do is to be
able to provide the Council of Bishops and the special commission with
a tool that they might use that might
help to preserve the unity of the
church. Our Council of Bishops are
among the smartest people in Methodism. Let’s give them the opportunity to work with this and let’s move
on to something else. Thank you.
BISHOP PARK: OK, thank
you. Because we would like to have
a good affirmation by the body that
this is the right direction to take care
of this problem, I would like to simply ask the body if you would like to
vote again on this motion of referral.
Would you raise your cards? So let
me just test the body. OK, thank you.
Opposed by the same sign. I think,
I’m thinking we are ready to vote
again. So let’s make it very clear. We
are voting on the motion for referral.
If you support it, press one (1) for
yes. If not, press two (2) for no. Let’s
vote now.
[Yes, 374; No, 454]

(pause)
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Report on Sand Creek Massacre

(Conferring off stage)

It is not supported. I think we
came to the order of the day to receive a report and a moment relating
to Sand Creek Massacre. So, I call
Bishop Elaine Stanovsky on the
podium.
BISHOP ELAINE J.W. STANOVSKY: We are preparing to bring
you a report of four years of work
that was authorized in Tampa, and to
start our time, I’d like to call on Otto
Braided Hair, who is the co-chair
of this project with me, who’s a
northern Cheyenne descendant of the
Sand Creek Massacre, and Joe Big
Medicine, who also served on the
advisory committee and is a southern
Cheyenne descendant of the Sand
Creek Massacre. Joe and Otto.
JOE BIG MEDICINE: Hello,
my name is Joe Big Medicine. I am
a southern Cheyenne from Oklahoma, and the chiefs that were at Sand
Creek that was massacred by U.S.
Army over 151 years ago. Thirty-three chiefs were in a camp, Black
Hair Wolf Camp, War Bonnet, White
Antelope, nineteen of the chiefs were
killed, mutilated, their parts were cut
off their bodies and displayed in the
main street of Denver. An apology
came from The United Methodist
Church five years ago in Florida. An
apology was good, but it’s not good
without action. So, at this time, to
honor the chiefs that were killed at
Sand Creek Massacre, we dedicate a
song in their honor.

Our way of life is giving. We
give away. We feed. We give away.
When we have a funeral. We feed.
We give away. At pow-wows we
give away. That’s our way of life. In
return you get it back a hundred percent more. (in Cheyenne language)
A ho.

(music)
BIG MEDICINE: All of the dedication of this song, this is a chief’s
blanket that we still use today in our
tradition. They’re still alive. We carry
them on. So, at this time I’m gonna
call Gary Roberts, Gary Roberts,
a colleague of ours. He has done a
report for the Methodist Church on
Sand Creek. Gary?

(applause)
BISHOP ELAINE J.W. STANOVSKY: We’re here to listen
and to tell the truth about a tragic
chapter in American history. This is
an historic day when descendants of
the victims of a brutal act of violence and the descendants of those
responsible for the violence meet to
remember and to honor those who
were ruthlessly murdered in the Sand
Creek Massacre of 1864. And to
continue to learn to work together
in relationships that are of healing
historic wounds.
The 2012 General Conference
adopted a petition calling for a study
of the involvement and influence
of Methodist-Episcopal clergyman,
John M. Chivington; territorial governor and prominent layman, John
Evans; The Methodist Church, as
an institution; and other prominent
social, political, and religious leaders
of the time.
We’re honored by the presence
of Arapaho and Cheyenne tribal representatives today. And I’ll
introduce them to you. If you all
would be willing to stand up again
as you’re able, as I read your names:
Otto Braided Hair, who co-chaired
the advisory committee with me and
is a Northern Cheyenne descendant;
Steve Brady Jr., also a Northern
Cheyenne descendant; William
Walks Along, tribal administrator
of the Northern Cheyenne; Holda
Roundstone, a Northern Cheyenne
descendant; Gail Ridgely, a member
of the advisory committee and a
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Northern Arapaho descendant; William (Bill) Goggle, a Northern Arapaho spiritual leader; Scottie Sankey,
a Southern Arapaho Chief; Allen
Sutton, another Southern Arapaho
Chief; Elvin Kenrick, Southern
Arapaho Chief; Joe Big Medicine,
who led us a moment ago, a member of the advisory committee and
a Southern Cheyenne descendant;
Karen Little Coyote, a Southern
Cheyenne descendant; Dr. Henrietta
Mann, Southern Cheyenne descendant; and Max Bear of the Southern
Cheyenne. Did I miss anybody? I
don’t think so.

(applause)
The Council of Bishops appointed a joint advisory committee including four Cheyenne and Arapaho
descendants that you just met, and
four representatives of the church
with several invaluable consultants.
And I want to name those persons
for you. As I said, I co-chaired the
committee with Otto Braided Hair.
Bishop Sally Dyck, if you would
stand also, from the Chicago area;
Alfred Day Jr., the General Secretary of the Commission on General Commission on Archives and
History; and Stephen Sidorak from
the Office of Christian Unity and
Interreligious Concerns, who has
had to leave that office recently. And
then we were helped by consultants:
Bishop Mike McKee, who chairs
the Council of Bishops Leadership
Team on Justice and Reconciliation;
Robert Williams, former General
Secretary of Archives and History;
Dr. David Hollis, who is an historian
and consultant with the Northern
Cheyenne, who was unable to be
here for health reasons; Dr. Tom
Myer, who is also an historian and
consultant with the Northern Arapahos, unable to be here; and last, but
far from least, Judy Anderson, who’s
a member of First United Methodist
Church in Sheridan, Wyoming, who
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really has been the bridge that has
begun to build relationships between
the church and these descendant
tribes.
The advisory committee selected Gary L. Roberts as the research
historian and author of the report.
The bulk of our work was to, of the
committee’s work was to review and
comment on several drafts of the
report. Based upon the research, the
committee also wrote a petition to
continue healing work between the
descendant tribes and The United
Methodist Church. The Council
of Bishops brought that petition to
the General Conference and it was
adopted yesterday on the Consent
Calendar. So, the work will continue
beyond today.
The Church acknowledges the
Sand Creek Massacre–acknowledged the Sand Creek Massacre, as
Joe mentioned at the 1976 General
Conference, though only partially
and without complete and fully
accurate information. The General
Commission of Christian Unity and
Interreligious Concerns met with
descendants and traveled to the site
of the massacre in 2009. And the
bishops of the church called us to
this kind of engagement during the
acts of repentance in Tampa in 2012,
when we said together, to our native
and indigenous brothers and sisters,
we say, “We have destroyed your
way of life, dehumanized your people, degraded your cultures, along
with your dreams, your peace and
your great love for the land. Assaults
continue on your cultures, continuing to historic patterns of abuse:
the demeaning of your spirituality;
the questioning of your leadership;
the neglecting of critical issues of
hunger, health, employment and
sovereignty. We pray to God to give
us a new heart and a new spirit so
that we may truly repent of our grave
sins. We petition for forgiveness and
we work towards healing.”
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The committee and the Council
of Bishops offers this report to the
Cheyenne and Arapaho people, to
The United Methodist Church, and
to the community of all people who
seek to live in a good way. Now it’s
my pleasure to present to you, Dr.
Gary L. Roberts, author of Massacre
at Sand Creek: How Methodists Were
Involved in an American Tragedy.

(applause)
Sand Creek Author
Gary L. Roberts Speaks
GARY L. ROBERTS: Good
evening. The prophet Isaiah told
the ancient Hebrews that faith and
goodness are sustained by a very
small remnant, those few wise and
brave souls whose spirituality and
right action are placed above form
and tradition and rules of order and
self. Except for them Isaiah said,
“We should have been as Sodom
and we should have been like unto
Gomorrah.” I’m here today because
there are those within the church
who desire to make past wrongs
right, and because The United Methodist Church itself, by solemn action
in General Conference, is strong
enough to face its past. The report I
bring is both sobering and challenging. Sobering in what it reveals, and
challenging in whether or not it will
produce any ultimate good. What the
Methodist Church does with it after
all is up to you.
When we began this project
I listened to the concerns of the
members of the Joint Advisory Committee, including church leaders;
Cheyenne and Arapaho people of
Oklahoma, Wyoming, and Montana;
and professional historians, all of
whom help to define the parameters
of the study from their different
perspectives. I made it clear in response to them that I am a historian,
not an advocate, not an activist, that
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I would not write a brief for some
predetermined conclusions. Father
Francis Paul Prucha is a historian
who greatly influenced me, years
ago, wrote, that it is a historian’s role
not to care what the truth is; his only
concern must be with finding it. He
said that the historian’s job is “to
supply enlightenment, understanding, and perspective, and to provide
sound information on which balance
judgements can be made.” How well
I’ve succeeded I will leave to others
to decide. What I can say is that I
was fortunate to have the advice of
the committee who encouraged my
approach. It’s easy to justify or condemn any event, or person, or idea.
It is far more difficult to understand
them.
At dawn on the morning of November the 29th, 1864, a column of
Colorado volunteer cavalry, mostly
“one hundred day men,” struck a
village of Cheyenne and Arapahos
on Sand Creek in southeastern Colorado Territory. The attack quickly
deteriorated into indiscriminate
slaughter. Over much of the day that
followed, killing continued. Between
two-thirds and three-fourths of those
killed were women, children, and
the elderly; and when the killing
ended, scalping and mutilation of
the dead continued into the next day
when the village was burned and
the troops moved away. The events
were so brutal that entire companies
of attacking forces were repulsed by
them. Individual soldiers in other
companies simply refused to participate, and still other soldiers who
rode into the action were horrified by
the excesses.
Initially, the Sand Creek affair
was heralded as a great victory by the
citizens of Colorado, and the commanding officer, Colonel John Milton
Chivington, was proclaimed the hero.
Denver celebrated. Local theaters
displayed strings of scalps on their
stages along with three small chil-

Wednesday Evening Proceedings

dren as trophies and other gory booty
from the attack. News of the attack
was celebrated and other newspapers,
especially in Western territories and
states. But within a matter of days,
a darker story emerged. Reports
circulated of the atrocities committed at Sand Creek, but perhaps
more damming was the fact that the
village attacked was there because
there have been promised safety. The
Sand Creek attack was a violation
of plighted faith and carried out by
the man who was responsible for the
Cheyennes and Arapahos being there
in the first place.
In the midst of the bloodiest war
in American history with thousands
of soldiers North and South dying
every day, the Sand Creek Massacre
led to the debate in both houses of
Congress as well as investigations
by two congressional committees
and the military commission. Both
the Congress and the military condemned what happened there in the
harshest of terms. The governor of
Colorado and the commissioner of
Indian affairs were both removed
from office. The great victory that
was supposed to have saved Colorado from the Indians set off an Indian
war along the overland routes and
cost an estimated 30 million dollars.
At The Treaty of the Little
Arkansas negotiated with the
Cheyennes and Arapahos in October
1865, the government acknowledged
its responsibility for the Sand Creek
Massacre and agreed to pay reparations to the survivors and the families of the victims of Sand Creek.
The shadow of the massacre hungover federal Indian policy, military
operations in the West and the Indian
reform movement for twenty-five
years and more.
The Cheyenne Creek encampment had been a “chiefs’ village.”
It was a bold experiment that the
tribes were watching. The majority of the Cheyennes and Arapahos
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were skeptical of the government’s
intentions and chose to wait and see
what would happen to those who had
responded to invitation to come in.
The attack destroyed whatever trust
remained within the tribes. Thirteen
members of the Cheyenne Council
of Forty-Four and four soldier chiefs
were killed at Sand Creek. The Arapaho peacemaker, Left Hand, died of
wounds sustained at Sand Creek and
at least two others, Arapaho chiefs,
were killed. Sand Creek affectively
destroyed the Cheyenne political
structure and helped to further divide
the northern and southern bands. It
was a historical trauma of profound
effects and a symbol of a failure of
the United States in its relationships
to indigenous people.
“Now what has any of this to do
with Methodists?” you may ask.
First, Governor Evans, the
governor of Colorado and ex-officio
superintendent of Indian affairs was
a prominent Methodist layman, one
of the founders of Northwestern University, and later, of the University
of Denver. He was a close personal
friend of Bishop Matthew Simpson,
and well known for his philanthropy. He was also responsible for the
failed Indian policy in Colorado. He
wanted a railroad through Colorado
and attempted the force all of the
Cheyennes and Arapahos onto a
small reserve, originally intended
for only a few southern bands. His
efforts to deal with the tribes were
feeble at best, and when trouble did
arise he panicked and read impending doom into every rumor and
event. John Evans policies pave the
road to Sand Creek.
Second, Colonel John Milton
Chivington, the commander of the
Military District of Colorado was
a Methodist minister, formerly
the presiding elder of the Rocky
Mountain District, who “located”
in order to become an officer in the
First Colorado Cavalry. He received
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praise for his role in the New Mexico
campaign against the confederate
invasion in 1862, and thereafter was
driven largely by personal ambition.
By 1864 he was out of favor with
his superior officers and distrusted
even by Governor Evans. He was the
mastermind of Sand Creek. He ruthlessly planned and carried out the
attack even though he knew that the
Cheyennes and Arapahos were there
under promises of protection until
understandings could be reached.
Third, while the government and
public opinion damns Sand Creek,
the response of The Methodist
Episcopal Church to Sand Creek was
tepid best. When the investigations
began, a group of Colorado ministers
publicly endorsed Colonel Chivington’s attack. Bishop Simpson works
vigorously to save Governor Evans’
job. Bishop Calvin Kingsley warned
against a sentimental view of Indians
offered by critics, and the Methodist
press was divided by its opinion of
Chivington while strongly supporting Governor Evans. Neither Chivington nor Evans was ever called to
account in any way by the church
for their roles in the Sand Creek
Massacre. The report also explores
the church’s involvement in Indian
missions and policy during the nineteenth century.
In summary, the report concludes that Sand Creek was a serious
breach of faith attended by atrocities
of most egregious kinds, that John
Evans was responsible for the polities that led directly to Sand Creek,
that John M. Chivington carried
out that attack, largely as a result of
his personal ambitions and that the
Methodist Church failed to address
the issues raised by the massacre.
Choosing to support the social,
economic, and political agendas of
manifest destiny over the core principles of the gospel.
Now, I’m confident of the historical validity of these conclusions,

Wednesday Evening Proceedings

which are presented with the approval of the Joint Advisory Committee.
I’ve made no effort to suggest
what The United Methodist Church
should do with the report. That is for
the church to decide. I do suggest,
however, that there are lessons
here that are profoundly important
not only to the Cheyennes and the
Arapahos who are the descendants of
the victims of Sand Creek, but also
to the experience of the indigenous
people more broadly.
Sand Creek massacre is not
merely a historical relic some
moment in time to be passed over
quickly because it is embarrassed
or forgotten for the same reason.
It’s not something to be rationalized
away. It touches upon issues that
are as ancient as human experience
itself and is relevant as today’s
headlines. It is a measure of humanity’s struggle to come to grips with
what matters. I confess, as well,
that this study not only enlarged my
understanding and perspective on
this tragic subject, but also it left
me with new questions, unanswered
questions, troubling questions, that
mean that my personal quest under
Sand Creek is not yet complete. It
means broadening my perspective.
It means following a path of humility. It means learning to listen, truly
listen. It means learning and respecting other ways of seeing. It means a
better steward of my own prejudices,
fears, character, and worldview. It
means realizing that I am cut from
the same cloth as other human beings, past and present, and mindful
that evil acts are not confined to the
wicked. It means recognizing my
own rationalizations and sharing my
doubts. I know that what happened
at Sand Creek was terribly wrong.
What I need to understand is why it
happened and what lessons may be
learned from it. It is not by chance
that this study leaves hard questions
unanswered, that is a way of knowl-
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edge. While The United Methodist
Church’s response to this report is
not for me to decide, I hope that
there are lessons to be found here
that will help the church not only to
come to grips with the past, but also
to find a sacred way to what is right
and just in dealing with all people
everywhere.
Early in the attack on the village
at Sand Creek, a woman was struck
by soldier bullets as she ran up the
creek with family members and
friends. As she fell dying into the
sand, she shouted to those fleeing
around her, “Do not forget us.” That
is my admonition to you. Listen,
learn, and do not forget. Thank you
very much.

(applause)
BISHOP ELAINE J.W. STANOVSKY: Each one of our guests
has their own story about this history
and how it affected their lives and
their people. Some of us will get to
enjoy some of their stories this evening at a dinner with the Council of
Bishops. But right now, we’d like to
invite William Walks Along to share.

(pause)
Hands Extended in Friendship
WILLIAM WALKS ALONG:
I am Honé He-Veh, Wolf Chief, a
Sand Creek descendant and Northern Cheyenne tribal member. I was
uncertain what to say to so many
people of prayer, children of God.
I believe that if my thoughts and
behavior divides us, then it is not of
Maheo, the Creator. If it unites us,
it is of Maheo, the eternal Creator.
As Sand Creek descendants, we are
chosen not to become disinterested
in occurrences that happened long
ago to our Cheyenne and the Arapaho people, which in my opinion,
means that if we are disinterested, it
is the same as self-inflicted culture
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genocide. I feel it’s necessary for
tribal leaders to return and continue to utilize the strong foundations
of our traditional ways for leading
our Indian nations. We, as Indian
people respect other people. I do not
believe in imposing our beliefs on
others. We tell our children and our
grandchildren to have courage when
facing racism and bigotry because
we can continue to help create the
conditions that allow the history and
culture of our people to flourish. It is
kindness that melts misunderstanding, mistrust, and hostility. These are
the ways that are taught to us by our
tribal elders.
I humbly stand in support of
the Northern Cheyenne descendant’s mission statement to provide
awareness in healing of the Sand
Creek massacre through education
and culture; to protect, preserve and
maintain the ways and values at
Cheyenne; preventing further cultural devastation to the Northern Cheyenne people. I know deep down in
our soul, in their souls, our Southern
Cheyenne, Northern and Southern
Arapaho allies hold the same beliefs
which guide them. Although the
Sand Creek massacre is considered a
horrendous crime against humanity,
as depicted in Dr. Robert’s report,
the tribal allies I have worked with
on Sand Creek issues have chosen not engage in bitter, abusively
critical denunciation of the Government-sponsored careless acts against
the Cheyenne and Arapaho people.
Further, we now extend our
hands in friendship to the Methodist
Church and seek total justice. In
other words, for it is possible if we
think and work together because we
want to, because we have developed
the measure of trust, respect and
honor for each other. This kind of
justice in the eternal moral principle
which no power or human influence
can impair. How we live from today
and into the future as human beings
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that worship the one and same God
will demonstrate what we value
most. And we will intuitively know
that each of us can do more rather
than alone.
I declare that there is a movement to restore the human dignity of
our Indian nations, and to ensure the
survival of our future generations of
Cheyenne and Arapaho people. Our
past, present and future Sand Creek
descendants will be able to leave
a profound imprint on the course
of history which will outlast our
lifetimes. Although November 29,
1864, can never be erased from the
memory of our people, we can share
our humanity, our essence, with the
coming generations, including the
Methodist Church, and especially the
larger world. There can be understanding, trust, respect, and honor for
each other. A tribal elder shared with
me years ago, “Be careful when you
deal with the souls of human beings,
at places of great sorrow, you are
treading on sacred ground.” So let us
not get caught up in small-minded
struggles. For security, let us not be
afraid to take good risks. Together,
let us discover the treasures we can
learn from hardships and from the
deeds and misdeeds of our fellow
human beings. May Maheo guide us
and grant us wisdom, and may all of
you and your families, live in peace
and free from violence. A ho. I’m
William Walks Along. Thank you.

(applause)
BISHOP STANOVSKY: I invite
those bishops who have gifts to present, to present them to our guests. To
the Creator of All and the Source of
All Life, lead us on a path of peace.

(Bishops presenting gifts)
BISHOP PARK: I would like
to ask the body, would you please
stand and once again express your
appreciation for the witness that we
heard in solidarity of hurt and pain
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that our church inflicted upon our
brothers and sisters in the Native
American community by the Sand
Creek Massacre.

(applause)
BISHOP PARK: We will soon
move on to closing worship, but even
at this moment a reflection of what
we heard, I’d like to ask the body to
be in silent prayer.

(Silent prayer)
BISHOP PARK: Amen.
I would like to express my personal appreciation for your graciousness and patience and willing to walk
together in reflection of who we are,
beloved community. And, we are not
perfect, but we are on a journey. And
you are willing to be partners in this
journey together. I deeply, deeply
appreciate your spirit of oneness in
cooperation moving on.
Now, I also would like to
express my deep appreciation for
my colleagues, Bishop Weaver, and
Bishop Carcaño in supporting me
and also expressed appreciation for
the staff, General Secretary, and
others who helped me move along
according to the agenda. I deeply
appreciate it. And, my colleagues
behind prayed for me and I heard
many, many of my friends, family,
and conference and God’s people
prayed not only for me but for this
General Conference. We are indeed,
surrounded by God’s people by their
prayers.
So at this point, I would like
to ask General Secretary to make
announcements.
L. FITZGERALD REIST: I have
a request. Occasionally, someone
sends a note up here about behavior
that is inappropriate and I have such
a note in front of me that some members of the delegations are making
loud and disrespectful remarks. My
request is that you sign those papers,
so I know where they are coming
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from, and you identify the people
who are behaving inappropriately, so
that I may approach them. Because I
don’t like addressing the whole body
about behavior that is limited to a
few. We are, at least we say we are,
sisters and brothers in Christ. When I
was a child, I called my sister names.
Now that I am an adult, I don’t call
her names. I am grateful that I have
her love and that she has mine. I
would ask us all to grow perfect in
love. The only perfection to which
we are called as United Methodists is
perfection in love. Thank you.

(applause)
BISHOP PARK: Now we are
ready to move on to closing worship and let me offer these words of
blessing.
O God, bless us and keep us,
make your face shine upon us and
be gracious to us, and turn your face
toward us, toward this General Conference, toward our beloved church,
and toward this broken world.
And grant us justice in the harmed
communities, healing the places
of brokenness, courage to right the
wrong, and love in our hearts, hope
in our common future journey, and
shalom. In the name of the Triune
God, the Creator, the Redeemer, and
the Sustainer. Let the church say
“Amen.”
NDJUNGU: You shine with unending love, O Lord, but when fear
and sorrow overwhelm, hold us with
your mercy.

(music)
In our hunger and emptiness,
you feed us and fill us, O Lord, but
when we are trapped by indecision
and bad decision, teach us your
wisdom.

(music)
In our desperation and helplessness, you hear us and help us,
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O Lord, but when we are frozen by
evil’s chill, send us good summer.

patterns of destructive behavior. A
few weeds can take over an unintended plot of land. Jesus warns us
to fill our lives with words, actions,
events, and people that sanctify our
lives.
LAURA JAQUITH BARTLETT:
And again I invite you take out
your prayer beads, or whatever you
choose to hold, as we pray together.
With each bead, I will ask us to open
our hearts so that we might receive
the nourishment of God’s love. Let
us pray together.
God, open our hearts to pray for
the day that has been, for the stories
we have heard, for the tears that have
been shed.

(music)
RINI HERNANDEZ: (speaking
in Spanish)
KENNETH LIVINGSTON:
Hear these words from our daily
prayer guide, written by Bishop
James Swanson, Sr.
Planting a garden requires that
the gardener prepare the soil, clearing it of vegetation that would hinder
the growth of the crop to be planted
and grown. For the crops on-going protection, the gardener must
constantly guard against weeds that
grow up and seek to rob the plants
of the necessary nutrients needed for
their maturity.
Weeds that destroy life and
plants that nourish life grow in the
same plot of land if the owner of the
garden does not diligently tend to the
garden.
During a 60 Minutes interview
with Holocaust survivor, Yehiel
Dinur, who testified at the 1960 trial
of Adolph Eichmann, Mike Wallace
asked Dinur why he cried and then
collapsed to the floor at the trial.
Dinur explained that his reaction
was not what he had anticipated.
Although Eichmann personified evil,
the encounter made Dinur realize
that sin and evil are the natural
human condition. “I was afraid about
myself,” Dinur concluded. “I saw
that I am capable to do this. … I am
. . . exactly like he.”
Dinur’s words spoken fifty-six
years ago still ring true today. If we
do not tend our lives, we can allow
evil to grow where we intended
holiness. Evil, like weeds, actively
seeks a place to dwell and flourish.
When we stop tending our lives, we
become welcome homes for evil. We
often think of people like Eichmann
and others as “evil.” However, our
foibles are more than little missteps
without consequences. They build

(music)
God open our hearts to pray for
our families, friends, our congregations. Open our hearts to pray also
for the family, friends and congregations of those whom we will never
meet.

(music)
God, open our hearts to pray for
all whose work we rarely see, for all
who work, or watch, or weep while
we sleep.

(music)
God, open our hearts to pray for
the earth and all that sustains us.

(music)
God, open our hearts and fill
them up with your love so that we
might be completely delivered from
all evil. We pray now your familiar prayer, sung by your children,
around the world.

(music)
We have just prayed that the
God of the universe would deliver
us from evil. But we know through
Jesus Christ, that God has already
heard our prayer, and has already
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given us the means of salvation from
all evil. Jesus is our savior, our protector, our solid rock that never fails.
Hallelujah!

(music)
LAURA JAQUITH BARTLETT: As you go into the evening,
know that you stand on the solid
rock of Jesus Christ.
ALL: Jesus is our rock.
TYREE: Know that you are
washed in the lifesaving waters of
baptism.
ALL: Jesus is our rock.
NDJUNGU: Know that you
go with the protection of the Holy
Spirit.
ALL: Jesus is our Savior.
BARTLETT: And, know that
you go with the passionate, limitless,
life-changing love of our God, who
is good.
ALL: Goodness is stronger than
evil. Amen.

(music)
Thursday Morning,
May 19, 2016
MATTHEW THOMAS MIOFSKY (Missouri): Come as you are.
JOANN YOON FUKUMOTO
(California Pacific): No need to
pack a suitcase.
MIOFSKY: Come as you are.
FUKUMOTO: You have all the
gifts you need.
MIOFSKY: Come as you are.
FUKUMOTO: From every
nation and continent.
BOTH SPEAKERS: We are
getting ready to be sent by Christ.
MIOFSKY: You have come
from mountain ranges.
FUKUMOTO: And from
sweeping plains and prairies.
MIOFSKY: You have come
from windy deserts.
FUKUMOTO: And from bustling coastal cities.

MIOFSKY: You have come
from vast savannahs.
FUKUMOTO: And from wooden hills and valleys.
BOTH SPEAKERS: We are
getting ready to be sent by Christ.
FUKUMOTO: You come with
gifts of preaching and teaching.
MIOFSKY: And God is calling
you to share them.
FUKUMOTO: And you come
with gifts for music, dance, and
singing.
MIOFSKY: And God is calling
you to share them.
FUKUMOTO: You come with
gifts for nurturing children, caring
for the dying, advocating for the vulnerable, administering finances.
MIOFSKY: And God is calling
you to share them.
BOTH SPEAKERS: We are
getting ready to be sent by Christ.
MIOFSKY: You have seen and
heard amazing things.
FUKUMOTO: Now it’s your
turn to preach good news.
MIOFSKY: You have witnessed
God’s all conquering love.
FUKUMOTO: Now it’s your
turn to proclaim the kingdom.
MIOFSKY: You have been
transformed by the holy one.
FUKUMOTO: Now it’s your
turn to make others whole.
BOTH SPEAKERS: We are
getting ready to be sent by Christ.

(music)
JODI LYNN CATALDO (Dakotas): God of love, through your
word we see the greatness of your
love for those who are lost and in
need. God of compassion, through
your word you teach us how to be
compassionate to others. God of
light, through your word you show
us how to share your light with
those in darkness. God of all the
world, we pray that the Scripture we
are about to hear will nourish us as
we follow your call to seek the lost
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sheep, to share justice and peace
among all your people. Open our
hearts, our minds, and our souls that
we may respond to your gracious
promise with faithfulness, service,
and love. We pray this in the name
of our one shepherd, Christ Jesus.
Amen.
CHRISTINE SCHNEIDEROESCH (Switzerland-France-North
Africa): (simultaneous interpretation) And the twelve Jesus sent out
with the following instructions, ‘Go
nowhere among the Gentiles, and enter no town of the Samarians, but go
rather to the lost sheep of the house
of Israel. As you go, proclaim the
good news. The kingdom of heaven
has come near.
MILLICENT YAMBASU
(Sierra Leona): Cure the sick, raise
the dead, cleanse the lepers, cast out
demons. You received without payment, give without payment. Seek no
gold or silver or copper in your belts,
no bag for your journey or two tunics
or sandals or a staff. For laborers
deserve their food.
ALFRED NJAU (Tanzania):
(speaking in Kiswahili)
RITA CURIMENHA (Western
Angola): (speaking in Portuguese)

(video presentation)
BISHOP JOHN K. YAMBASU:
Let us pray.
Guide me, oh thou Great Jehovah. Pilgrim through this barren
land. I am weak but thou art mighty.
Hold me with thy powerful hand.
Amen.
Friends, coming from Africa,
and for that matter from a poor
family background, I know through
and through what poverty is. I have
slept with it, and I have woken up
with it. As a child, I went to school
with tattered uniforms, and often
without shoes. I was severally driven
from school for nonpayment of
fees. Countless times, I went to bed
without food.
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As a missionary working in
sub-Sahara Africa, I have not only
experience poverty, but for almost
ten years, I had to wrestle with it.
Today, as bishop of the church and
working in my own home country,
Sierra Leone, I live side-by-side with
poverty and misery. Friends, poverty
is not good. Poverty is evil. The poor
have no dignity. The poor have no
identity. The poor have no friends.
The poor have no voice. Poverty is
evil.
Our world today, my friends, is
perfect place turned upside-down.
And each day our world is becoming
a more and more hostile place to
live. It is estimated that one in every
100 people in our world are either on
the run or living in life-threatening
circumstances. Each year, around
the world, six million children under
the age of five die from preventable
diseases. And Jesus says, “Heal the
sick. Cleanse the lepers.”
In Assad’s Syria, it is estimated that the total of about se—five
point seven million people have
been uprooted and they helplessly
wander around as refugees seeking
for a place to dwell in with Europe,
Turkey, and Germany hosting the
most number of refugees. It is also
estimated that thousands more have
been mass-murdered by the horrific
carnage caused by Vladamir Putin’s
air raids. And yet we hear Jesus say,
“Proclaim the good news.”
In Africa, about a million
people, mostly young men, die each
year in the open seas while trying to
escape poverty by crossing the Mediterranean in search of li—a decent
living in Europe.
BISHOP JOHN K. YAMBASU:
And yet we hear Jesus say, “Proclaim the good news.”
In Africa, about a million
people, mostly young men, die each
year in the open seas while trying to
escape poverty by crossing the Mediterranean in search of decent living
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in Europe. It is also estimated that
a million more, mostly women and
children, die each year as a result of
preventable and treatable diseases
such as war, poverty, draught, and
lack of clean drinking water. And
Jesus commands, “Proclaim the
good news.”
In Asia, thousands of migrants
are enslaved, misused, and sexually
abused each year in their attempt
to find a living and support their
families back home. And Jesus calls,
“Proclaim the good news. Cast out
demons.”
In Palestine, it is estimated that
about 750,000 people have been
forcefully uprooted from their ancestral homes since 1948, not counting
the thousands who continue to be
decimated by horrific Israeli weapons, bombs, missiles, and shells that
blow up men and women and children with a quarter of the fatalities
being children. And Jesus says, “Go
to the lost sheep.”
Friends, we live in a world
where the cries of the needy and the
lost call us to attention day by day,
but we are too busy, too busy to pay
heed to their cries. We pass by on
the other side. In our text for today,
Jesus is very specific in the objectives that the church is called to accomplished. Heal the sick, raise the
dead, cleanse the lepers, and cast out
demons. In other words, caring for
the poor and needy—the helpless,
the hopeless, the outcast, and the
marginalized in our society must occupy the center stage of the church’s
agenda. The church is called to shut
down every force of inequality and
oppression and injustice in all its
shapes and forms. Anything less is
unacceptable.
Dietrich Bonhoeffer, one of my
most admired theologians had this to
say, “The church is the church only
when it lives its lives for others.”
And John Wesley, the founder of
Methodism calls this spiritual ho-
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liness, caring for the strangers, for
the poor, the orphans, and those who
have been pushed to the margins of
life. The United Methodist Church,
my friends, is called to go out, and I
want somebody to say, “Go out!”
ALL: Go out!
BISHOP YAMBASU: Go out!
ALL: Go out!
BISHOP YAMBASU: Yes,
church, we are called to go out! Go
out of the four walls of our churches.
Go out of our pews. Go out of our
comfort zones. Go outside of ourselves. Go into our neighborhoods,
into the world, let the world become
our parish. Go and rescue the perishing. Go and care for the dying. But
no, we have become too comfortable
sitting within. We have become
encapsulated with the warmth and
comfort of the four walls of our air
conditioned church buildings and
don’t care the hell what happens
outside these walls.

(applause)
Friends, beneath the logo of
our denomination are inscribed the
words, “Open hearts, open minds,
and open doors.” I tell you what, I
love that motto, but I have a problem with it, because for far too long
we have spoken about open hearts,
and yet our church is still where it
is today. We go to the same church
and we sit in the same pews, but our
hearts are never open to one another.
We see each other differently. We sit
together but we are afraid of each
other. We have become nothing but
enemies in the pews. I am fed up!

(noise from floor)
What the church needs now is
no longer open hearts but compassionate hearts. We do not just need
a heart that sympathize but hearts
that empathize, hearts that move us
to compassionate action, hearts that
will move us to look at the next man
in the pew and say to him, as Joseph
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said to his brothers, “You are my
brother and you are my sister.”

(applause)
For far too long we have spoken
of open minds and yet our denomination is still where it is. I am
totally fed up! I am fed up! What
The United Methodist Church needs
now, it’s no longer open hands. We
need engaging minds. Friends, we
need to engage each other! We need
to embrace each other! We need to
sit down and talk! We need to talk to
each other!

(applause)
Red and yellow, black and
white, poor and rich, haves and
have-nots, gay or straight, bisexual
or homosexual, polygamists, we all
need to engage one another!

(applause)
For far too long, for far too long,
we have spoken about open doors,
but if I may ask, “How really open
are our church doors?” We open our
doors to usher in those who are like
us, and we close our doors to keep
out those who are not like us. Sometimes while the church door is open,
the doors of our hearts, the doors
of the hearts of those within who
worship remain closed to each other.
I don’t know about you, church, but
I am really fed up. And here is my
prescription. Let us dismantle our
doors. Somebody said dismantle the
doors. Dismantle the doors so that all
can come and go in and worship his
or her God. That is the worldwide
church that we are talking about.
The story, in Africa, we tell a
lot of stories. The story is told of an
aircraft on a long hard flight to a distant destination. On board the flight
was a passenger who has managed to
sneak into his carry-on bag a number
of snakes. About midair, the snakes
broke loose. There was pandemoni-

um in the plane. The pilot called the
control tower and said to the man,
“We are in jeopardy. I need permission for emergency landing because
people are dying.” And the man at the
control tower responded, “Emergency landing refused. You will endanger
the lives of the passengers if you
land now. Increase your altitude. Fly
higher. Fly higher. Fly higher. Fly
higher!” “Excuse me sir,” said the pilot, “I have, to my credit, twenty-five
years of flying experience. You only
need to give me the permission, and
I will land the plane to safety.” And
the man at the control tower responded, “Permission denied. Increase
your altitude,” he says again. While
realizing the futility of his argument,
the pilot consented and increased
his altitude and one by one, as he
climbs up and up into the air, the
snakes became weaker and weaker
and weaker until they could function
no more. And the snake owner took
all of them, put them back into the
baggage, and lugged them off. And
there was perfect calm.
Well, you may not know the
reason behind this, but scientists
have proved that reptiles will only
survive at a certain altitude. Above
that, they die.
Friends, our United Methodist
Church is faced today with a dilemma, the dilemma of human sexuality.
BISHOP JOHN YAMBASU:
And I cannot come through my sermon without speaking to this issue.
We need to do two things, just two.
First, we have to listen to the man
at the control tower. Don’t tell me
we don’t have the man at the control
tower. We do! All pilots know that
the lives and the lives of the passengers and the aircraft are being
controlled by the man at the control
tower. And any attempt not to pay
heed to his instructions will lead to
disaster.
Being bishop for forty, for forty
years or so, cannot get us out of this
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dilemma. Being born and raised in
The United Methodist Church cannot
out get us out of this dilemma. No
amount of theologizing can get out
of this mess. And the mess, by the
way, we got to sit and talk. United
Methodists, we got a man at the
control tower. The man who has the
whole world in his hands, the man
who sets the bounds of the seas that
he can never pass. The man who has
the power to bring under his perfect
control the fear that has engulfed our
denomination. The man who has the
power and authority to fix things in
ways we can never think or imagine.
And I guess you know that man, who
is he?
ALL: Jesus.
BISHOP YAMBASU: Jesus.
Who is he?
ALL: Jesus.
BISHOP YAMBASU: Jesus,
friends is the man at the control tower. Let us listen to him. We have not
done a lot of listening.
The second thing we need as
a church to increase our spiritual
altitude. We need to increase our
spiritual altitude. In Acts Chapter 4,
St. Luke tells of the arrest of the two
most important leaders of the early
church, Peter and John. And for a
moment it seemed that that was going to be the end of the church. But
let me tell you what the disciples did.
They refused to be shackled by their
circumstances. They went on their
knees. They went on their knees, and
they called on the man at the control
tower. And just in case you’ve not
read that, this is what verse 31 of
Acts Chapter 4 says, “And when they
had prayed.” Somebody say “when
they had prayed.”
ALL: When they had prayed.
BISHOP YAMBASU: And
when they had prayed, the Bible
says the place where they were
meeting was shaking. And they
were all filled with the Holy Spirit
and spoke the word with, the word

Daily Edition Vol. 4, No. 10

boldly. Church, we need to shake
this place. We need to shake our
churches. We need to torment God
with our prayers and give us sleepless nights until we can look at each
other in the face and say, “We are
brothers and we are sisters.” Friends,
great and impossible things happen
when we pray. I believe we have not
prayed enough. And I know that if
this was in Africa, I would invite all
of you to spend another one hour
just praying here before we leave,
but I understand that international
(unintelligible).

(laughter)
BISHOP YAMBASU: I know
that jurisdictions and annual conferences have invested huge time and
dollars in addressing this matter. I
know the Council of Bishops have
met more than a dozen times to address this matter. I know the church
has paid thousands if not millions
of dollars in conversations around
this matter. And I know thousands
more of precious dollars would still
have to be spent. But let me ask,
how much time have we invested
in prayer? How much time have we
invested in prayer? We just think
we can fix it. We have not prayed
enough and until we really call on
the man at the control tower, we are
only fooling ourselves that we can
fix it. We cannot by our own.
At the North Carolina Annual
Conference in June last year, Bishop
Hope Morgan Ward and myself
preached a joint sermon on Matthew,
Chapter 25. It is that part of Scripture that talks about the sheep and
the goats. And some good preachers
has referred to that passage as the
Great Judgement. But to me, this
text is not really about judgement, it
is about the miracle of God and the
miracle of life in God. The miracle
of seeing Christ in one another, the
miracle of abundant life for all who
receive and for all who give. It is
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about being faithful to Christ, called
to be there for the poor and for the
needy in our world, to be there for
those who have been pushed to the
margins of life and to be there for
those who are not like us. This miracle, my friends, only happens when
we free ourselves of the ease and
plenty and comfort and go out to the
other side of life.
It was passion, friends, that
caused Jesus to leave his comfort in
heaven to come down on earth, but
it was compassion that caused him
to shamefully die upon the wooden
cross for you and for me, thereby
putting our sins upon himself. Yes,
it was passion that caused Simon of
Cyrene to move to the scene where
Jesus was carrying the cross. But it
was compassion that caused him to
take the cross from Jesus and carry
it upon himself. I am talking about
passion with compassion. Friends,
The United Methodist Church is
called by Christ to dismantle the
demons of poverty and injustice.
The demons of racism and tribalism,
the demons of hate and wars and
disease. The demons of hunger and
deprivation. The demons of all sorts
of inequalities in our world. We are
called to do so with passion. But
even more so, we must do so with
compassion. Therefore, go. In the
name of the Father, and of the Son,
and of the Holy Spirit. Amen.

(applause)
Commissioning of Missionaries
THOMAS KEMPER (General
Secretary, General Board of Global
Ministries): They heard the voice
of God calling, “Whom shall I send,
and who will go for us?” And, each
of the new twenty-nine missionaries we commission today replied,
“Here I am. Send me.” They come
from many places and go to many
lands, taking the gospel of Jesus
Christ from everywhere to every-
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where. Some will preach and teach.
Others will provide or administer
health care, work with youth, build
networks, or promote sustainable
agriculture. They are not saviors.
They are spirit-led servants. They are
sent on behalf of The United Methodist Church and as a sign of our
commitment to be engaged in God’s
mission, in God’s mission for the
transformation of the world. Please
offer your silent prayers of support
as we present these women and men
who have made themselves available
to God, and the church, in mission in
such a time as this.
JUDY CHUNG (General Board
of Global Ministries): Patrick Abro.
CATHY WHITLATCH (General
Board of Global Ministries): Michael Arteen.
CHUNG: A. Broncano.
WHITLATCH: Douglas Childress.
CHUNG: Külli Tõniste.
WHITLATCH: Eden Fletcher.
CHUNG: Leo Garcia.
WHITLATCH: Florence Kaying.
CHUNG: John Nday.
WHITLATCH: Hector Laporta.
CHUNG: David McCormick.
WHITLATCH: Elizabeth McCormick.
CHUNG: Jennifer Moore.
WHITLATCH: Jean Mwenze.
CHUNG: Jim Purdue.
WHITLATCH: Marcel Sachou.
CHUNG: Desiree Segura-April.
WHITLATCH: Josh Van.
CHUNG: Aaron Vandersommers.
WHITLATCH: Mary Vandersommers.
CHUNG: Ryan Williams.
WHITLATCH: Stacey Williams.
CHUNG: D. Yang.
WHITLATCH: Mike Zdorow.
CHUNG: Henri Zombil.
WHITLATCH: Jennifer
Henneman.
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CHUNG: Amy Purdom.
WHITLATCH: Linda Stransky.
CHUNG: Anna Troy.

(video)
(applause)
BISHOP HOPE MORGAN
WARD: Friends in Christ, you have
responded to God’s call to mission
service and have gone through a
process of discernment and training. I
ask you now, do you believe you have
been led by the Holy Spirit to do this
work and all that comes with it?
CANDIDATES: I do.
BISHOP WARD: Will you pray,
study the Scriptures, and the sign of
the times as you connect with people
in God’s mission?
CANDIDATES: I will.
BISHOP WARD: Will you do
your work in love and humility, with
integrity and sincerity, and in the
spirit of hope and solidarity, under
the inspiration of the triune God?
CANDIDATES: With God by
my side, I will.
BISHOP WARD: Holy Spirit,
you have led these women and men
to this moment. We, their brothers
and sisters, give thanks for the gifts
that they freely offer to the world.
We give thanks, O Spirit, for the
gifts with which you have anointed
each one of us, the gifts of teaching,
of healing, of preaching. Thank you
for the gifts of music, of poetry, of
truth-telling. Thank you for the gifts
of passion, of courage, of commitment that these missionaries bring
to their ministry. We pray that each
of us will join with them to offer our
own gifts to work together in your
name. Amen.

(music)
BISHOP WARD: Patrick, I
commission you to take the gospel
of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the
world. Amen.

BISHOP JOHN YAMABSU:
Michael, I commission you to take
the gospel of our Lord, Jesus Christ,
into all the world. Amen.
BISHOP HEE-SOO JUNG:
Angie, I commission you to take the
gospel of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into
all the world. Amen.
BISHOP WARD: Daniel, I
commission you to take the gospel
of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the
world. Amen.
BISHOP YAMABSU: Eden, I
commission you to take the gospel
of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the
world. Amen.
BISHOP JUNG: Leo, I commission you to take the gospel of our
Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the world.
Amen.
BISHOP WARD: Josh, I commission you to take the gospel of our
Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the world.
Amen.
BISHOP YAMABSU: Florence,
I commission you to take the gospel
of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the
world. Amen.
BISHOP JUNG: Hector, I commission you to take the gospel of our
Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the world.
Amen.
BISHOP WARD: Jim, I commission you to take the gospel of our
Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the world.
Amen.
BISHOP YAMABSU: John, I
commission you to take the gospel
of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the
world. Amen.
BISHOP JUNG: Jean, I commission you to take the gospel of our
Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the world.
Amen.
BISHOP WARD: Elizabeth, I
commission you to take the gospel
of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the
world. Amen.
BISHOP YAMABSU: Jennifer,
I commission you to take the gospel
of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the
world. Amen.
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BISHOP JUNG: Desiree, I
commission you to take the gospel
of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the
world. Amen.
BISHOP WARD: David, I commission you to take the gospel of our
Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the world.
Amen.
BISHOP YAMABSU: Sachou,
I commission you to take the gospel
of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the
world. Amen.
BISHOP JUNG: Ryan, I commission you to take the gospel of our
Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the world.
Amen.
BISHOP WARD: Külli, I commission you to take the gospel of our
Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the world.
Amen.
BISHOP YAMABSU: Aaron, I
commission you to take the gospel
of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the
world. Amen.
BISHOP JUNG: Stacey, I commission you to take the gospel of our
Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the world.
Amen.
BISHOP WARD: Douglas, I
commission you to take the gospel
of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the
world. Amen.
BISHOP YAMABSU: Mary, I
commission you to take the gospel
of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the
world. Amen.
BISHOP JUNG: Mike, I commission you to take the gospel of our
Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the world.
Amen.
BISHOP WARD: Henri, I commission you to take the gospel of our
Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the world.
Amen.
BISHOP YAMABSU: Jennifer,
I commission you to take the gospel
of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the
world. Amen.
BISHOP JUNG: Amy, I commission you to take the gospel of our
Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the world.
Amen.
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BISHOP WARD: Linda, I commission you to take the gospel of our
Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the world.
Amen.
BISHOP YAMABSU: Anna, I
commission you to take the gospel
of our Lord, Jesus Christ, into all the
world. Amen.

(music, applause)
DEBRA TYREE: When you
hear the word, “go” in English,
respond by shouting “Go!” in your
first language.
BISHOP JOHN K. YAMBASU:
In the name of God, go!
ALL: Go!
BISHOP HOPE MORGAN
WARD: And as you are going, be
witnesses to the resurrected Christ.
For the love of Christ, go!
ALL: Go!
TYREE: And as you are going,
stop to kneel and wash the feet of
those with whom you serve.
BISHOP HEE-SOO JUNG: On
the wings of the Holy Spirit, go!
ALL: Go!
TYREE: And as you are going,
be a comfort to those who have
found no comfort. Go!
ALL: Go!
TYREE: And as you are going
...
BISHOP YAMBASU: Carry
with you the strength and wisdom of
the creator God.
BISHOP WARD: Carry with
you the love of Christ as found in
bread and wine made new.
BISHOP JUNG: Carry with you
the fire and the passion of the Holy
Spirit. Go!
ALL: Go!

(music)
(applause)
BISHOP ROBERT T. HOSHIBATA: Good morning, Church.
ALL: Good morning.
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BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Good
morning, General Conference.
ALL: Good morning.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: We’re
gonna take about a five-minute, let’s
say, we’re gonna take a three-minute
break that translates to a five- minute
United Methodist break. Don’t go
very far cause we’ve got work to do,
so take a little stretch break. Don’t
let the spirit dissolve in your hearts
but take a little break, and come back
ready to work.

(time of transition)
BISHOP ROBERT T. HOSHIBATA: Let’s please, as quickly as
possibly, as possible, move back to
your seat.

(pause)
Alright, let’s find our seats
quickly so we can begin please. The
Lord be with you.
ALL: And also with you.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Good
morning, I’m Bob Hoshibata. I have
the high privilege of serving as the
episcopal leader of the Desert Southwest Conference, which includes
the state of Arizona and Southern
Nevada.
I call it a privilege to be here. I
feel that it’s a part of God’s call of
leadership, and it is also privilege
that you have to be present at this
General Conference.
I want to share with you as we
begin, one of the Scripture passages
that has always resided in my heart
as a favorite because it helps me to
know how I can best lead in this,
God’s church. From Philippians
hear these words: Beloved, beloved,
whatever is true, whatever is honorable, whatever is just, whatever is
pure, whatever is pleasing, whatever is commendable, if there is any
excellence and if there is anything
worthy of praise, think about these
things. Keep on doing the things
that you have learned and received
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and heard and seen in me, not me,
someone else who’s at control, keep
on doing the things that you have
learned and received and heard and
seen in Jesus and the God of peace
will be with you.
I grew up on a household that
was not United Methodist, it was
not even Christian. Can I see by a
show of hands, how many of you
grew up in a household where your
parents, or whoever raised you, was
not Christian? Alright, a few of you
share the same experience, but from
my father who never, I think, set foot
in a United Methodist Church except
when I preached and sort of forced
him to come. From my father who
was born a Buddhist and raised a
Buddhist came this interesting saying that has always stuck with me,
dad said to me, “Bob, if you can’t
say something good about someone,
don’t say anything.” And I remember
one time asking him, if he had any
idea that he had gotten that from the
Bible, from the book of Philippians.
I’m going to try to do my very best
as I lead us in conversations that are
very important to our work of going
out as the sermon encouraged us, or
ordered us to do. I’m going to help
lead us as best I know how and I’m
gonna ask you to also do your best to
live together in community together
today. To find ways of expressing
to one another only the best of what
God has made known to us as we
seek to be in community, and only
the best of what it means to be
disciples of Jesus Christ together. I
will do my best to lead you in that
spirit, will you do your best to do the
same? If you will do that, raise your
hand and say with me, “I will”
ALL: “I will”
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: With
God’s help.
ALL: With God’s help
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Amen.
Let’s pray together. Gracious God,
our loving creator you’ve brought us
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together. Some of us have great night
sleep, many of us had very little
sleep at all, because I hope, it is your
stirring spirit in our midst that tells
us that today we are doing the work
of your church in a way that will be
pleasing to you, in a way that shows
you that we are doing our best to be
the greatest, most excellent followers
of your son, Jesus Christ, in whom
we live and breathe and pray and
work this day. Amen.
I wanna give thanks for the two
colleagues who are behind me, Bishop Greg Palmer and Bishop Elaine
Stanovsky, and so let us begin our
work together.
I see, I have cleared the screen
from the previous screen, which I’m
not sure was left over from yesterday
or was done during worship. But I
want to clear this screen, the screen
has been cleared, and we will then
move forward with some of the
request on our screen. I’m gonna
go first of all to a point of order or
parliamentary inquiry or information, and I’m gonna call on Rudolph
Merab to come to mic. 6 please.
Rudolph, mic. 6
RUDOLPH MERAB (Liberia):
Good morning, Bishop.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Good
morning.
MERAB: Rudolph Merab,
Liberia Annual Conference. Bishop,
I come to ask for inquiry, clarity on a
issue that we’ve voted on yesterday.
Yesterday we voted on a Hamilton,
motion that actually brought the
bishop’s message to us on what
the calling in terms of the position
that was to be taken. And we voted
down the Hamilton motion, which
was exactly what was in the request.
Subsequently, the bishop paper was
brought back to us to secure a vote.
I wanted to know from you, Bishop,
was this just a courtesy vote that
were receiving the bishop or is it a
binding, actionable action? Because,
and will this lead us to now suspend
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all action on the calendar of issues
that have to do with sexuality?
Thank you, Bishop.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Yes,
thank you, Rudolph. The action that
was taken yesterday regarding the
Hamilton motion as you reported
was correct. We voted that down and
in, subsequently, George Howard
brought a motion, which asked that
the bishops’ report and the next steps
be acted upon, and that is what was
duly adopted in our meeting yesterday. Alright, I’m going to move to
another point of order, parliamentary
inquiry or information. Brian Milford, come to mic. 4, Brian, please.

Introduction of
Dr. Kabwita Kayombo
BRIAN KENT MILFORD
(Iowa): Thank you Bishop. Brian
Milford, clergy, Iowa Conference.
I rise for a point of information
that I believe will assist us in our
shared work moving forward. May I
proceed?
BISHOP ROBERT T. HOSHIBATA: Yes, let’s hear what you have
to say.
MILFORD: I’d like to encourage the English only speakers to
reach for their headsets, please and
I’d like to call on Dr. Kabwita Kayombo from South Congo delegation
to come and stand with me.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright.
Dr. Kayombo, please. Let’s hold and
make sure everyone has a chance to
put on microphones and get to the
right channel. Alright, let’s proceed.
MILFORD: Thank you,
Bishop. Friends, yesterday after the
failure of the Hamilton motion, the
body took a break. We experienced
different responses within the bar,
and in the midst of the heightened
emotion of that moment our delegation was confused by the singing
and the dancing during the break.
We inquired about that response and
discovered it was not in celebration
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of the defeat of the motion, but rather a spiritual response calling upon
the presence of the Holy Spirit in
that moment. We give thanks for this
powerful witness on behalf of the
whole church and apologize for our
misunderstanding. And Dr. Kayombo wishes to speak as well, Bishop,
if you will allow it.
KABWITA LEONARD KAYOMBO (South Congo): (simultaneous interpretation) So, what he
has said is true. We did not criticize
everything, we were celebrating.
We were asking God to help us with
prayers. It was not to celebrate the
defeat.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright. Thank you for that information. We’re going to move on now
for I see another request for a point
of order, parliamentary inquiry, or
information on Mic. 4. I invite Brian
Scott to address us, Mic. 4.

Motion for Professional
Parliamentarian
VERNON CRAIG SCOTT
(Iowa): Thank you Bishop. My
name is Craig Scott. I too am from
the Iowa Annual Conference and
I know that there has been a lot
of frustration from everyone here
regarding the parliamentary issues.
I have a solution to that from my
perspective, if you will allow me to
share that with you and others so that
all will be pleased with this.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: I’m
gonna ask, is this, you’ve requested a
point of order, parliamentary inquiry,
or information. Is this related to that
or is this some other . . .
SCOTT: Yes sir.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright,
I’ll let you proceed and let’s see
what you’ve got to offer.
SCOTT: Thank you sir. I would
like to suggest, in the form of a motion if you deem it appropriate, that
henceforth, the General Conference
will have a professional parliamen-
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tarian present to assist the Bishops in
all matters related to all legislation in
all plenary sessions. I have a motion
if you will allow it, sir.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright,
I’m skating on thin ice because this
is not a parliamentary inquiry, which
is what you requested. Let me ask
the body. If you will let this proceed,
will you please raise your hand?
Alright, I see considerable support
for that. Alright, let’s go ahead and
see what we can do.
SCOTT: Thank you, sir. I move
the General Conference 2020 have a
professional parliamentarian present
at all plenary sessions.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright, let me ask if there’s a second
to that. Alright, it’s been moved and
seconded. It’s before you. This is to
help direct the work of the General
Conference in the future. And I’ll see
if we have any persons who want to
request the floor. And I’m gonna ask
that we clear the queue in order to do
that so that all of the requests now
appearing on the queue will be related to this motion before us. So if you
would like to speak and let’s see, I
will give you an opportunity to speak
if you would like to as we begin to
invite people to queue in.
SCOTT: Thank you, Bishop.
There is no question that everyone
here has been frustrated at times with
the issues that have come before
us in terms of the parliamentary
questions that have been raised.
Bishops have had to focus on how to
answer these questions and consulted
with each other when a professional parliamentarian present might
have been able to solve the problem
instantly and correctly and allow the
bishops to better do the work that
they have been assigned to do before
us. Thank you, sir.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright. Thank you. I am looking for a
speaker against and I’m gonna ask
that Sergey Kim, will you come to
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Mic. 2, please. Speaking against the
motion. Mic. 2.
SERGEY KIM (Central Russia):
Sergey Kim, Central Russia. I am
against this motion because as long
as I understand, can lead to some
kind of pressure on the presiding
chair. I think it will be some kind
of pressure on the presiding chair
that will give a chance to all delegates whose motions did not pass to
appeal, and they can appeal and they
will not sustain the presiding officer
this way.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright.
Thank you. I have a point of order,
parliamentary inquiry, or information
on Mic. 2. Rukang Chicomb. Mic. 2,
please.
RUKANG CHICOMB (North
West Katanga): Rukang Chikomb,
North West Katanga. Thank you
Bishop. My question is to my brother who did propose. I want a clarification. This specialist parliament is
going to be from where? Can I bring
one from the Congo, one from the
Philippines?
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: I’m
gonna ask the response if the person
who made the motion . . . I’m sorry,
I’ve lost the name from the queue,
but if you would come and respond
to this appropriate question.
SCOTT: Would you repeat the
question please, Bishop?
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Yes, the
question, the question was where this
parliamentarian would come from?
Would a delegate be able to bring her
or his own parliamentarian? What is
it that you have in mind?
SCOTT: What I had in mind,
Sir, was that the Council of Bishops,
who operate this fine activity, would
be responsible for employing, or
hiring, or asking someone to donate
their services in whatever way they
deem fit, to serve in this capacity.
Our trust must begin someplace and
I think that would be an easy place
for it to begin. He would be, or she,
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would be strictly advisory to the
chair in each case. Thank you.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright.
Thank you. Does that respond to
your question?
CHICOMB: Thank you, Bishop. I think my question was pretty
much to see what process can we get
that person. That was a big picture
on trying to ask him this question
to see the process. Because, look
Bishop, yesterday the bishop was
presiding was put in hot seat for
something he never done. So when
we think about bringing those people
deal with the law, what about, how
do we go about choosing them not to
repeat yesterday?
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright.
Thank you. It is a hot seat here. I’m
gonna call on Mic. 1. Mic 1, Charles
Boayue, with a motion to table,
postpone, or refer. Charles, Mic. 1.
Alright, thank you.

Parliamentarian Referred
CHARLES S. G. BOAYUE
(Detroit): Bishop, Charles Boayue,
Delegate from the Detroit Conference. I move to refer the motion that
is before us to the appropriate committees of the General Conference
to look carefully at and determine
how to proceed with that. If I get a
second, I’ll speak to it.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright, let’s see. I heard a second, so
Charles, you may speak to it, please.
BOAYUE: Yes. The request is
to get a professional parliamentarian,
and, I, as a delegate am not professional in that area. For this house to
do that without considering what it
means, in detail, may be wrong. The
speaker just before me referred to
shall the parliamentarian come from
Congo or the Philippines? These are
weighty issues in lightly-made motions that will be helpful to be considered carefully and appropriately.
And we have a lot of business to be
completed here today and tomorrow.
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Rather than get in a quagmire over
the details of a motion that we have
not prepared for until this moment, I
think referring would be in the best
interests of the church and of this
house.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright.
Thank you, Charles. Is there anyone
who wishes to speak to this? Motion
to refer. Yes, I’m gonna clear the
queue as we call for a vote. We need
a majority vote on this. Let’s take
up your voting devices. Get ready to
vote. We’re voting on the motion to
refer this, so if you vote yes, it will
be referred. If you vote no, you’re
saying you wanna talk about this
more. Alright? So, are we ready to
vote? If you will vote. Vote now.
[Yes, 552; No, 222]
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright.
You have voted to refer this and so
that is the action that we will take.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA:
Friends, in view of the huge list of
things we want to take care of today,
I’m gonna move us along in our
agenda. We’re gonna clear the queue,
please. And I’m gonna look on this
pile of papers for the agenda that has
been prepared for us. Here we go.
We are going to move to some
reports that we want to hear in order
to move us forward. I understand
that there is no report from the Committee on Courtesies and Privileges.
I also understand that we do not have
at present a report from the Committee on Correlation and Editorial
Revision, and so I’m going to move
to a report from the Committee on
the Journal.

Committee on the Journal
RANDY LEE BIGGERSTAFF
(Committee on the Journal): Good
morning, General Conference!

(audience responds)
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Is it
getting better? No?

BIGGERSTAFF: What’s getting
better?

(laughter)
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: The
response that you’re getting from us.
BIGGERSTAFF: I think most
of them are still asleep, sir.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: I think
so. Can we do something about it?
BIGGERSTAFF: I’ll try that . . .
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright.
BIGGERSTAFF: . . . one more
time. Good morning, General Conference!

(audience responds)
BIGGERSTAFF: It’s good! Will
you turn—well, first before I move
into my report, I would like to take
personal privilege to recognize the
members of my committee who have
been working every morning from
7:00 on to review and go through
the journal. If Lorene Wilbur would
please stand and Amy Aspey please
stand, could we give them a round
of applause for their hard work this
week?

(applause)
BIGGERSTAFF: And they had
to put up with me.

(applause)
BIGGERSTAFF: Now, to the
business. If you please turn to p.
2487, you will find today’s errata.
Yesterday’s CCER report is printed
on p. 2494. You will also find the
Judicial Council Memorandum 1317
and Judicial Council decision 1318
on pp. 2496 and 2497.
The statements from the bishop
yesterday morning is printed on pp.
2488 to 2489. And the wonderful
statement from our youth is also in
the journal today on p. 2490. This
completes my report.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright.
Thank you, Randy. We appreciate
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your hard work on our behalf. And
your rousing “Good morning.” We’re
gonna move on to another report.
This is—sorry—I have it here. I’m
gonna call on Tracy Smith Malone.
This is a report from the Agenda
Committee. Good morning, Tracy.

Committee on Agenda
and Calendar
TRACY SMITH MALONE
(Committee on Agenda and Calendar): Thank you, Bishop. And good
morning, everyone. You will find today’s schedule on pp. 2484 and 2485
of today’s DCA. Again, 2484 and
2485 in today’s DCA. In addition to
the orders of the day that are printed,
and were previously approved, the
Committee on Agenda and Calendar
agreed to schedule time for items
that were previously postponed. Following the administrative committee
reports, we will move to the recognition of retiring bishops, presentation
of the new Episcopal Leadership
Team, and elections for the general
agencies, and the Standing Committee on Central Conference Matters.
I also want to clarify that in the
second morning plenary, we will
observe the 200th anniversary of the
death of Francis Asbury at 12:24 and
the 60th anniversary of the ordination
of women at 12:25. We will plan
to hear reports from the following
legislative committees: Discipleship,
Financial Administration, Standing
Committee on Central Conference
Matters, Church and Society B,
Local Church, Faith and Order,
Independent Commissions, Church
and Society A, Conferences, General
Administration, Global Ministries,
Ministry and Higher Education,
Superintendency.
Now, Friends, we will hear as
many of these reports as time allows.
And we do have additional items
ready if the reports above that I
named are complete before the end
of the day. Any remaining items will
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be scheduled for Friday. Let me now
invite Susan Brumbaugh, who is
our coordinator of the calendar, and
she will come to guide us in voting
on one remaining consent calendar
item, printed in Wednesday’s DCA.
SUSAN BRUMBAUGH: Good
morning. Today we only have one
consent calendar before us. Consent
Calendar B06 appears on p. 2425 of
the DCA. 2425. This is yesterday’s
DCA, p. 2425, Calendar B06. The
one item in Consent Calendar B06 is
correct as printed.
TRACEY SMITH MALONE
(Northern Illinois): Bishop, I move
approval of Consent Calendar B06.
BISHOP ROBERT T. HOSHIBATA: Alright, B06 is before you.
Alright, I’m gonna ask you to pick
up your placards. If you will support
and receive this report, will you
please raise your placard? Thank
you, down. Is there anybody that
disagrees? Thank you.

Appreciation for Committee on
Agenda and Calendar
MALONE: Bishop, before I
conclude the Committee’s report,
I would like to take a moment to
thank the Committee on Agenda and
Calendar. I am so blessed to work
with a great team. The Committee
meets every morning at 6:30 a.m.
and have been meeting since last
week, Monday, May 9th. The Committee puts in extra hours as needed
and our work is not finished. I want
to especially thank our Vice-chair,
Easmon Ngakui, from Africa Sierra
Leone Conference and our Secretary,
Emily Allen, from the California-Nevada Conference.
I also want to thank our General
Conference leadership and staff who
resource the committee’s work, and
I would be remiss if I did not thank
the legislative committee chairs who
have attended our meetings for the
purpose of collaboration. So if I may,
I want to quickly invite the Commit-
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tee on Agenda and Calendar members and the staff who are assisting
us to stand where you are that we
might recognize you. (applause).
Amen. Bishop, that concludes our
report.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright,
I want to say thank you to your team,
Tracey, to get up so early while the
rest of us are probably still sleeping
or brushing our teeth or something,
and your committee is so hard at
work. Thank you for helping us
to keep ordered in our work. We
have a report from the Committee
on Presiding Officers, Judy Zabel.
Welcome, Judy.
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Appreciation for Committee on
Presiding Officers
ZABEL: Thank you. Our Committee on Presiding Officers met
regularly so that we might provide
excellent leadership for the general
plenary sessions. We thank all those
who served, and I especially want to
call out Zephra Benson, who is our
staffer who assisted us throughout
the process. Thank you so much.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright,
let’s give the President Officers team
our appreciation.

(applause)
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Our

Committee on Presiding Officers next item I’m gonna call upon
JUDY KREAGER ZABEL
(Minnesota): Thank you, Bishop.
Judy Zabel, Presiding Officers. We
are graced by wonderful leadership
from our bishops. And today we
will have presiding officers, Bishop
Robert Hoshibata, Bishop Michael
Lowry, Bishop Bruce Ough, Bishop
Minerva Carcaño. Tomorrow, we
will have Bishop Julius Trimble,
Bishop Sally Dyck, and Bishop
Christian Alsted. This concludes
our report, and I present it for your
approval.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright,
we’re been asked to vote using our
keypads. If you will approve this
report, will you get your keypads
ready? And we’ll set up our screen
for a vote. If you vote ‘yes’ you are
going to approve Judy’s report; ‘no’
is how you report that you don’t approve of Judy’s report. Alright, let’s
go ahead and vote now.
[Yes, 741; No, 29]
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Thank
you. You’ve approved the report.
Judy, thank you for your good work.
ZABEL: May I also include a
word of thanks to the Committee?
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Absolutely.

the President and newly-installed
President of our Council of Bishops,
Bruce Ough. We’re gonna have an
opportunity to recognize and give
our appreciation to those Bishops
that are retiring. Bishop Ough?

Appreciation for
Retiring Bishops
BISHOP BRUCE OUGH:
Thank you Bishop. I’m going to ask
the bishops that are behind me that
will be retiring if could start making
their way. As I read their names, they
could start coming now. This may
take a moment for a few of them,
and unfortunately we’re aware that
not all of the bishops are present this
morning. If they would just come
and stand here on the platform. God
calls forth leaders for every generation and every circumstance confronting God’s people, and we have
among us today several who have
responded faithfully to God’s call,
persons who have been gifted with
the gift of spiritual oversight. And
these, dear colleagues, have been
faithful stewards of this gift; and we
are pleased to have a few moments
to recognize their ministry and their
leadership as they prepare to retire in
the next few months ahead of us.
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Now, I’m going to ask, as I read
their names, that you would hold
your applause or cheers, or other
signs of affirmation until such time
as I’ve been able to read all of the
names. However, as I read each
name, if one of these persons has
been your bishop, or is currently
your bishop, I would ask you to
stand so that we can appreciate--you
can appreciate them and we can
appreciate how significant their
reach has been across the life of our
church.
First from the North-Central Jurisdiction: Michael Coyner, and I’ll
ask him to step forward a little bit so
kinda know who they are. John Hopkins, Bishop John Hopkins, Bishop
Jonathan Keaton, Bishop Deborah
Lieder Kiesey.
From the North-East Jurisdiction: Bishop Marcus Matthews, and
also Bishop Jane Middleton. Bishop
Middleton is in retirement, but she’s
been serving in retirement, and so we
want to recognize her again. Jane,
yes, here she comes. Again. Yes.
From the South Central Jurisdiction: Bishop Robert Hayes, Bishop
Janice Huie.
From the South-East Jurisdiction: Bishop Young Jin Cho, Bishop
Lindsey Davis, Bishop Larry Goodpaster, Bishop James King, Bishop
Michael Watson.
From the Western Jurisdiction:
Bishop Warner Brown.
And from our Central Conferences from Liberia: Bishop John
Innis; from South Congo: Bishop
Kainda Katembo, who I believe has
had to return home. From North
Katanga: Bishop Nkulu Ntambo; Germany: Bishop Rosemarie
Wenner; and Central Congo: Bishop
David Yemba, who we are aware is
suffering from malaria.
Now, these persons deserve our
great admiration and thanks for their
faithful service. You can express that
now.
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(applause)
Introduction of Episcopal
Leadership Team
BISHOP BRUCE R. OUGH:
I’m going to ask that they stay here
for just a moment. I want to also
introduce to you the new leadership
team for the Council of Bishops,
and then I’ve asked Bishop Warner
Brown, who is our most recent past
president, to offer a prayer on behalf
of this leadership team, but especially on behalf and for these persons
who will be moving into a season
of much deserved retirement and
relaxation.
Your new officers for the
Council of Bishops will of course
be myself as the incoming president, the President-elect, Bishop
Ken Carter. Our Secretary, Bishop
Cynthia Harvey. Cynthia, where are
you at? Come on down. We know
that Bishop Carter is still recovering
from his fall. Our incoming ecumenical officer, Bishop Michael Watson.
Our incoming Executive Secretary,
Bishop Marcus Matthews, and our
past president who continues as an
officer of the council, Bishop Warner
Brown. And I would ask Bishop
Brown if he would come now and
offer a word of prayer.
BISHOP WARNER H. BROWN
JR.: Gracious and loving God, you
who call your disciples, tell us to go
in your name. We ask the blessing
and power of your Holy Spirit on
those you have called to leadership;
and we thank you for the privilege
of being in your service. You have
walked with us through ministry thus
far, and now we entrust our lives,
our work, and our church into your
care as we go forward into the future
that you have called us to. Bless us,
sustain us. This we ask in Jesus’
name. Amen.
BISHOP ROBERT T. HOSHIBATA: Let’s add our blessings to
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this prayer for those who are assuming leadership for the council but
especially for those who are entering
into the retired status. Let’s give
them our grace.

(applause)
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright,
we’re gonna move to some conference business. I see on my queue
that there are two persons who are
asking for a point of order, parliamentary inquiry, or information. I’ll
invite Mande Muyombo to come to
mic. 3, please. Mic. 3.
MANDE MUYOMBO (North
Katanga): Bishop, thank you. I
would like to request for a moment
of privilege, if I’m in order.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Yes.

Recognition of
Congo Delegation
MUYOMNBO: Let me ask the
Congo delegation for all episcopal
areas to stand please with me if they
can.
Bishop and General Conference, I think many of you have read,
have watched on TV, the situation in
the Congo since its independence,
especially from 1990’s to 2001.
This is a country that has lost more
than six million people because
of an unjust war, and I am here to
stand to thank our four bishops who
have worked tirelessly during that
time for peace, development, and
church growth in our communities. Someone like Bishop Yemba
has been a distinguished professor
of theology. Bishop Katembo has
taught us be self-sustaining financially. And Bishop Trimble has been
a peacemaking leader and a pragmatic leader who actually received
even a prize which is known as
Tanenbaum. I hereby thank all the
partners and all the churches for
supporting these great leaders. It
is because of their leadership that
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Congo has grown so much, and I
ask again a round of applause for
our Congolese bishops.

(applause)
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Thank
you. And with that applause, you
know, goes our fervent prayer that
the work and ministry will continue
to thrive and grow, so thank you for
bringing that to us that we might
join in prayer and in thanksgiving
for what has been accomplished, that
there might be more of God’s work
in the Congo, in Congo.
Alright, I’m going to move to a
second point of order, parliamentary,
or information. Rudolph Merab, will
you come to mic. 6?
RUDOLPH J. MERAB (Liberia): Bishop, Rudolph Merab,
Liberia Annual Conference. A point
of clarity, Bishop. On our DCA, p.
2501, today’s edition, the appointment to the General Board of Church
and Society. We see for West Africa,
a name who is not a member of the
delegation from West Africa and we
are confused and we need some clarity, and we see in the Africa Central
Conference that no appointee. Thank
you, Bishop.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright,
that’s calling us to an item that we
are not yet working on, Rudolph. I
understand your concern. I’ll ask you
to hold that and if you would, bring
it up when we begin to talk about the
elections. That would be the appropriate place for your concern.
MERAB: Thank you, Bishop.
Are we going to vote on our bishops? And all of us would not have
a chance of having the person that
would be a consensus candidate.
Thank you.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright. Thank you. That was a speech
somewhere, but thank you. We will
allow you to bring that up when we
have that on our—bring that to our
agenda.
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Another point of order. I want to
clear this, allow this to come. A point
of order, parliamentary inquiry, or
information on mic. 2, Sergey Kim.
SERGEY KIM (Central Russia):
(simultaneous interpretation) Dear
Bishop, thank you. Sergey Kim,
Central Russia Annual Conference.
I would like to ask before we do the
voting itself, I would like to ask to
avoid double negative, because even
when we were in our committees,
some brothers and sisters—even
English speaking—they were totally
confused because it was total confusion. They were asking to avoid double negative statements. For example, when we’re voting, sometimes I
feel like not many people understand
what they are voting for. Thank you
very much.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright,
thank you, Sergey. Unfortunately,
some of the items that are offered to
us are written in that form of a double negative. I agree with you that
it is confusing, and I will encourage
those who are presiding at the time
to be very clear about what the “yes”
vote on some legislation that contains a double negative will do. So,
the implications of your vote—we’ll
try to be a lot clearer as we move
forward, but thank you for sharing
your concern.
Alright, I’m going to move
us—I see we have a request for the
mic. for new business. This is Thomas Shinkle. Will you come to mic. 4,
please. Thomas.

Motion For Special General
Conference at Africa University
THOMAS CRAIG SHINKLE:
(Iowa) Thank, You Bishop. Tom
Shinkle, clergy, Iowa. If it’s in order,
I’d like to move that if a special
General Conference is called before
the 2020 General Conference, it will
be held at Africa University or a suitable venue in Africa. And if I have a
second, I can speak to that.

2707

BISHOP ROBERT T. HOSHIBATA: Alright, Is there a second?
It’s been seconded.
SHINKLE: Simply asking for
this is first, primarily, an issue of visas and an issue of finances for many
of our delegates that come from
Africa and from parts of the world
close to there; and so that’s what
my concern is, is that it would make
it much easier for especially our
African brothers and sisters to come
to a special General Conference, if
it is called, If it is called, before the
regularly scheduled 2020 General
Conference. Thank You.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright,
and you have that in written form
for us? Yes, if you would bring that
so that we might have it in case we
need to have clarity as we go along.
Alright, the motion is before you,
We’re gonna have conversation about
this motion. If you would begin to—
Let’s see, I’m gonna. OK. I’m gonna
invite the person who has indicated a
desire to speak against this. Cynthia
Moore-Koikoi would like to speak
against it, and Cynthia will go to the
mic. 3. However, I see—OK. Go
ahead, Cynthia.
CYNTHIA MOORE-KOIKOI:
(Baltimore-Washington) Cynthia
Moore-Koikoi, Baltimore-Washington Conference, clergy. My brothers
and sisters in Zimbabwe know how
much I love Africa University. It is in
fact the place that my husband and I
chose to have our marriage ceremony because I felt the Spirit of God so
present in that place. However, I also
must speak on behalf of my brothers
and sisters of the LGBTQ community who at this present time, in
Zimbabwe are not legally allowed to
practice who they are. I love Africa
University, and I believe the Spirit of
God is there, and I believe it would
be a place where we could have holy
conversation. However, having it at
this present moment in the country
of Zimbabwe would prohibit some
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of our brothers and sisters from
being at the table. Thank you.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright,
Thank you Cynthia. I see a request
for the mic. 2, move to table, or postpone or refer. Audun Westad on mic.
1, please. Mic. 1.

Motion to Refer to Commission
on the General Conference
AUDUN WESTAD: (Norway)
Bishop, Audun Westad, Norway
Annual Conference, lay delegate.
I would like to move to refer this
motion to the Commission on the
General Conference. They hold the
expertise to decide where to gather
the General Conference.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright,
that motion is before you is there a
second?
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKERS:
Second.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright, the motion to refer is before
us, is there anyone who would like to
make a comment about this particular
motion? Or are you ready to vote? I
see us moving toward a desire to vote
so pick up your voting devices and
will get the screen ready. If you vote
“yes,” you’re voting to refer this. Let
the Commission on General Conference take care of the details and the
cost analysis, etcetera. If you vote
“no,” you want us to talk about it in
our plenary more. So, let’s vote now.
[Yes, 615; No, 177]
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Alright,
You have voted to refer this, so thank
you very much for your vote and
your confidence in our Commission
on The General Conference. We had
an order of the day, and I’m going to
call on Vital Congregation moment.
Let’s hear more about vital congregations.

Vital Congregation Presentation
CHRISTINE DAGMAR
FLICK: (Germany South) Brothers
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and sisters, over the course of the
last few days we’ve heard much
about the need to follow church to
grow new places for new people.
Well, where I come from, the South
Germany Annual Conference that
can be a challenge because ours is
a society that is secular, young, and
fast-paced. But some of our congregations are trying new ways. I share
with you the story of one that stands
out because they dared to transform
the traditional building, reinvent
their worship services, and strengthen their small groups in the most
unique manner. You will see that
what they did was adventurous and
effective. Our friends in Germany
challenge us in their own language
to live out our faith boldly by trying
something new and maybe a little bit
unconventional.

us now as we engage in fellowship.
That we are not speaking ill of one
another, but rather lifting up each
other and lifting up the good work
and the ministry of your United
Methodist Church so that when we
are finished with our conference
here, the good people of the world
will say, “Thank God for the United
Methodists.” And so, O God, bless
us in this time, we pray, in the name
of Christ, who has called us all.
Amen.
ALL: Amen.
BISHOP HOSHIBATA: Thank
you. Blessings on this break.
BISHOP JOHN MICHAEL
LOWRY: —invite you to come back
to your seats now, if you would,
please. Let me invite you to come
back to your seats within the next
three minutes, if you would, please.

(video)

(pause)

(applause)

BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.
I’m gonna ask us to take our seats,
and I’m gonna call the order in, in
thirty seconds. So, please move with
expeditious intent to your seat, if you
would, please.

BISHOP ROBERT T. HOSHIBATA: You notice that you have
gummy bears on your tables, I
think. So, don’t just eat them, use
them for conversation and sharing
about who you are. We’re going to
get ready for a break. I want to say
thank you for your good attention.
I think we’ve done a good thing in
God’s sight. We’ve done our work
well, and I want to thank you. I
think God smiles upon us and said,
“You are doing General Conference
in a most excellent way.” So, we’re
gonna take a break until about 10:20.
Do we have that much time? 10:20.
That’s—so come back at 10:10,
and that’s a United Methodist 10:20
break.
But before we go, may I ask the
privilege of a prayer together?
Gracious God, our Loving Creator, we thank you for creative ways
of doing ministry, for falling afresh
on us, to bring us a new spirit in this
new day. I ask, O God, that you help

(pause)
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.
If Joe Kilpatrick is here, would he
come up to the platform?

(pause)
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.
General Conference is called to order. I think we were wonderfully led
by my friend and colleague, Bishop
Bob Hoshibata. Would you join me
in just letting him know our appreciation?

(applause)
BISHOP LOWRY: He started
by reading a passage from Philippians in the fourth chapter. One, I
hope, known by many of you, and I
wanna add to that simply by moving
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up a few verses so that, so that we
get a part of the very core of this
great teaching on what it means to
act and live as followers of Christ.
In the fourth verse, it reads, in the
marvelous, new Common English
Bible translation, “Be glad in the
Lord always! Again, I say, be glad!
Let your gentleness show in your
treatment of all people. The Lord
is near. Don’t be anxious about
anything; rather bring up all your
requests to God in your prayers and
petitions, along with giving thanks.
Then the peace of God that exceeds
all understanding will keep your
hearts and minds safe in Christ
Jesus.”
Let us pray. Great are you, O
Lord, and greatly to be praised. And
so, Lord, this day we come before
you in our prayers, and we lift them
to you, that every ethnic group in
heaven and on earth is recognized
by you and thus, knowing this truth,
we ask and understand that you will
strengthen us in our inner beings
from the riches of Christ’s glory
through the Spirit. We ask that Christ
will live in our hearts through faith
as a result of having strong roots in
love. We ask that you, O Lord, will
have the power to grasp love’s width
and length and height and depth
and place it within our hearts and
minds, together with all believers,
that we’ll know the love of Christ
that is beyond knowledge, so that
we will all be filled entirely with the
fullness of God. Make it so, both in
this session and in the remainder of
General Conference. We pray in the
name of the Father, Son, and Holy
Spirit. Amen.
I’m gonna start us by asking Joe
Kilpatrick to come to the microphone here at the front, and then, as
he does, I’m gonna clear the queue
so that when he finishes, we’re
gonna start absolutely fresh and, and
move from there.

Increase Central Conference
Membership on Boards and
Agencies

wait five more, four more years for a
space at the table? Thank you.
BISHOP JOHN MICHAEL
LOWRY: Thank you very much.
We have point of order, Emily Allen,
on mic. 4, please. And while she is
there, I would ask Sergey Kim to go
to mic. 2, and be ready to bring up
your point of order, or parliamentary
inquiry, or information.
Please state very precisely at
the start which this is, whether it’s a
point of order, an inquiry, or information, and then if you can, be as
precise and specific as you can about
what it is. Thank you very much.
EMILY RUTH ALLEN (California-Nevada): Thank you Bishop.
Emily Allen, California-Nevada Annual Conference, layperson. I have a
point of information.
BISHOP LOWRY: Go ahead,
please.
ALLEN: Thank you. Mr. Kilpatrick stated that he did not know
if any other arrangements had been
made to add African delegates to our
boards and agencies, and I would
be pleased to report on one that we
have; one motion we have taken
positive action on already at this
General Conference.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.
Thank you very much. Mic. 2,
please. Mr. Kim.
ALLEN: May I please—excuse
me, sir.
BISHOP LOWRY: Oh, I’m
sorry, I thought you were done. I
apologize.
ALLEN: I was hoping to speak
slowly, thank you.
BISHOP LOWRY: My fault.
Thank you.
ALLEN: Petition No. 60064
passed on the Consent Calendar A02.
Adds Central Conference members
to the General Commission on Communication, so that there are eight
(8) members instead of three (3) on
that board. Thank you.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.

JOE KILPATRICK (North
Georgia): Thank you, Bishop. I
come to make a motion that we
add, that we suspend the rules, we
suspend the rules in order to place
Calendar Item 513 back into the
queue for consideration. It was—if
there’s a second, I’ll speak to it.
BISHOP LOWRY: It does need
a second. I believe there is a second.
KILPATRICK: This is the
petition that relates to adding more
Central Conference members to our
boards and agencies. The, this, as far
as I know, this is the only petition
before us that would help us to do
that. The reason for asking for the
suspension of the rules is that this
petition got caught in the queue yesterday when, when we got involved
in other discussion and couldn’t get
to it.
And so it, it has, some people
believe it has financial implications, and so it passed the deadline
for financial implication consideration. The, the petition would add
twenty-nine members from central
conferences, twenty-nine more members from central conferences, but
it would reduce the total number, so
that the possibility of an increase in
financial implications is there, but
it’s not settled, and it may be insignificant to our total budget.
So, I just ask for the consideration that we could put this back on
the, in the queue for the calendar so
that we could consider this issue. I
would just say that we have made
space in this body for our Central Conference delegates, but we
have not yet made space for them,
proportional space for them, on our
boards and agencies. So that’s what
the issue’s about. Can we do that?
Can we consider that at this General
Conference or do we tell them to
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Let me remind the body that you
can bring up a point of information,
which I believe Emily Allen just did,
and then you can lift up an inquiry or
a point of order, but this motion—the
motion proper is not a debatable motion. So, I think I recognized Sergey
Kim on mic. 2, but I see you’ve left,
or are you there to go? Alright, mic.
2, please.
Again, I want to remind you the
motion itself is not a motion about
the contents of the body of the proposal, it’s about whether to suspend
the rules. It needs a two-thirds vote
and it is not a debatable motion. OK.
What’s your point of order, or inquiry,
or information?
SERGEY KIM (Central Russia): (simultaneous interpretation)
Dear Bishop, what page number are
we talking about? Because through
translation, through bad translation, I
did not hear the page number.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright,
I’m going to ask you to hold for a
moment. My mic. is not working, so,
or my translator—I’m not hearing
the translation.
JOE KILPATRICK (North
Georgia): It’s Calendar Item 513.
Calendar Item 5-1-3.
BISHOP LOWRY: It’s Calendar
Item 513, I believe what you were
asking. The page number, Joe?
KILPATRICK: 2384 all the
way to p. 2393. Summary of it is in a
chart on p. 2393.
BISHOP LOWRY: Thank you
very much.
KIM: Thank you.
BISHOP LOWRY: Point of
order. Charles Parker, if you would
go to mic. 3. And Jerry Kulah, if you
would go to mic. 6. I’ll take Charles
first, and then Jerry.
CHARLES ARTHUR PARKER
(Baltimore-Washington): Thank
you, Bishop. Charles Parker, Baltimore-Washington Conference, clergy.
Just a question of procedure and it is a
question. I’m curious why this speak-
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er, and I’m not pro or con against the
motion itself, but I’m curious why
the speaker got to reintroduce this
today when a lot of petitions that had
financial implication got caught in
the queue yesterday. I know that my
sister Cynthia Moore-Koikoi had one
that will not come up now because
of financial implications, and I’m
curious about the decision process
that allows one person to get to the
podium to request a suspension of the
rules and no one else? Thank you.
BISHOP LOWRY: Thank you.
(Bishop conferring on stage) He was
in the queue when we adjourned, and
so I cut it at that point to take what
we had in the queue and then restart
from there. I believe it is a proper
decision. Alright, mic. 6, please.
JERRY PAYE-MANFLOE KULAH (Liberia): Jerry Kulah, Liberia
Annual Conference. The information
that I want to provide is that the
request to suspend the motion has
to do with the need for the Central
Conferences that comprise of seven
(7)—
BISHOP LOWRY: Jerry, let me
interrupt you. We’re not speaking
on the body of the text itself. We’re
speaking on the motion to suspend
the rules, so you’ve got to stay
focused on the motion to suspend
the rules, and it is not debatable. You
rose on a point of order, or inquiry,
or information. Do you have one of
those?
KULAH: I was giving information.
BISHOP LOWRY: I think,
respectfully, and with grace intended, that this kind of went over the
line into a speech on the main body
of the motion, so I’m going to rule it
out of order.
Alright, if you want to suspend
the rules to consider this motion,
we are now ready to vote on that.
No, I’m sorry, I see another point of
order, Steve Zekoff. Go to mic. 1,
please. (Bishop conferring on stage.)
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I’m sorry, that was mic. 4. I’m learning to read the screen here.
STEVEN E. ZEKOFF (Wisconsin): Steve Zekoff, Wisconsin.
I want a bit of a clarification from
your response about the Kilpatrick
motion. I think the implication
would be is if we do choose to lift
this particular item, and suspend the
rules, that the chair would be open
to other items that didn’t get on
yesterday?
BISHOP LOWRY: Steve,
I’m going to rule you out of order,
again. You’re giving a speech on it.
Is this—where is the inquiry or the
point of order? I think we are ready
to vote on this, one way or another,
so I’m going to ask you to pick up
your key pads.
ZEKOFF: Sir, that was a serious question because I’m certainly
confused.
BISHOP LOWRY: I’m sorry
Steve. Do you want to state your
question again? I’ll do my best to
deal with it.
ZEKOFF: Sure.
BISHOP LOWRY: What I
heard was a speech.
ZEKOFF: My question was that
there was a specific question about
why this particular item ended up
being able to make a motion to lift it
from the calendar and your response,
I accept it, that it was in the queue
and the question was, OK, why this
particular one? I’m confused as of
now whether or not there would be
the opportunity or if we’ve got this
restricted just to one vote at this
moment?
BISHOP LOWRY: So, my
understanding that this was the only
item in the queue prior to Bishop
Hoshibata calling for the adjournment, so we dealt with that one. And
we cleared everything beyond that,
and so that would preclude anyone else from coming back in and
saying, “Gee, we were in the queue,
also.”
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Alright, we are ready for a vote.
You take your keypads, please. If
you press no. one (1), you are voting
in favor of referral--

(voices)
—suspension not referral—
I apologize. If you press no. one (1),
you are voting in favor suspension
of the rules to consider this item. If
you press no. two (2), you are voting
not to suspend the rules, and it takes
a two-thirds vote. Would you please
vote now.

(vote in progress)
(Bishop conferring on the stage)
[Yes, 330; No, 411]
BISHOP JOHN MICHAEL
LOWRY: Alright, the rules are not
suspended. We’re ready to move
on to the next item. I’m gonna call
on our secretary to share with us a
report on the Committee on Central
Conferences Matter that is found on
p. 2500 in your DCA. It, it is a report
that deals with nominations for the
Committee on Central Conferences,
on Central Conference Matters. I
would want to note for the body that
this is not open to nominations from
the floor. These nominations are
made by the Council of Business,
Council of Bishops.

(applause, laughter)
BISHOP LOWRY: We do
do some business, too. Go ahead,
please.

Nominations for Committee on
Central Conference Matters
L. FITZGERALD REIST (Secretary of the General Conference):
Thank you. If you turn to p. 2500,
two-five-zero-zero, you will see the
nominations for election. We need
to take action on this at this point
because they’ll be organizing today.
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As has been indicated, there are no
nominations from the floor. This is
an upward down vote on this slate of
positions. The other items will not
be considered at this time, the other
elections will not be considered at
this time, and after we conclude this,
I’ll explain that.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.
This is not a debatable item. These
nominations come from the Council
of Bishops or Council of Business,
whichever you prefer to think of it
as, and I’m gonna ask that you pick
up your phasers—

(laughter)
BISHOP LOWRY: —and try
not to zap somebody else instead—
RUDOLPH MERAB (Liberia):
Hello, Bishop. Hello, Bishop.
BISHOP LOWRY: I’m sorry,
point of order, no. 6. Mic. no. 6.
RUDOLPH J. MERAB: Bishop,
we raised the issue earlier. I don’t
see how our bishop in West Africa,
Kulah, nominated a person from
West Angola. The slot there is for
West Africa, and I see a nomination
from West Angola, so, how can we
vote on something that is not real?
There’s no right way to do the wrong
thing.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright,
Thank you for sharing. Let me double check here.

(Bishop conferring on the stage)
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright, I’m
gonna call on Bishop Streiff.
BISHOP PATRICK STREIFF:
I would say it in English. The first
line, Africa and Africa two additional persons, is the Africa Central
Conference, only the Africa Central
Conference. Further down, you have
the Central Conference of Congo,
and, even further down, almost to the
bottom of the lines, is West Africa
Central Conference which has also
one additional persons, person now
in the Standing Committee. By the
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way, this is, as you vote it, we will
have additional members in the new
quadrennium from Africa.
MERAB: Bishop, the person
is not from West Africa. The person
nominated from whoever is from
West Angola. That’s not West Africa
Central Conference. 2501.
BISHOP STREIFF: The pers—
you mean Adilson Leitão Silvestre
de Almeida, West Angola?
MERAB: Yes. You said West
Africa—
BISHOP STREIFF: No.
MERAB: Then you have a
nominee from West Angola. That is
Africa Central Conference.
BISHOP STREIFF: Sorry. West
Angola is part of the Africa Central
Conference.
MERAB: But, on your document you have it for West Africa
Central Conference.
BISHOP STREIFF: No. The
West Africa Central Conference
comes later on—
BISHOP LOWRY: K. Excuse
me—
BISHOP STREIFF: After
Southeastern Jurisdiction.
BISHOP LOWRY: Bishop.
I’m sorry, Bishop Streiff, if I may
interrupt—don’t go far—I believe,
sir, that you’re on the wrong page.
We are dealing only with the items
on p.2005. 2500. Sorry.
MERAB: 2500.
BISHOP LOWRY: Yes. We’re
not dealing with the ones that are listed under Agency, Council of Bishops
Nominations and Appointments—
MERAB: My apologies.
BISHOP LOWRY: On 2501.
MERAB: My apologies.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.
Alright. I got a point of order from
Charles Parker, mic. no. 3. Edwin
Monov, if you would go to mic. no.
6 and be ready after him, with a
point of order. Again, if you’d state
very clearly and precisely whether it’s a point of order, an inquiry,
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or information. Let me emphasize
we’re only on twenty—on p. 2500,
two-five-zero-zero. These are, these
nominations cannot come from the
floor. These come from the Council
of Bishops. So, there I am, there
I am, mic. no. 3, Charles Parker,
please, sir.
CHARLES ARTHUR PARKER: (Baltimore-Washington): I
apologize, Bishop. That was from a
previous issue. I should’ve pulled my
name out of the queue.
BISHOP LOWRY: No problem.
Thanks a lot. Alright, Mic. no. 6. I
believe that is Edwin, if you’d go
ahead, please.
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:
I’m sorry Bishop, I’m waiting for
fifty, 52001.
BISHOP LOWRY: Okay we’ll
take you off then, I have mic. No. 6.,
Nancy Denardo, and if you would
be waiting after her, I would ask Ali,
Adilson Almeida to go to mic. no. 1,
please.
NANCY L. DENARDO:
(Western Pennsylvania): Thank
you, Bishop. I have a question in my
multiple mission trips to Uganda. I
have always known Cissy Namukose
that’s listed as an East Africa representative to be a member of the Full
Gospel Church. If she has, if she has
entered into a relationship with The
United Methodist Church, that is not
known on the ground in Uganda. I
just wonder if there’s a way to check
on those facts.
BISHOP LOWRY: I will ask
the bishops’ leadership team to double-check on that one before we vote
and get back to you on that. OK. Yes.
My colleagues are informing me that
she can still be voted on and then,
when the, when further inquiry is
made, if, if it is discovered you are
correct and she, then her name will
be withdrawn and someone else will
be nominated. So, I believe I have, I
have Adilson on mic. no. 1.
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ADILSON LEITÃO SILVESTRE DE ALMEIDA (Western
Angola): Thank, thank you, Bishop.
Adilson Almeida from Western Angola. I’m sorry Bishop. I just wanted
to help my friend from Sierra Leone,
to tell him that the issue he’s raising
was on p.2501 and not on this other
page. Thank you.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.
Thank you very much. Alright, we
are ready to vote on this again, if
you’d take your fob, or whatever you
wanna call that thing out, and get
ready to vote. A vote, a no. one (1)
vote will confirm the nominations as
they are presented. Please recall that
as we have ruled and shared, if there
is mistake on the one, it will corrected after an investigation by the
appropriate officers of the Council
of Bishops, and then, no. two (2),
rejection I guess. It’s just a, sends
it back to the council for action, so
it’s a straight up vote. Yes approves
it. No sends it back to the council.
Please vote now.

(vote in progress)
BISHOP JOHN MICHAEL
LOWRY: Alright, the vote is clearly
approved. And that motion, that
piece of business is passed. I’m
gonna ask our secretary to report on
the matters on p. 2501. So if you just
hold p. 2501, we’ll receive a report.
L. FITZGERALD REIST: We
received the following sad news this
morning regarding GCFA Board
Member Delmar Robinson. Delmar
is listed in the DCA as a nomination
for the GCFA Board. With his recent
passing, unfortunately, his name will
need to be removed from the list.
We are withdrawing the entire set of
nominations to give the Council of
Bishops an opportunity to deal with
that issue and any other step might
surface. So, if you have specific
questions about the nominations, I
would ask you to present them in
writing. Hand them to Gary Graves,
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so he can share them with the Council of Bishops’ Leadership Discernment Committee. Thank you.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright, so
we’re putting off voting on the items
on p. 2501, while the Council of
Bishop perfects that report. Gary,
would you stand up so folks can see
you if they have any corrected information and make sure they know
where to bring it?
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright,
the next item before us comes from
the Committee on Discipleship,
Robin Wilson is coming to bring
that report. It is found on p. 2324,
Item 510, ADCA Calendar Item 510,
ADCA 600.

Names Demeaning
to Native Americans
ROBIN WILSON (Alabama)
Thank you, Bishop. Thank you
members and friends of the General Conference. Petition 608851 is
indeed found as you have heard. The
title of this is Names Demeaning
to Native Americans. This petition
amends and replaces two petitions
in the 2008 Book of Resolutions and
asks for all general agencies and related organizations to be intentional
about raising awareness of the harm
caused by some sports teams through
the use of mascots and/or symbols
promoting expressions of racism
and disrespect of Native American
people. With a vote of sixty-seven to
twelve, the Committee recommends
adoption of the petition.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.
The petition is before us. I have a no
vote, or speech against rather, I’m
sorry, from mic. 3 Cynthia Taylor, if
you would share please? I’m sorry,
Cynthia, before you share, if you’d
go ahead move in mic. 3. My eyes
did not catch that there is a point of
order from Junius Dotson at Mic 2.
So Junius, I’m gonna ask you to go
first, and then Cynthia I will move
to you.
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JUNIUS DOTSON: Thank you,
Bishop. And this is a point as really
not a point of order, but is a request
from the last report, we suspended
that report because of the passing of
Delmar Robinson, and I just think
it would be appropriate for us as
a body to pause in prayer for his
family.
BISHOP LOWRY: I think that
this a wonderful piece of guidance,
and thank you for it. Would you stay
right there? You are our incoming
general secretary, and we wanna
honor that, and I wanna ask you
just to lead us in that prayer, if you
would, please.
DOTSON: Absolutely.
Let us pray. God in this moment
we pray for the power of your holy
spirit to rest with Delmar’s family.
We pray God that you would remind
them, and us, that your grace is still
more than sufficient even in times of
grief and death. And God we pray
that you would be the good shepherd
to them, and as they go through this
valley, God, remind them that weeping may endure for a night but joy
does come in the morning. We ask,
God, your blessings upon all of those
who have served faithfully with him
and those who are mourning and
grieving in this moment. We pray in
Jesus’ name. Amen.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.
Thank you very much. I’m gonna
ask Cynthia Taylor speak against
the motion that is before us. Mic. 3,
please.
CYNTHIA ANN TAYLOR
(Baltimore-Washington): Cynthia
Taylor, Baltimore-Washington
Conference, Laity. When this petition came before the Discipleship
legislative committee. I raised the
concern that we were using language
such words as “intentional.” And not
showing the kind of active attempt
we needed to convey the body of this
petition. People have asked why we
do not have meetings in cities that
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have Native American mascots, or
Native American names. They said
the present resolution has not helped
to get teams to change their names
that relate to Native American people
and mascots. That is correct.
But what has happened is that
where they have not held meetings
in these cities, agencies have had
the opportunity to work with these
teams and help them to understand,
that until they change their names
in mascots, no United Methodist
meetings will be held there. Many
of the mascots are insulting. They
show brown men wielding hatchets
with grotesque, large noses, and this
is the image that people are seeing
of native people. Native people have
never done the “tomahawk chop.” It
must be understood this comes from
non-native people. Signs at sporting
events can be offensive. For example,
“The Second Coming of the Trail
of Tears.” At games, fans wear died
feathers, have painted faces, and do
the “tomahawk chop.” It is disrespectful to have someone wear a headdress
that is worn by tribal leaders.
The Native American community is working with non-native organizations to work on these issues.
As native people, they have respect
for their heritage, culture and way
of life. We as a church must respect
native people by working with sports
teams to eliminate Native American
names and mascots.
Therefore, I ask that the original petition be approved to not have
meetings in cities that have Native
American mascots. Again, in this
way we can say that the church is
showing with our money that we will
not tolerate racism against Native
Americans.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright. I
believe that’s actually a speech in
favor, if I understood it properly. I
may consult.
TAYLOR: No. It is not. The
language has been changed, and I am
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asking that it go back to the original
language as submitted by the original submitter of the petition.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.
Thank you very much. That helps me
understand it a little bit better. I have
a motion to amend from Richard
Shaffer. I believe I’m reading this
right. It’s difficult for me to get it. If
you would go to Mic. 4, please?
BISHOP LOWRY: I also have
you down to speak in favor at Mic. 4.
So I’m not sure
RICHARD ALLEN SHAFFER
(West Virginia): Yes.
BISHOP LOWRY: What you’re
doing.
BISHOP JOHN MICHAEL
LOWRY: . . . so have you down to
speak in favor at mic. no. 4, so I’m
not . . .
RICHARD SHAFFER (West
Virginia): Yes.
BISHOP LOWRY: . . . sure
what you’re doing. And I’m not . . .
sure where mic. no. 4 is, so hang on
a moment, let me orient. There you
go. Thank you. Go ahead.
SHAFFER: Richard Shaffer, first-time delegate to General
Conference, Laity, from the West
Virginia Annual Conference. I am
speaking in favor of the amendment.
I was originally in the queue to make
the amendment.
BISHOP LOWRY: I—I
SHAFFER: So, I would like to
move that…
BISHOP LOWRY: We’ve got—
excuse me, we don’t have an amendment before us. Are you—are you
trying to . . .
SHAFFER: I—I was understanding that the lady who just spoke
made an amendment.
BISHOP LOWRY: No.
SHAFFER: But if that is not the
case, I move to make that amendment.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright. It’s
proper for you to make that amendment.
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SHAFFER: Then if I have a
second, I’ll speak to that.
BISHOP LOWRY: Do we have
a second? Alright, if you’d state the
amendment first, I think, and then
I’ll take the second.
SHAFFER: The amendment is
to go back to the original language
as found on the ADCA on p. 600.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright, let’s
give folks a chance to make sure that
they can read that as it’s listed. If
you see . . .
SHAFFER: That is petition
60851.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright. And
could you read to us the section involved and help us understand what
you’re trying to do?
SHAFFER: It is rather lengthy.
BISHOP LOWRY: I believe
it’s just the last paragraph that’s
involved, but I may be misunderstanding.
SHAFFER: OK. OK.
BISHOP LOWRY: Yeah.
SHAFFER: “Therefore, be it
resolved that the General Conference calls upon all general agencies,
annual conferences, and United
Methodist related organizations and
institutions, not to select locations
for their meetings and events, where
sports teams use Native American
names and symbols, and furthermore,
The United Methodist Church should
publicly declare this position.”
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright. I
believe it’s more proper that I ask
now if there is a second. Alright. I
heard a number of seconds. So this
amendment is properly before us. If
you’d stay at the microphone, I wanna help both myself and the body
make sure we understand this. You’re
essentially making an amendment
that would delete and return us to
the original language. Is that—did I
summarize it accurately?
SHAFFER: That is correct.
BISHOP LOWRY: Say that
again, please.
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SHAFFER: Yes, that’s correct.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright. I
have a speech—now, we’re on the
amendment, not the main motion. I
have a speech against from Charles
Boayue. Mic. no. 1, please.

(conferring)
Oh, I’m sorry. If you’ll stay near
that microphone, I think I’m—I have
to give you a chance to speak. So
you—I called on Charles—let me,
let him do that. And Charles, hang
on a minute, I have a parliamentary
point of order. Mic. no. 6, Rudolph
Merab.
RUDOLPH MERAB (Western
Angola): Well, Bishop, it’s just an
inquiry. From how I hear this being
read, it means anything we are
doing, Washington, D.C., whether
meeting or anything will have to be
stopped?
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright. I’m
gonna invite the speakers to speak to
speak for it when it was their turn.
Let me check with my colleagues
on which point of view I should call
first.

(conferring)
Richard you go first and then
after Richard, I will call on Darcy,
oh, I’m sorry. I will call on Charles
who’s—who should already be mic.
no. 1. Go ahead, Richard, if you
would please.
SHAFFER: Yes. I attended the
presentation at the bishops’ dinner
last night. Program regarding the
survivors of the Sand Creek Massacre. These brothers and sisters are
very forgiving of the genocide perpetrated by the Methodist Church and
our United States government. They
ask little of us. They ask for prayers.
They have asked for help in rebuilding. They ask that we love each other. Respect of self and others. They
also ask respect of our land, air, and
water. They want to see their tribes
thrive again. We have several oppor-

May 20, 2016

tunities to help them with upcoming
legislation and petitions.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.
Thank you. Charles Boayue, mic. 1,
please.
CHARLES S.G. BOAYUE
(Detroit): Bishop, this is Charles
Boayue, Detroit Conference. When
I queued in, I was queueing in on
the previous motion, because I was
against that. I am really for the one
that is on the floor now.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright,
Charles. Let—let me ask then if
you would like, I’ll simply call on
you for this motion in a moment,
but let me first get a speech against.
Alright? Would that be acceptable? Alright. I’m gonna ask Darcy
Rubenking to go to mic. 4, if we
could, please.
DARCY LYNN RUBENKING
(Iowa): My name is Darcy Rubenking, I’m a laity from Iowa. And I
was in this Discipleship legislative
committee. One of the things that
we talked about was that we have
some general boards and agencies in
Atlanta, Georgia, and also in Washington, D.C., and that, although I
appreciate the amendment, we would
no longer be able to have any meetings where our general agencies are,
and I think that would cause some
difficulties. So I stand opposed to the
motion to go back to the language
and to support the amendment that
was written in the DCA.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.
Thank you very much. Charles
Boayue, and then speaking in favor.
BOAYUE: I’m in favor of the
motion that is on the floor now because sometimes in life, you have to
make a choice between expediency,
to carry on in justice because we’ve
committed ourselves to placing
things in a certain city. And faithfulness to justice, to God’s justice. This
week, we have apologized to Native
Americans who were so gracious
to tell us they are willing to accept
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our apology for horrific violence,
inhumanity against their people. To
come here and argue that because
we have certain buildings in certain
cities, that should take priority over
our covenant with them, is so wrong.
I appeal to everybody who has the
conscience for people. The committee is trying to find a way by raising
awareness, and this motion carries
us back to taking some action. And
I think actions for justice raise more
awareness than just words.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright,
thank you. I’m going to ask—that’s
a speech for. I’m gonna ask Kim
Simpson, move to mic. 4. And Kim,
then if you’d just wait in place, we
have a point of order, or parliamentary inquiry, or information from
Cynthia Taylor. Cynthia is mic. 3, if
you would, please. We’re gonna go
with Cynthia first and then, if possible then, Kim, I’ll—I will go to you
for—for a speech against.
CYNTHIA ANN TAYLOR
(Baltimore-Washington): Cynthia
Taylor, Laity, Baltimore-Washington
Conference. I had a question. During
our discussion of this petition, many
of the questions about meetings
and where they would be held were
responded to by a member of the Native American Caucus, and I wanted
to know if they could briefly respond
to those concerns, which I think
would help to eliminate them.

(pause)
BISHOP JOHN MICHAEL
LOWRY: Alright. Kim, I’m gonna
ask you pause in place. I think this
decision needs to be owned by the
body, and I think you raise a legitimate point. So, I’m just gonna ask
for a simple, straight vote with your
voting devices. Up or down. A yes is
that you would like to ask someone
to come and speak to the body and a
no is that you would say no. And so,
Cynthia, you may need to stay near a
mic. so you can help me with this.
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What I wanna do is do what
you’ve requested, but I understand
the body owns that and not the chair.
So, are you ready to vote on this?
A yes means that you want to invite
someone to come from the group
named by Cynthia Taylor and a no
means you want to move on. Alright.
“Move on” would be move on to
additional speeches—the for and
against. So there are still speeches
in both those queues. So would you
vote now, please?
[Yes, 402; No, 358]
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright. You
voted to do so. Is there a representative from that group that is present in
the house that we might call to one
of the mics.?
TAYLOR: Is Cynthia Kent
present?
BISHOP LOWRY: I’m seeing
someone in the far right, I think at
mic. no. 3 if I have—4, I’m sorry,
mic. no.—no that’s Kim Simpson.
Yes, mic. 4. If you would state your
name and then speak to us. I am
going to ask that you stay within the
limited three-minute time period,
just to be fair to the other speakers.
Thank you.
CYNTHIA KENT (Chair, Native American International Caucus):
Thank you. My name is Cynthia
Kent. I’m the chair of the Native
American International Caucus.
When the discussion was talked
about, about meetings, I said, “We
are working with agencies, to look at
meeting sites.” The General Board of
Church and Society is in Washington, DC, so we look at meetings outside of Washington, DC. We’ve had
meetings in Chevy Chase, Maryland,
and also in Baltimore, Maryland.
In regards to the General Board of
Global Ministries moving to Atlanta,
I have visited with Thomas Kemper,
and he is looking at having meetings
in Decatur, or somewhere outside of
Georgia. So we still want to work
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with those agencies. And by working
with those agencies, we’ll be able to
find ways to work with the teams.
Thank you.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.
Cynthia, thank you very much for
helping us out here. I appreciate
that. We are, we are now still on the
amendment. We’ve had two speeches
for and one against. Kim Simpson,
mic. no. 4 has the floor, and I’m gonna ask Rebecca Girrell to go to mic.
no. 6, to give a speech for.
KIM QUETONE SIMPSON
(Central Texas): Bishop, Kim
Simpson, Central Texas Conference.
I am half Native American, and I
rise to oppose this motion because
I don’t think it goes far enough. If
we don’t have meetings in certain
cities, we don’t make reservations,
the businesses don’t know we
have not come, they will not rise
to these teams and say, “We are
losing money,” because they don’t
know we were coming. If instead,
we take those efforts and go to
those teams through the agencies
that Cyndi mentioned, and we have
talks or raise awareness with those
teams directly, then we can make an
impact on the way people view us as
Natives. I think that the amendment
does not go far enough to take us
forward in our discussions with the
teams themselves, which are perpetuating these hurtful images for our
people. Thank you.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright,
thank you for your sharing. Let me
explain where we are. We’re at two
speeches for and two against. I’ve
asked Rebecca if she would to be
at mic. 6, but at this point, usually,
we ask the house. According to our
rules we can have three each. Often
we have stopped at two each. So is
someone ready to move the question? I’ve got William Hatcher at
mic. 6, please.

(pause)
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WILLIAM STANLEY HATCHER (South Georgia): Thank you,
Bishop. Bill Hatcher, South Georgia
Conference, lay. I move the previous
question and all that’s before us, sir.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright, let
me be clear. This takes a two-thirds
vote to move the previous question
and all that is before us. It’s not debatable. Please take out your phasers,
and let me explain what we’re voting
on very carefully. We are not voting
on the amendment or the main
motion. We are simply voting to stop
the debate, and then we would move
to vote on the amendment, and possibly, we would move, depending on
what happens in that vote, we might
move on to vote on the main motion.
So you understand you’re not voting
on the motion proper, you’re voting
on whether or not to stop debate.
All those in favor of stopping debate
please press no. one (1); all those
opposed, who want to hear the two
additional speeches, one for and one
against, please vote no. two (2). The
voting is now open.
[Yes, 708; No, 72]
BISHOP JOHN MICHAEL
LOWRY: Alright, and the motion
is to move the previous question.
Rebecca, I apologize for having you
get up. If you would, return to your
seats. I appreciate your patience.
And, I’m gonna ask the committee
chair, as is our rules, has a final
chance to speak, so, Robin Wilson,
if you would say a final word to us,
and then, we’ll move to vote first on
the amendment.
ROBIN CREWS WILSON
(Alabama-West Florida): Thank
you, Bishop. We had nine languages represented in our Discipleship
legislative committee, and each person
spoke with care and compassion as
we dealt with this very serious issue.
It happened in subcommittee, and it
happened in the legislative committee.
And, after our very careful work in
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building a community of trust, we as a
legislative committee learned together that one careless comment can
produce harm to both individuals, and
to groups of people. Choices matter.
Our work matters. Kindness matters. I
remember the Scripture from the book
of Ephesians, chapter 4, verse 32, that
begins, “Be ye kind, one to another.”
We have endeavored to practice that in
our committee and through this work.
So, brothers and sisters, whatever
we vote on this amendment or on the
petition as a whole, we have that opportunity to be kind with our careful
choices, with our respectful language,
to hear and acknowledge the hearts
of Native American brothers and
sisters. Thank you, Bishop.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright.
Thank you. I’m gonna ask you to
take your voting devices, if you
would, please. Let me carefully
explain what we are voting on, so
that there is no confusion. We are
voting on the amendment. So my
instructions are, if you are in favor
of adopting the amendment, which
would then replace the main motion,
you would vote one (1) for yes. If
you are opposed to adopting the
amendment and wish to stay with the
main motion, you would vote two
(2). Would you please vote now?
[Yes, 318; No, 465]
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright. You
can see the vote on the screen, and
the vote is, is no, so the amendment
is defeated. We are now back to the
main motion as printed in the DCA,
item no.—

(Bishop conferring
on the stage)
BISHOP LOWRY: Item no. 510,
on p. 2324. That is before us. We’ve
already moved the question on all
before us, so would you take your
voting device, please? Alright. If you
vote—I’ve got a point of order. Mic.
1, Schuyler Lowe-McCracken.
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SCHUYLER J. LOWE-MCCRACKEN (Memphis): Sky McCracken, clergy delegate, Memphis
Conference. My inquiry is this, and
it, I don’t want us to have something that could have an unintended consequence. As I remember,
in committee, when we asked the
Native American caucus representative to speak to us, she intended for
this to be in regards to professional
teams. We maybe need to be careful,
because there are high schools and
junior highs all over the place, also,
with names that are disparaging for
Native Americans, and I don’t want
us to get in a situation—
BISHOP LOWRY: Excuse me,
Sky. I believe you’re stepping over
the line, in terms of what’s allowed
here. This is not debatable, and—
LOWE-MCCRACKEN: I realize that, and I’m just—
BISHOP LOWRY: You may ask
information or inquiry.
LOWE-MCCRACKEN: I don’t
want this to have an unintended consequence of not having somewhere
to meet if we go with the intent—
BISHOP LOWRY: I, I think,
I think you’re, I think you, mean it
very respectfully—
LOWE-MCCRACKEN: I’m
over the line.
BISHOP LOWRY: I think
you’ve moving over the line—
LOWE-MCCRACKEN: OK.
BISHOP LOWRY: —into a
speech.
The body has voted to vote, so
please take your voting devices. All
those in favor of the main motion as
printed in no. 510, please vote yes,
no. one (1). All those opposed, please
vote no, no. two (2). Vote now.
[Actual: Yes, 628; No, 173]
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright. It
is, it is passed. 638 in favor, and you
can read the number for the no’s. I
have a point of . . . I want to clear
the queue after this, but I have two
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points of inquiry. So I’m going to
take them, and then clear the queue.
Charles Boayue, mic. 1, please. And,
would Marquice Hobbs go to mic. 3,
so that you’re ready next.
CHARLES S. G. BOAYUE
(Detroit): Charles Boayue, Detroit
Conference. Bishop, I’m so sorry to
take the group’s time. When you put
the vote on the amendment, I was
completely confused. I thought the
committee’s report was the amendment to the main petition and voted
that way, and if the house wishes to
proceed, I will yield, but that’s why
I voted the way I did. I voted “no”
thinking that the committee’s report
was the amendment to the petition.
BISHOP LOWRY: OK, I believe the vote was overwhelming. I
appreciate that and regret any confusion that may have taken place. Mic.
3, Marquice Hobbs, I believe. If I’m
pronouncing names wrong, I genuinely do apologize and seek your
help in correcting me so I may learn.
So, we are at mic. 3, please, for a
point of order, parliamentary inquiry,
or information. Again, please be
precise in stating first which it is and
then very directly going to it. Thank
you.
MARQUICE TREMAYNE
HOBBS (Texas): Thanks, Bishop.
Marquice Hobbs, Texas Annual
Conference. I’m looking at the DCA,
here, on p. 1969. I’m looking at line
737, under Rule 9, subsection 4, and
it reads, “The three-minute limit on
delegate speeches may be amended
by a majority vote of the body at any
time and for a period of duration,”
and so, I was wondering, would I be
in order to make that amendment,
to limit this to a two-minute debate
and, then, to also, on the opposite
page, on 1968, under Rule 7, subsection 3, line 719, to amend that to
say “after two speeches for and three
against?” So, it’s to limit our debate
to two speeches for and against, with
two-minute debate.
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BISHOP LOWRY: Alright. Let
me make sure, let me make sure I’ve
understood you correctly. This is not
a point of order, or a parliamentary
inquiry, or an information.
HOBBS: Well—
BISHOP LOWRY: It’s really a
motion, is it not?
HOBBS: Well, my question
was, how can I see this about? I was
a little confused there—
BISHOP LOWRY: Oh, I see.
OK. That’s, that’s fair enough. Very
good question. Thank you, sir. What,
my understanding is, what you
would do is enter it in the queue as,
to move new business. OK?
HOBBS: OK.
BISHOP LOWRY: I am now
clearing the queue, so that we may
take the next item of business. So,
we have concluded our discussion
on this matter, and the queue is clear.
When the floor is open for discussion on the next matter, I will remind
you to register your desire to speak
on the queueing pads. I’m going
to ask Jessica Vargo to come, from
Financial Administration, to share
with us on petition no. 60040. It’s
found in the DCA on 2205 and in the
ADCA on 709. Jessica, would you
just give folks just a second to find
their place?
JESSICA H. VARGO (East
Ohio): Sure.
BISHOP JOHN MICHAEL
LOWRY: Would you just give folks
just a second to find their place?
JESSICA H. VARGO (East
Ohio): Again, I direct you to the
DCA p. 2205. We are starting with
Calendar Item 27. I will be bringing two Calendar Items to you this
morning. Both of these were pulled
off of the Consent Calendar.

CPP Amendments
This Calendar Item is entitled,
CPP Amendments. The full petition
can be found in your Advanced DCA,
709. This petition was sponsored
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and written by the General Board
of Pension and Health Benefits. It is
technical corrections and some plan
adjustments to better impact our participants in the annual conferences.
The legislative committee added one
small subsection, and that’s what you
see printed in the DCA. This particular petition was strongly supported
by the legislative committee and is
now before you at this time.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright. It’s
before us. I would ask, I’m gonna
have trouble with the pronunciation
of this name, so I ask your mercy,
and your correction. Robert Zilhaver,
I would ask you to move to mic.
6, on a desire to amend. Charles
Temple Chappelle, you are next in
a move to suspend the rules, if you
would be ready at mic. 2, when Robert is finished. Robert if you would
continue please, thank you.
ROBERT FRANK ZILHAVER
(Western Pennsylvania): Bishop, I
would like to make an amendment
to this petition. I move to restore the
original language in the following
paragraphs, “To retain the denominational average compensation calculation based upon actual auditable
economic transactions of compensations adopted by Charge Conferences in accordance to ¶247.13,”
rather than the language that delegates pieces of this denominational
average compensation to the annual
conference for calculations. And, the
paragraphs that would be affected
in the DCA would be on p. 709, to
amend section 2.16, Denominational
Average Compensation, that would
be to restore the original language.
And on p. 709, section 2.20,
Plan Compensation, and that would
be to restore the original language.
And, to amend on p. 712,
section 502c, to restore the original
language, and to add an additional
language at the end as a note, “the
2016 General Conference requests
that the General Board of Pensions
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and Health Benefits review the
denominational average compensation calculations as presented in its
petition 60040-FA-1504.1, ADCA
pp. 705 to 709 for compliance with
Judicial Decision 51, 390, and
other identified decisions, as well
as, Constitutional ¶16.4, 16.8, 16.9,
16.5; Disciplinary ¶247.13, 604.1,
604.4, 604.8, 604.13, 639.4, 639.5,
639.6, 639.7, 1506, and other identified paragraphs. It is recommended
that the board use the provisions of
¶2610 to ensure compliance.
If I have a second, I’d like to
speak to that motion.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright, let’s
hang on a minute. I gotta do, I gotta
do a little bit of thinking because you
lost me about two minutes ago.
BISHOP LOWRY: And,
ZILHAVER: It’s not easy.

(Laughter)
BISHOP LOWRY: You know.
And, and, and, while I know I’m not
the brightest bulb in the stands, I
don’t think I’m the dimmest, either.
So, first of all, we do need that in
writing.
ZILHAVER: I have that available in writing.
BISHOP LOWRY: Come up
front so we have it. The second, is
that I think it’s in motion to give
you a change to speak to it, but I’m
gonna ask you to hold. I have a move
to table, postpone, or refer which by
our rules takes president over any
debate on it. So, you’d hang on and
stay there. I’m gonna ask William
Shillady to move to mic. 6. To state
your move to suspend the rules, to
table, postpone, or refer. So, William
are you at mic. 6?
WILLIAM S. SHILLADY (New
York): I’m here, Bishop, thank you.
Bill Shillady, New York.
BISHOP LOWRY: Have at it.
SHILLADY: Is the motion
before us so that I can move to refer
it? Was there a second?

BISHOP LOWRY: Yes, I’m
sorry. I think I heard a second, but let
me double check just to make sure.
Is there a second? Alright, I do have
a second. I believe I heard it the first
time. We’ll go ahead. So, it’s proper
for you to make your action.
SHILLADY: I would move to refer this petition to the General Board
of Pensions and Health Benefits.
BISHOP LOWRY: Is there a
second? I thought I heard a couple
already. Second, OK, I did. Good
enough. I’m thinking it probably
time for hearing aids, but we will
worry about that later. It is debatable
with a majority vote, and so, let me
be very clear on where we stand here
at the moment. The debate is on the
referral. It’s not on the content of the
motion, nor is it on the content of the
original, or main, motion. It is on the
debate to refer to the General Board
of Pensions.
SHILLADY: I would like to
speak to that if I could, please.
BISHOP LOWRY: Yes, I think,
I think it’s in order that you speak to
that now.
SHILLADY: Bishop and members of the General Conference, I too
got lost a few minutes into the motion. I think the best way to handle
this is to refer to the board because
there are legal issues, as well as a
major complication with the concepts
that our fellow delegate has put forth.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright,
thank you.

(pause)
BISHOP MICHAEL LOWRY:
Alright. Bill, I need to get something
clarified. So if you’d go back to the
microphone, I would be grateful,
please. And, and, and what we need
to know is this, does this deal with
the whole motion or just a part of it?
WILLIAM S. SHILLADY (New
York): Sorry, Bishop. Could you
repeat that? The whole of his motion. The whole of his amendment to
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the motion, so that we can go back
to the original CPP amendments as
presented.
BISHOP LOWRY: OK. So,
you’re referring the whole of the
amendment, which would then go
back—
SHILLADY: Correct.
BISHOP LOWRY: —to the
board?
SHILLADY: I would agree with
that.
BISHOP LOWRY: Alright. So,
this is debatable, as I understand it.
Let me, I’ve got a, I’ve got a bunch
of people wanting to speak, but most
of them were put in prior to your
speaking. So, I’m not sure if they are
actually on the main motion. So, let
me give you a second to remove it if
you are not speaking on the motion
to refer. Alright? ‘Cause that’s what
before us. The motion to refer. OK.
So, I’m gonna—

(pause)
BISHOP LOWRY: Fine. I think
because so many of these things on
the queue came before this speech,
I’m going to clear the queue. Chap,
you’re just gonna have to hold, and,
and I’ll try to get you back in. I
can’t, promise but I’ll try. I’m gonna
clear the queue, so that we can get
it re-entered in terms of those who
want to speak on the motion to refer.
OK. I want to, I want to be very
carefully clear. We’re not speaking
on the amendment proper or the main
motion proper. We are speaking on
the motion to refer. So, if you want
to speak on that, please enter in the
queue. Charles Moore, if you would
go to mic.3, please. Michael Watts, if
you would go to mic. 2. Charles, my
understanding is that you are speaking against. And Michael, my understanding is that you are speaking
for. I would ask when you start, you
confirm that I understand correctly.
(to be continued in next issue)
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