
Questions & Answers from Town Hall Meeting #2 
 

1. If 66% vote ‘yes,’ does that mean we now become a ‘Global Methodist’ 
church and follow a ‘Traditional’ path? 

 
The disaffiliation vote, that requires a 66% ‘yes’ vote to pass, only results in 
a local church leaving/exiting the United Methodist Church. To join a new 
denomination another vote would have to be taken; and may be taken 
after the disaffiliation vote or at a later date.  

 
2. What is the difference in doctrine between the United Methodist Church 

and the Global Methodist Church? 
 

Initially, as written on the page, there is not much of a difference. There is, 
however, already substantial differences in how the nature and role of 
doctrine is understood in the life of the church. For example, it is my 
(Pastor Rich) assertion that the continuing United Methodist Church will 
increasingly see the doctrine of the church as an historical document 
instead of an authoritative/guiding document. Further, the Global 
Methodist Church specifies the role of the Nicene and Apostles Creeds, and 
the Definition of Chalcedon, as doctrinal and foundational statements, 
while the UMC sees them as ‘inherent and implied’ within the doctrinal 
standards. 

 
3. So, if we stay United Methodist, with those thoughts that Jesus is not 

God, did not die for our us become the doctrine; and the same with 
communion? 

 
Initially, no, the doctrinal commitments and our understanding of Holy 
Communion are not going to change any time soon. The ‘Restrictive Rule’ in 
the “United Methodist Book of Discipline” makes it nearly impossible to 
formally change our doctrinal statements. However, as mentioned above, 
we already have vastly different understandings of the nature and role of 
doctrine in the life of the church. Further, it is my assertion (Pastor Rich) 
that over time, a wide array of opinions regarding doctrine, and 
sacraments, will become ‘normal’ in the UMC. 

 



4. How would joining another denomination ensure that leaders within said 
denomination would not drift theologically in their teachings over the 
next few decades? Would there be a difference in governance, or will we 
always have to rely on others to actually enforce policies? In short, how 
would leaving help this not happen again? 

 
There are no guarantees that this won’t happen again. And, it depends 
somewhat on what a local church that disaffiliates from the UMC decides to 
do. If the local church becomes an independent church, it will be strictly up 
to their local leadership, boards, and policies to determine their direction 
and standards. If the local church goes with an existing denomination like 
the Wesleyans, the Free Methodist Church, the Nazarene Church, or 
another denomination, it will be determined by the policies and procedures 
of those denominations. However, if the local church goes with the new 
Global Methodist Church, there are polices established for the clergy and 
local churches to adhere to the doctrinal and ethical teachings of the 
church. The process of accountability in the GMC is streamlined and 
efficient. Local Churches and individual clergy who find they no longer 
agree with the doctrine and ethics of the GMC will have the ability to easily 
leave the GMC and join a denomination of their choosing.  

 
5. Is there a response from clergy, bishops, etc… in regards to stating their 

belief in the doctrine only to practice in opposition to it? 
 

I’ve had to think through this question a bit. I’m not entirely sure I 
understand it. But here’s what I think the question is asking (if you asked 
this question and I’m not understanding it, please contact me!), if clergy 
(including bishops) have taken vows in their ordination to uphold the 
doctrine and polity of the United Methodist Church, how do they justify 
violating those standards? To answer this question, I have to speculate a 
bit, it’s near impossible to answer on behalf of so many other people who 
likely all have individual reasons and rationale for their behavior and 
commitments. But here’s my best guesses… First, many say they believe 
they are working to make the church better by working for change from 
within. Second, some say their commitments around doctrine and ethics 
have changed since their ordination or consecration. Third, others say they 
can state their commitment to the doctrine and polity of the church and 



maintain different ‘interpretations’ of the doctrine and polity and remain 
faithful to their vows. Again, this is speculation and guessing, but I have 
heard all three of these reasons given to that question.  

 
6. What are some examples of Traditionalist views? (like the article that was 

referenced?) 
 

Traditionalists maintain that their views are encapsulated in the official 
doctrines of the church as recorded in the Book of Discipline and in line 
with the historic Christian faith. Further, for a Traditionalist viewpoint on 
the conflict and division within the UMC, I recommend watching the videos 
from Rev. Rob Renfro of the Good News Movement: 
https://www.youtube.com/c/GoodNewsMethodist/featured 
Rob presents the material from a clear conservative viewpoint.  

https://www.youtube.com/c/GoodNewsMethodist/featured

