
 1 

DTF Submitted Q&A Panel 10/5/22  

We will discuss as many questions as time permits. We will post more detailed 
answers on our Discerning Our Future website.  
 
Similar questions were combined for efficient use of time, so you PROBABLY WILL 
NOT hear your exact wording. The DTF discussed the questions and answers as a 
group. The DTF reviewed collaborative answers provided by DTF members, 
clergy and others to ensure the responses were balanced.  
 
During the Sunday school hour in Hunter 101, a video sermon by Mark Sorensen 
will be shown as a counterpoint to the Stay UMC video shown last Sunday. 
 
The sign up for our closing 24 hour prayer vigil, on Sunday October 16th, is 
available on our website. We hope that every one of you will join us in prayer on 
our 40th day of discernment. 
 
Q. Please clarify our tax exempt status if our church were to disaffiliate. 

A. Denominational affiliation does not affect the tax status. The following 
answer has been verified by a tax attorney:  First Methodist Shreveport was 
a Louisiana nonprofit corporation before the name changed in 1994 and 
can again change its name, address and structural and operational 
changes with no adverse tax consequences so long that it is a “church” 
(which is broadly defined and includes non-Christian places of worship). If 
the name of the church goes back to “First Methodist of Shreveport, 
Louisiana”, it will continue to be a Methodist church and recognized as tax-
exempt as it has been since such laws were established.    

 
 
Q. Why would anyone want to change our wonderful church? We have so 
many great traditions and are welcoming to everyone. 

A. No one wants to change our wonderful church.  We will remain First United 
Methodist Church of Shreveport or if we disaffiliate, we would be First 
Methodist Church of Shreveport.  We will remain a Methodist congregation 
regardless. 
 
The concerns being discussed in our discernment process are about the 
greater united Methodist denomination and not our local church. 
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Q. Why are our pastors told by the conference during this “discernment” time 
in our church that they are not able to say if they support disaffiliation? 

A. The clergy of our local church have been appointed by the Louisiana 
Annual Conference and are members of the Annual Conference 
(meaning not members of FUMCS). They have taken an oath to be loyal to 
the UMC and uphold the Book of Discipline. 

     The ability to discuss disaffiliation is being interpreted differently between 
different annual conferences. 
 

Q. What are FUMC’s financial obligations to the Louisiana Conference?  Would 
endowments be used toward disaffiliation costs? 

A. Current annual apportionments owed the Conference/District total $ 
270,257 and are proportionally paid on a monthly basis.   

B. Again, should we get to that place, the costs will be handled 
by discretionary non-budget funds and not the budget or endowment. 

C. If you have more detailed financial questions:  Our Trustees and Finance 
Committees meet quarterly and review reports outlining all pertinent 
financial information.  These meetings are open and their reports can be 
reviewed by congregation members. 

Q. Is there reason to believe that the 2024 General Conference will vote on the 
matter of Obedience to the book of discipline and the bible's authority in 
matters of sexuality (LGBTQ clergy ordination or appointment to Bishop status, 
and LGBTQ marriages in the church) again? 

A. The 2024 General Conference will most likely again consider marriage and 
ordination standards, as has been considered by every General 
Conference since 1972 and with increasing intensity recently.   
 

Q. Without the vote of international United Methodist, would the vote go once 
again to the traditional plan?  

A. The vote will be difficult to predict in 2024.  The International delegates will 
be present and remain largely traditional.  Some US traditionalists, but not 
all, will have exited the UMC, shifting the US delegation more progressive 
than it already is on matters of human sexuality and marriage.  

B. The answer is that we cannot know for sure. The 2024 General Conference 
could well decide to uphold the Book of Discipline’s current language on 
the subjects at hand, as they did in 2019. But the vote in 2019 was closer 
than it had ever been. If the number of churches choosing to disaffiliate 
continues to grow, the number of delegates supporting the current 
language will decrease as a percentage of the whole. The protocol for 
separation which was never voted on (read by pastor Erik at our 
September 21 Worship and Exploration meeting) outlined the plan to 
remove restrictive language from the book of Discipline on same sex 
marriage and gay clergy. 
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Q. If clergy have broken ordination vows to the current Book of Disciple, 
should we expect that they will respect the current traditional UMC viewpoints 
in the future? 

A. Those clergy who either technically break their ordination vows or promote 
aspirational discipline changes do so because of their sense of justice, and 
consider it justified civil disobedience.    This is likely to continue until their 
preferred changes are made, or the UMC solves its organizational 
loopholes that allow such disobedience and begin to truly exercise 
episcopal oversight. 

 
Q. Because African United Methodists tend to be more conservative, many 
believed they would leave the United Methodist Church to join the Global 
Methodist Church.  However, on September 8, 2022, all but one of the UMC 
bishops in Africa condemned the two groups (the Africa Initiative and 
Wesleyan Covenant Assoc.) that are working for and promoting the Global 
Methodist Church. They are indicating a willingness to remain United Methodist 
and continue to work on ways to allow different regions of the denomination to 
hold differing views on the issues that divide us.  Will this be discussed? 

A. We are happy to discuss this, but better yet, we have included the 
statement from the African College of Bishops, as well as the response 
statement, on our website for further reading.  
 
If we interpret this question, we believe the question submitter was aiming to 
ask is: why can the African UMC Congregations be happy living in a 
denomination with differing views, but we at FUMC cannot? That is exactly 
why we have created this season of discernment, prayer, and education to 
individually ask ourselves: Are we willing to live under a big tent with those 
holding different beliefs, or would we be better aligned with those who 
interpret scripture and hold the beliefs we do?  

 
1.  (Links to the statement and article for the website:) 
https://www.unitedmethodistbishops.org/files/statement+from+africa+college
s+of+bishops+-+sept+8.pdf 

 
And we would ask you to also read this response:  

https://peopleneedjesus.net/2022/09/10/thoughts-on-that-statement-by-
african-bishops/ 
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Q. If the disaffiliation fails, what will those who choose to leave be able to do? 
Will we have any resources to start a new church? Will our pastors choose to 
stay or go with those that choose to leave? 

A. Regardless of what FUMCS does, the church resources will remain 
intact.  This is not a vote to divide the church. If a vote is taken, it would be 
to determine whether to leave the UMC as a family or remain in the UMC 
as a family.  We do not see the mission of our church changing, but any 
member always has the option to seek another church if they choose.  We 
would hope that doesn’t happen and we would continue to worship and 
serve together. 

 
Q. There are two articles that specifically quote Louisiana Bishop Harvey 
stating that she does not see a way forward and that it is time to separate. Why 
is she now saying we need to stay together? She specifically says “separation 
was the best means to resolve our differences, allowing each part of the 
church to remain true to its theological understanding.”  Why has she changed 
her mind? 

A. We, of course, cannot speak for Bishop Harvey as to her perspective but 
can note some of her actions in the broader timeline.  The Bishop 
promoted the One Church Plan in 2019 as a means of keeping the church 
together, and her constant message was “better together.”   After the fall 
out from General Conference 2019 and the passage of the Traditional 
Plan, it is also worth noting that the Bishop was amongst the group that 
negotiated the Protocol for Reconciliation and Grace through Separation, 
which was likely to be voted upon at General Conference 2020, formalizing 
an official separation of the church.   (The preamble to this Protocol was 
read by Pastor Erik at our Worship and Exploration meeting 9/21/22). 

We suspect that the recent change of rhetoric by not only our Bishop, but 
most of the Council of Bishops and other leading centrists is informed by 
changing circumstances: the Covid Pandemic, the most recent delay of 
General Conference to 2024, and the subsequent launching of the Global 
Methodist Church.  Most of the centrists have withdrawn their support of the 
Protocol, and the Council of Bishops has pivoted to Para 2553 as a means 
of allowing churches to disaffiliate.  This allows the now-altered message to 
focus on “staying” and relocates the decision to “separate” from the 
general conference level to the local church, who would then choose to 
“disaffiliate.”  

  
We respect that Bishop Harvey has publicly acknowledged a church’s right 
to consider and exercise 2553, even as the calling of her office as Bishop is 
to promote unity by remaining and preserving the UMC.   
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As to the financial implications, there is a wide variety of standards being 
deployed across the UMC connection for disaffiliation costs, and not 
uncontroversial.  The Louisiana Annual Conference voted down a more 
cost prohibitive disaffiliation scheme in 2021 (up to 45% of Church assets 
and property) in favor of the current financial obligations, which are more 
than the minimum standards listed in 2553, by one year of apportionments 
(270K for FUMCS).  It would be difficult to prove any further motivation 
behind these developments.   

 
Q. If we disaffiliate, will we be able to keep our mission programs? Also, will we 
keep our Pastors? 

A. The simple answer to maintaining local and global missions is yes. The 
longer and more complete answer can be found on the Q&A panel 
document from 9/21/22 on our website. 
The vast majority of our local and global missions is independent of the 
UMC.  This local church devotes over 20% of its budget to missions both 
local and global. 
Each pastor will have the option to withdraw from UMC or remain with 
UMC, regardless of what FUMCS votes to do. 

 
Q. If a meeting for a vote takes place, will the District Superintendent in charge 
of the meeting be required to remain neutral and not be allowed to make a 
statement for or against disaffiliation? 

A. The DS is a neutral presider and does not offer a recommendation as to 
remaining or disaffiliating.  The DS does have an obligation to clarify the 
Discipline’s language on Paragraph 2553, intent, timeline, and any 
misunderstandings or incorrect information. 
 

Q. How long has there been discussion among church leadership regarding 
disaffiliation? 

A. Some GC delegates began calling for UMC separation as early as 2004, 
and the tension has only increased since then, culminating with the 
proposed Protocol of Grace and Reconciliation through Separation in 
2020.   
• Dr. Pat Day was a GC delegate in 2012, 2016, and 2019, and had first 

hand knowledge of the escalating tension in the church. 
• In 2018 the Strategic Planning Team was formed through the normal 

nominations process for the purpose of monitoring developments within 
UMC and how those developments might impact FUMC-S.   

• The SPT has been re-affirmed through official Charge Conferences every 
year since. 
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• Bishop Hutchinson taught a study at the Church in early 2019 which 
included the then proposed 3 options for 2019 GC to resolve the 
Church’s disorder. 

• Dr.  Day gave updates to the Church Council following each General 
Conference and other important developments, as well as two town 
halls to the entire church.   

• The pandemic delayed resolution of these tensions.   
 
Q. Why vote to disaffiliate when the current Book of Discipline forbids what the 
“leavers” say they want? 

A. The traditional plan approved by 2019 GC was intended to resolve the 
UMC governance issues revealed by disagreements over human sexuality 
by improving accountability measures and structures. It also allowed a 
gracious exit for those unwilling to abide by these changes.  However, most 
of the traditional plan, which was a last minute addition to GC 2019 
agenda and in need of many amendments, was disallowed by the Judicial 
Council, except for paragraph 2553.  Thus the traditional plan’s “changes” 
were never enacted, and the fundamental issues remain unresolved.   

 
There are two possible outcomes GC 2024 “regarding a change”: one 
perpetuates the current language without the accountability measures of 
the 2019 traditional plan, and thus the likely continued disobedience to the 
BOD;  or, two progressive changes to the BOD regarding matters of human 
sexuality, which resolves non-compliance by changing the 
language.    Many churches in the denomination are choosing to 
disaffiliate for reasons of conscience regarding this dilemma, leaving this 
conflict behind and charting a new course.  Others favor staying because 
they remain hopeful for the progressive changes to the BOD, or simply due 
to institutional loyalty.   

 
#Submitted statement from a church member: Faithfulness to the truth is 
always costly in some way or another (2 Timothy 3:12), and that is precisely 
why Jesus insisted that anyone who wants to be His disciple must be willing to 
take up a cross (Luke 9:23–26). 
 
Every single disciple of Christ with the exception of John and countless martyrs 
all died in Defense of the truth of scripture. So are their lives are all for naught 
and in vain and the spread of the gospel not life-changing for those of us who 
live today?  
The question today is how many of us at FUMC would die for the truth rather 
than bend with culture? 
 
Armstrong, Grenz, Franke, and the emerging postmodernists have blurred the 
line between certainty and omniscience. They seem to presume that if we 
cannot know everything perfectly, we really cannot know anything with any 
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degree of certainty. That is an appealing argument to the postmodern mind, 
but it is entirely at odds with what Scripture teaches: “We have the mind of 
Christ” (1 Corinthians 2:16). 
 
That is not to suggest, of course, that we have exhaustive knowledge. But we 
do have infallible knowledge of what Scripture reveals, as the Spirit of God 
teaches us through the Word of God: “We have received, not the spirit of the 
world, but the Spirit who is from God, so that we might know the things freely 
given to us by God” (1 Corinthians 2:12). 
 
The fact that our knowledge grows fuller and deeper—and we all therefore 
change our minds about some things as we gain more and more light—
doesn’t mean that everything we know is uncertain, outdated, or in need of 
an overhaul every few years. The words of 1 John 2:20–21 apply in their true 
sense to every believer: “You have an anointing from the Holy One, and you 
all know. I have not written to you because you do not know the truth, but 
because you do know it, and because no lie is of the truth.” 
 
The message coming from post modernized evangelicals is exactly the 
opposite: Certainty is overrated. Assurance is arrogant. Better to keep 
changing your mind and keep your theology in a constant state of flux. 
 
By such means, the ages-old war against truth has moved right into the 
Christian community, and the church itself has already become a 
battleground—and ominously, precious few in the church today are prepared 
for the fight. We need to be in a state of operational readiness—armed with 
the right weaponry and equipped with the right battle plan. And that’s what 
we’ll examine next time. 
 

Q. According to the Discipline, homosexuality is singled out as a reason for 
ministers not to marry a couple. According to scripture (including those read 
by Dr. Bell) divorce, adultery and sex before marriage are wrong. Why can 
ministers conduct marriage ceremonies for these couples? 

A. No one considers those items listed to be “good” or a “blessing,” - not the 
Book of Disciple or the Bible.   But repentance of sin allows God’s 
redemptive work and grace to bring those individuals into alignment with 
Christian sexual ethics according to a complete reading of such matters in 
scripture, upon which the Book of Discipline’s positions rest.   We are all 
disordered by original sin and struggle to submit our inclinations to God’s 
redemptive work.   Whether homosexual behavior is a sin to be repented 
of, or a blessing within a marriage context, is the crux of the UMC’s current 
long standing debate on this issue.     
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Q. What date is used for Church Membership Rolls, if a vote is called? 

A. Should the Church Council elect to exercise 2553, the Louisiana Annual 
Conference policy is that the membership is “frozen" on the day the District 
Superintendent issues his call for the Congregational Charge Conference.  
So it is the action of the DS and not Church Council’s action that will 
determine the date. 
 

Q. How does the path FUMC takes (UMC or GMC) affect our current ministers 
and our source of trained ministers in the future? 

• We are not currently discerning future denominations but only whether 
to stay with UMC or not. 

• The Global Methodist Church (GMC) already has a system in place to 
accept the clergy credentials for anyone transferring over from the 
UMC who is in good standing.  So if FUMC Shreveport re-affiliated as a 
GMC church, the clergy could transfer if desired.        

• Additional similarities and differences: The UMC has guaranteed 
appointments for clergy while the GMC does not, potentially 
incentivizing clergy effectiveness.  Each have a similar consultation 
process between the Bishop’s cabinet and the Church, though the 
GMC strengthens the local Church’s role in the consultation.   Bishops 
are term-limited in the GMC and return to pastoral appointment 
following their term, as opposed to the UMC’s "Bishops for life" 
standard.  The UMC will continue its relationships with the current official 
UMC seminaries and others representing a wide range of theological 
views; the GMC will likely draw future pastors from more theologically 
orthodox seminaries, particularly in the Wesleyan tradition.   

• Each denomination will likely face a season of transition over the next 
few years in regards to the pool of clergy.    The Louisiana Conference 
of the UMC has had more people retiring than coming into ministry for 
many years and it is putting a strain on clergy supply.   On the other 
hand, it may be that more churches affiliate as GMC than do their 
clergy, leaving the GMC with potentially more vacancies to fill initially.   

 

Q. If we disaffiliate from the United Methodist Church, should Eternal Flame gifts 
be returned to those givers who ask for a return because their intent was to 
benefit a United Methodist Church? 

A.  We consulted with the legal team:  No gifts to the Eternal Fame can be 
returned and we are not aware of any gifts where that intent was 
expressed. 
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Q. Are there any documents that reflect donations to the Eternal Flame that 
restrict them to First United Methodist Church, or to a United Methodist Church, 
or successor organization to the United Methodist Church? 

A. Legal team: We are not aware of any gifts that contain the restrictions 
described. 
 

Q. Do you believe that homosexual persons are in sin because of their 
homosexuality? 

A. Answered in detail in Dr. Bell’s talk on 9/14/22, available on our website. 
B. BOD on Human Sexuality—We affirm that sexuality is God’s good gift to all 

persons.  We call everyone to responsible stewardship of this sacred gift. 
Although all persons are sexual beings whether or not they are married, 
sexual relations are affirmed only with the covenant of monogamous, 
heterosexual marriage. 

C. We affirm that all persons are individuals of sacred worth, created in the 
image of God.  All persons need the ministry of the Church in their struggles 
for human fulfillment, as well as the spiritual and emotional care of a 
fellowship that enables reconciling relationships with God, with others, and 
with self. The United Methodist Church does not condone the practice of 
homosexuality and considers this practice incompatible with Christian 
teaching.  

D. We affirm that God’s grace is available to all. We will seek to live together 
in Christian community, welcoming, forgiving, and loving one another, as 
Christ has loved and accepted us. We implore families and churches not to 
reject or condemn lesbian and gay members and friends. We commit 
ourselves to be in ministry for and with all persons.  

Q. Do you believe that persons who willingly agree to their divorce are in sin 
because of their divorce? Explain. 

A. The Book of Discipline states, in part: “God’s plan is for lifelong, faithful 
marriage. The church must be on the forefront of premarital, marital, and 
post marital counseling in order to create and preserve healthy 
relationships. However, when a married couple is estranged beyond 
reconciliation, even after thoughtful consideration and counsel, divorce is a 
regrettable alternative in the midst of brokenness. We grieve over the 
devastating emotional, spiritual, and economic consequences of divorce 
for all involved, understanding that women and especially children are 
disproportionately impacted by such burdens….. Divorce does not preclude 
a new marriage. We encourage an intentional commitment of the Church 
and society to minister compassionately to those in the process of divorce, 
as well as members of divorced and remarried families, in a community of 
faith where God’s grace is shared by all. 
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Q. Scripture calls for capital punishment for children who disobey.  Why does 
that not apply in our everyday lives as parents? 

A. While this question is technically outside of the scope of our 
discernment, we will point to pertinent excerpts from the Book of 
Discipline regarding the UMC’s official statements. We will add only that 
within scriptural narrative itself, there are releases from capital 
punishment such as Jesus intervening in the stoning of the woman 
caught in adultery. 

 
B. BOD on Rights of Children—Once considered the property of their 

parents, children are now acknowledged to be full human beings in 
their own right, but beings to whom adults and society in general have 
special obligations… Moreover, children have the rights to food, shelter, 
clothing, health care, and emotional well-being as do adults, and these 
rights we affirm as theirs regardless of actions or inactions of their parents 
or guardians. In particular, children must be protected from economic, 
physical, emotional, and sexual exploitation and abuse. 

 
C. BOD on The Death Penalty—We believe the death penalty denies the 

power of Christ to redeem, restore, and transform all human beings.… 
We believe all human life is sacred and created by God and therefore, 
we must see all human life as significant and valuable.… We believe in 
the resurrection of Jesus Christ and that the possibility of reconciliation 
with Christ comes through repentance. This gift of reconciliation is 
offered to all individuals without exception and gives all life new dignity 
and sacredness. For this reason, we oppose the death penalty (capital 
punishment) and urge its elimination from all criminal codes. 

 

Q. In regards to the progressive Methodist beliefs that deny the virgin birth of 
Jesus Christ. Would this or would this not then deny that Jesus is the son of 
God? He must only be born this way, to a virgin, and conceived by the Holy 
Spirit to truly be the son of God, Correct? 

A. Before I answer this question, it is important to note that not all progressives 
deny the virgin birth. It is, however, debated in some circles of Christianity.  

B. The official doctrine on this matter is found in Article II of the UMC Articles of 
Religion, which is easily accessible on our website. To paraphrase, it 
says:   The Son, is the Word of the Father, the very and eternal God, of one 
substance with the Father, who took man’s nature in the womb of the 
blessed Virgin.  

C. In addition, at the Council of Nicaea, where the Nicene Creed was 
adopted, Jesus Christ was identified as the Son of God.  

D. Full text Article II—Of the Word, or Son of God, Who Was Made Very Man 
The Son, who is the Word of the Father, the very and eternal God, of one 
substance with the Father, took man’s nature in the womb of the blessed 
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Virgin; so that two whole and perfect natures, that is to say, the Godhead 
and Manhood, were joined together in one person, never to be divided; 
whereof is one Christ, very God and very Man, who truly suffered, was 
crucified, dead, and buried, to reconcile his Father to us, and to be a 
sacrifice, not only for original guilt, but also for actual sins of men. 
 

 
Q. If we are inherently all born good, as the progressive Methodist believe, 
then what is their view of God and why do we need Him? How do they then 
explain evil in this world? 

A. This is not a Biblical point of view but one that is borne out of the 
Enlightenment which pulled men away from God and His absolutes. 

B. We were all born with the problem of Original sin and we had need of a 
savior – Jesus Christ. 

C. Article VII of our Confession of Faith states:  We believe man is fallen from 
righteousness and, apart from the grace of our Lord Jesus Christ, is destitute 
of holiness and inclined to evil. Except a man be born again, he cannot 
see the Kingdom of God.  In his own strength, without divine grace, man 
cannot do good works pleasing and acceptable to God.  We believe, 
however, man influenced and empowered by the Holy Spirit is responsible 
in freedom to exercise his will for good. 
 

 
Q. How does the progressive Methodist clergy believe that “sin can change 
with the culture”? Are we not called to “not be conformed to the pattern of the 
world, but be transformed but the renewing of our minds”. Roman’s 12:2 And 
does it not say John 17:14 “I have given them Your Word; and the world has 
hated them because they are not of the world, even as I am not of the world. I 
do not ask you to take them out of the world but to keep them from the evil 
one. Sanctify them in the truth; Your word is the truth.” 

A. It is important to note that not all progressives would affirm that “sin can 
change with culture.” This is a complex question that probes the interaction 
between culture and the church, and the cultural contexts of the Bible. 
Some progressives hold that certain sins listed in the Bible are reflective of 
historical and cultural contexts that do not apply today, given perceived 
advancements of human understanding on such matters. 
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Q. Beyond the human sexuality issue, are we aware of other potential major 
points of disagreement or likely future changes by either UMC or GMC in their 
core beliefs or Book of Discipline? 

A. The Doctrine of the UMC is difficult to change without constitutional 
amendments, therefore both the UMC and GMC will have similar doctrine 
initially.  However, the interpretation of the doctrine is defined by the UMC 
Discipline’s “Theological Task”, which is likely to foster a broader range of 
theological, biblical, and social positions.  The GMC’s Discipline strengthens 
requirements for churches and pastors to hold more narrowly to its official 
doctrinal standards.  Thus there will inevitably be increasing distinctions in 
doctrinal and social teaching as the UMC in the United States leans more 
progressive versus the more traditional leaning GMC.  

B. There is nothing specifically that the UMC as a whole has pushed to 
change in our doctrine on a level at General conference outside of the 
issue of Homosexuality.  Others hypothesize about doctrinal issues in the 
future (relating to the Authority of Scripture or Personhood of Jesus) and it is 
possible, that core beliefs could change, but there is nothing specific on 
the horizon.  Progressives believe and argue that this is the sole issue that 
needs to change at the current time.  Traditionalists believe and argue that 
this is a tiered response and there will be another cultural issue following 
homosexuality that the church will adopt more cultures positions.  A good 
example of this is what official teaching will the church adopt about 
Transgenderism.  It is likely that this will be the next topic and how will the 
church resolve it? 

 
 


