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Proceedings of the 2000 General Conference
of The United Methodist Church
Corrections
DCA, p. 2176, second column, first
paragraph: Thir teen million Russians
should be 35 mil lion.
DCA, p. 2176, third col umn, third line:
Greek Sanc tus should be Russian Sanctus.

(Con tinued from page 2193)

Tuesday Evening
May 9, 2000
(Bishop Wil liam W. Dew, Jr., pre sid ing)
PRESIDING BISHOP WILLIAM W.
DEW, JR. (Phoe nix Area): Good eve ning.
We are go ing to be gin with the gath er ing
mu sic. If you would like to move to your
places, the gath er ing mu sic is go ing to begin.
(Singing, Hymn No. 478, “Jaya Ho,” and
Hymn No. 143, “On Ea gle’s Wings,” led
by Cynthia Wil son)
(Monya Lo gan, or gan mu sic)
Good eve ning. I want to call us to or der,
so I urge you to find your places.
(Applause)
My name is Bill Dew. I am the res i dent
bishop of Phoenix, Arizona. Two colleagues from the West ern Ju ris dic tion, Jack
Tuell, re tired bishop, and Melvin Talbert,
the San Fran cisco Area bishop, are my colleagues to try to be sure I do not stum ble as
we work to gether this eve ning.
We want to take a quick mo ment to welcome the del e gates from Ni ge ria.
(Applause)
One other an nounce ment be fore I turn to
the calendar chairperson. I know people
like to take home sou ve nirs, and ap par ently
the Advance has provided tote bags, and
maybe some body has more than one. If you
have an ex tra tote bag from the Ad vance,
and if you are will ing to share your ex tra
tote bag, in form one of the pages that you
have an ex tra tote bag that you will give to
them so that some one else may take home a
tote bag. If you see those in the air, pages,
pick them up, quickly, please.

I’m now going to turn to Mary Alice
Massey to give us the cal en dar for this evening. Mike 2.
MARY ALICE MASSEY (Florida):
Good eve ning, del e gates.
The cal en dar is as listed in your agenda,
with one exception. The Ju di cial re serves
will be elected to night, im me di ately fol lowing this re port, and then we’ll move into calendar items. For tomorrow—you might
want to know that 1,400 items have been
cal en dared so far. So, you might feel good
about that. We’ve got a way to go, but that’s
good news. And let me say that at the end of
tonight’s session, which is to adjourn at
10:05, the com mit tees of Higher Ed u ca tion,
Faith and Or der, and Gen eral and Ju di cial
leg is la tive com mit tees will meet in their respec tive rooms. They will meet un til 11:30,
at which time they have to be out of the
build ing, so . . .
BISHOP DEW: Are you also rec ommend ing that or der of the day for GCOM?
9:35?
MASSEY: Yes. That—that re mains the
same, but I’m to present tomorrow’s
agenda, Bishop.
BISHOP DEW: All right, I’m sorry.
MASSEY: That’s okay, because we’ve
had so many changes today, I think it’s
good to re view what we’re do ing, so, now . .
.
BISHOP DEW: All right. Go ahead.
MASSEY: Now for to mor row. We be gin
the day with an ec u men i cal wor ship ser vice
with the Arch bishop of Can ter bury, and that
will run un til 9:15. And then we will rec ognize our ec u men i cal vis i tors. We will have
the Committee on Calendar and Agenda
Report.
Then cal en dar items, Bishop Craig will
be pre sid ing. In the af ter noon we will again
have cal en dar items, be gin ning at 2:30. Music be gins at 2:20. The pre sid ing bishop is
Emilio de Carvalho, is that the way you . . . ?
And then, in the eve ning, we will have the
report of the Com mit tee on Agenda, and
more calendar items, and since Bishop
Nacpil did not get to pre side to day, he will
be presiding tomorrow evening. And we
pro ject an ad journ ment at 10:30, but we will
see about that, and the Con fer ence may vote
me down again, but we’ll see how it goes.
That’s the re port of the Agenda Com mit tee.
BISHOP DEW: All right. This is the report of the Agenda Com mit tee. If you will
sup port the re port. . . . you will press 1 for

yes; press 2 for no. [Yes, 761; No, 14] All
right. In the back left sec tions—yes sir, I’ll
rec og nize you, come to mike 8.
You did ap prove the cal en dar that was
pre sented by the com mit tee. No. 8.
KURT G. GLASSCO (Oklahoma): I
would like to make a mo tion that the General Conference re solves—so that there’s
no mis un der stand ing in the me dia—that the
Gen eral Con fer ence of The United Meth odist Church hon ors, sup ports, and up holds in
our prayers those men and women who
serve all of us in mil i tary ser vice, and in addition, those men and women who are
United Meth od ist clergy who serve in the
Chap laincy Corps of our armed ser vices.
Work of the Com mit tee on
Agenda and Cal en dar
BISHOP DEW: Is there a sec ond. Yes.
When ever we have a cal en dar pre sented to
us, and then an other pro posal is brought to
the floor, you ac tu ally bring into the body
an other mat ter, and it re ally should be given
to the Agenda and Cal en dar Com mit tee. Let
me read to you from our Plan of Or ga ni zation: “Proposals, questions, com mu ni cations, resolutions, and other matters not
in cluded in the reg u lar busi ness of the General Conference shall be referred to the
Com mit tee on Agenda and Cal en dar without mo tion or de bate. That com mit tee then
shall de ter mine whether or not the mat ter
pre sented shall be con sid ered by the General Con fer ence.” So when you bring matters be fore us, they should be re ferred to the
Com mit tee on Agenda and Cal en dar without motion or debate. And that’s what I
want to or der that you give that to the Cal endar Com mit tee. Yes, Cal en dar Com mit tee,
mike 2.
MASSEY: What we presented was the
ad justed agenda for to night. The other presen ta tion was the pro posed agenda for tomor row. We will be call ing for that to be
ap proved in the morn ing, so if this res o lution co mes to us, we will try to see if we can
work that in un der cal en dar items.
BISHOP DEW: All right. You heard
from the chair of the Cal en dar Com mit tee.
Such mat ters should be taken to the Cal endar Committee. They will then consider
whether it can be brought be fore the body.
You still have ques tions? Mike 8.
BEN R. ALFORD (Tennessee): I have
an other mat ter, Bishop.
BISHOP DEW: Mike 8.
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Ju di cial Coun cil Elec tion Ques tion
Re ferred to Ju di cial Coun cil
AL FORD: I am con cerned, Bishop, that
we may have worked our selves into a confusing situation in yesterday’s—in the
adop tion of Cal en dar Item 623 on p. 1991 of
the DCA. We re moved the age 70 limit for
Ju di cial Coun cil mem bers. By adopt ing that
leg is la tion, we re move that from the paragraph in the Dis ci pline which placed that
limit pre vi ously. We cur rently have a member of the Ju di cial Com mit tee who is serving, and, were it not for that limitation,
could con tinue to serve the re main der of his
4-year re main ing term. And yet, we elected
some one yes ter day for a 4-year term. My
rec om men da tion is that we ask the Ju di cial
Coun cil to give us a de clar a tory opin ion on
the sta tus of yes ter day’s elec tion in the light
of this mat ter.
BISHOP DEW: All right. Have you heard
the pre sen ta tion, and is there a sec ond to his.
. .? All right. It is be fore you. I’ll rec og nize
this gen tle man. Yes, mike 4.
WILLARD H. DOUGLAS (Virginia):
Chair man of the sub com mit tee on the Ju dicial Coun cil. I would call the con fer ence to
the at ten tion of the mat ter that was passed,
which is 623, and so what was en acted was a
de le tion up to that point, and it made no refer ence to the ef fec tive date of that leg is lation. And ac cord ing to Para graph 508, the
legislation adopted by this conference
would only take ef fect un less noted to become ef fec tive sooner, and there is no no tation that it would become effective this
morn ing. Thank you.
BISHOP DEW: Matters that are approved by Gen eral Con fer ence be come effec tive Jan u ary 1, in the next year, which
would be 2001. So he has clar i fied that there
is no ur gency on this mat ter be cause it is
deal ing with some thing that would be in effect next Jan u ary. The mo tion is still be fore
the house. You’ve had a clar i fi ca tion that
there is no ur gency, but I still am ob li gated
to call for the vote. Yes, sir, mike 4. Is your
speech in fa vor or against?
VANCE SUM MERS, JR. (West Ohio):
Clar i fi ca tion, Bishop. I think if you read the
pe ti tion, it would in di cate that it is ef fec tive
im me di ately upon adop tion, if we were to
read it.
BISHOP DEW: You are ques tion ing the
clar i fi ca tion given by the chair of the committee?
SUM MERS: Yes, I am. I’m ques tion ing
the pre vi ous speaker as well.
BISHOP DEW: Would you help the del egates by tell ing them where to look so they
could read it with you?

2245
SUM MERS: I don’t have the. . .p. 733,
Pe ti tion 31789. (I’m get ting a lot of help
here.) Thank you.
BISHOP DEW: Let’s state it again: What
page?
SUMMERS: I can’t do that. I’m sorry,
Bishop. I got too much help. Let’s try it
again. OK, there it is on the screen.
BISHOP DEW: It’s on p. 733 of the Advance edi tion. That’s where we should find
the mat ter. All right. We now know where
this material is. You still want to clarify
from the mi cro phone?
SUM MERS: No, I have no other ques tions. I wanted to point it out, Bishop.
BISHOP DEW: All right. We’re go ing to
put the mo tion be fore you, to send this as a
de clar a tory de ci sion to the Ju di cial Coun cil.
It re quires 20% vote for it to be sent. . . Simple majority. It requires a majority. All
those in fa vor will vote 1 for Yes, 2 for No.
Vote when the light ap pears. [Yes, 603; No,
259] All right, the ma jor ity has voted that it
will then be given to the Ju di cial Coun cil.
Bal loting for Ju di cial Coun cil
La ity Al ter nate
Let us then go to the elec tion for al ter nates
to the Ju di cial Coun cil.(Pause) I would like
to read to you the pro ce dure for the elec tion.
You will be vot ing for six al ter nates in each
category. We will vote for lay alternates
first. You will be tak ing 6 bal lots each time
we vote. You will need to vote for a dif ferent per son each time or else your vote will
be counted as in valid. Af ter each time you
make your bal lot you will wait a few seconds be cause the tech ni cians re set the computer. Once we have com pleted all 6 bal lots
then they will tab u late the data and let us
know when the re sults are ready. You have
noted ear lier, I be lieve, that once we have
elected 5 with only 1 re main ing, we are able
move to vot ing in what they call real time.
That is, we can take one bal lot one af ter another un til the elec tion of the fi nal aternate
has been com pleted.
We will be us ing the same num bers for
the per sons in each cat e gory that were used
in the elec tion to the Ju di cial Coun cil of the
mem bers of the Ju di cial Coun cil. We have
also included the names of persons who
with drew so that the slate is inclusive of
those persons for your consideration. All
right, lets have the slate pre sented to the dele gates. (Pause) Do I need to read these? If I
need to read them for any one, raise your
cards so I will read them. Okay—I do. They
are in this order: 2-Lonnie D. Brooks;
3-Evelynn “Lynn” Caterson; 4-James
Lamark Cox, Sr.; 6-Paul Ervin; 7-Dan iel F.
Ev ans Jr.; 8-Os car R Ferrer; 9-Theophelous

Gambe; 10-Sally Geis; 11-Jon Gray;
12-Ed ward H. Hill; 14-Dan iel A. Ivy-Soto;
15-Steven T. Lett; 16-Marc D. Loud;
17-Ann Alberty Saunkeah; 18-Wil liam L.
“Ted” Todd, Jr.; 19-Wil liam White; 20- W.
Clark Wil liams, Jr.
For some rea son Cox is not listed on your
. . . the screen. Can we get Cox on no. 4? I
read James Lamar Cox. Be pa tient. (Pause)
Okay. We have them be fore you. You vote
for one. Vote when the light appears.
(Pause) All right. (Pause) We vote for another one, and as I re minded you, I’ll remind you again, if you vote for the same
per son again you will in val i date your bal lot,
so you vote for an other per son. Vote when
the light ap pears. (Pause) All right, we are
ready for the third ballot. Vote when the
light ap pears (Pause) All right. We are
ready for the fourth bal lot. Vote when the
light ap pears. (Pause) Ready to cast a fifth
bal lot. Vote when the light ap pears. (Pause)
And now, the fi nal vote. And that will make
6, so vote when the light ap pears. (Pause)
I be lieve we are go ing to vote for the lay
al ter nates un til that elec tion is com pleted.
We could speed that up by consecutively
do ing that, rather than al ter nat ing back and
forth. Then we will go to the clergy al ternates. (Pause)
Ju di cial Coun cil Clergy Al ter nate
Elec tion De layed
All right we are go ing to go to the clergy.
Yes I’ll rec og nize you right here. Yes, Mike
4.
B. WILEY STE PHENS (North Geor gia):
My ques tion is, since we are wait ing on a
de ci sion on the va lid ity of the clergy bal lot
should we go ahead with this vote or wait
till that’s clear to see who the candidates
might be.
BISHOP DEW: Well I think we need the
elec tion any way and I—it’s dif fi cult for me
to de ter mine whether the re sults of that deci sion, how that would do any thing. We can
look at what we do with our election and
per fect it at that time. Num ber 4.
STE PHENS: If we in turn elect some one
dif fer ently than we elected be cause of el i gibil ity of the per son that was thought in el i gible then our reserve list also might be
dif fer ent, since an other name would be possible. Just thinking of saving time if that
hap pened if it was to mor row. I don’t know
how quick the de ci sion would come.
BISHOP DEW: I think we’re going to
pro ceed. Yes, in the back here mike 5.
DON MESSER (Rocky Mountain): I
move that we delay balloting be cause we
would sim ply be un fair to the per son who

2246

May 11, 2000

was elected if they were eliminated from
be ing con sid ered.
BISHOP DEW: Is there a sec ond?
MESSER: Bishop we are talk ing about an
individual who is elected for a four year
term. If she were to be elim i nated by this
rul ing then she would not be el i gi ble to be
an al ter nate be cause we would have al ready
taken ac tion, and this would be con trary to
the will of the body of last night, which
acted in good faith. So, there fore, I urge us
not to pro ceed in this elec tion in such a way
to jeop ar dize a duly elected per son to the Judi cial Coun cil.
BISHOP DEW: Mo tion be fore the house
is to de lay the elec tion of the al ter nates-for
the clergy al ter nates, as I un der stand it. All
right, if you would sup port the mo tion to delay the elec tion of the al ter nates. If you support the mo tion press 1 for yes. If you do not
sup port it press 2 for no. Vote when the light
ap pears. [Yes, 691; No,224 ] All right, you
have de layed the elec tion then for the clergy
al ter nates. We did have a cal en dar put before us.
We have the re sults of the lay bal lots that
you cast. I guess if we do get some glitches
in the election process, the urgency we
would have is to go ahead with the cal en dar
items. So who ever is first on the cal en dar
items, I would urge you to be pres ent on the
plat form so we could turn to you if we run
into prob lems on the elec tronic bal lot ing.
Geis, Gray, and Ervin Elected
Ju di cial Coun cil Al ter nates
So let’s have the re sults of the…here they
are. I don’t think it is 5004. Bal lots 885. All
right, yes you’re right. 5004, valid bal lots
885, needed to elect 418 this is for—in valid
bal lots 59. All right we have elected Sally
Geis, Jon Gray, and Paul Ervin. (Applause)
Yes, mike 7.
JAMES W. EHRMAN (East Ohio): I
note that the num ber needed to elect was
418 which is less than half of the valid ballots cast. Now in each case, the three peo ple
who were elected re ceived more than half of
the valid bal lots. But I would re quest that
the con fer ence sec re tary de ter mine why we
are hav ing this math e mat i cal er ror.
BISHOP DEW: All right. Since those
elected were over half, I would like for us to
go ahead and con tinue and we’ll try to get
an an swer to the ques tion. Can we go ahead
then and . . . We have to elect three more
and then when the slate comes on you’ll
know. Do you need those read do I need to
read those? 2-Lonnie D. Brooks; 3-Evelynn
“Lynn” Caterson; 4-James Lamark Cox,
Sr., 7-Daniel F. Evans, Jr.; 8-Oscar R.
Ferrer; 9-Theophelous Gambe; 12-Ed ward

H. Hill; 14-Dan iel Ivey-Soto; 15-Ste ven T.
Lett; 16-Marc D. Loud; 17-Ann Alberty
Saunkeah; 18-Wil liam L. “Ted” Todd, Jr.;
19-Wil liam White; 20-W. Clark Wil liams.
I’ll recognize you yes. Delegate move to
mike 7.
MARLENE S. CUMMINS (Illinois
Great Rivers): Bishop, we re quest that we
see the vote one more time it was not on
long enough for us to see the other votes.
BISHOP DEW: The re quest is to bring
back to the screen the re sults of your first six
votes. You can see them. Let’s hold them
there. Any one need to have them read? Are
you sat is fied that you know the re sults?
All right. Let’s pre pare to vote. You will
vote for three—one at a time. All right. Vote
when the light ap pears. All right, ready to
cast an other bal lot. There is the list. Vote for
the per son you want to vote for when the
light ap pears. All right, one more vote will
be cast. Vote when the light ap pears. I believe we can switch to agenda items, and to
pres ent from Higher Ed u ca tion—yes, I recog nize, yes, back in the back, the mike 8.
Rules Sus pended on DCA
24 Hour Pe ti tions Pub li ca tion
STAN SAGER (New Mexico): Bishop
Dew, I have a mo tion I would like to make
with re spect to the rules. The mo tion would
be as fol lows: “That the rules be sus pended
for the re main der of the con fer ence to permit GCFA and com mit tees to sub mit pe titions to the body on the afternoon or
eve ning of their pub li ca tion in DCA so that
the body need not wait a full day for their
consideration, and so that petitions with
budget implications may be considered
more promptly by GCFA.” If there’s a second, may I ad dress that briefly?
BISHOP DEW: All right. It’s a sus pend-the-rules mo tion, and it can not be debated. He gave you the motion and the
im pli ca tions of it hav ing to do with the financ ing of some of the re ports. So it is before you for vote. If you would sup port the
motion to suspend the rules, requires
two-thirds, vote yes by press ing one; vote
no by pressing two. [Yes, 737; No, 162]
You have sup ported the mo tion to sus pend
the rules.
J. LaVon Wil son will pres ent the leg is lative com mit tee of Higher Ed u ca tion’s next
items for our ac tion.
J. LAVON WILSON (Illinois Great
Rivers): Bishop Dew, we will con tinue the
items from this morn ing. If you will turn in
your DCA to p. 1994, Cal en dar Item 637,
Pe ti tion 30914, the Ad vance DCA is 974.
This is on the extension course of study
schools as an op tion for clergy to com plete

their ed u ca tion re quire ments. The com mittee rec om mended non con cur rence.
BISHOP DEW: All right. It is be fore you
with the recommendation of non con currence. If you sup port the com mit tee, you
vote 1 for yes; if you do not, you vote 2 for
no. Vote when the light ap pears. [Yes, 756;
No, 146] You have sup ported the com mittee. Next item?
Theo log i cal Ed u ca tion Funding
Amend ment Ap proved
WIL SON: The next item is on the same
page—1994. It is Cal en dar Item 638, Pe tition 30595; Ad vance DCA 1024 is the p. no.
This is on theo log i cal ed u ca tion in Eu rope.
The com mit tee rec om mended con cur rence
with the amend ment as fol lows, as you see
in your book, to add a new para graph af ter
the last “Be it re solved: “Spe cific fund ing
amounts will be determined by
GBHEM/DOM, con sul ta tion with the bishops, sem i nary lead er ship and lead ers of programs of theo log i cal education in Eastern
Eu rope.” And then you would go down to
the ninth paragraph: “Therefore be it re solved . . . . Funding for the fol low ing programs in Eu rope.” . . . We are ask ing that
delete dol lar amount that is in the list ing.
And this has been sent through to GCFA.
BISHOP DEW: All right. This is the recom men da tion of the com mit tee. Yes, way
in the back. Mike eight. Mike 8,please.
H. EDDIE FOX (Holston): Thank you,
Bishop. And we are in the back.
(Laughter)
We’re so far back, the DCA gets here a
day late!
(Laughter—Applause)
But I want to ask a ques tion so that we’re
sure.
It says, it says that it de letes the dol lar listings. In those listings are the individual
sem i nar ies. Also says “an nual $1 mil lion,
and qua dren nial to tal, $4 mil lion,” That is
fol lowed by the para graph “Be it fur ther resolved that the Gen eral Con fer ence pro vide
$2 mil lion, and the Gen eral Board of Higher
Ed u ca tion Min is try pro vide $2 mil lion for
funds to be iden ti fied and redesignated for
this pur pose.” I want to be sure that the $4
mil lion is in this res o lu tion and that dol lar
amount has not been de leted.
BISHOP DEW: Can you clar ify that?
WIL SON: The bot tom line fig ure stays.
FOX: So it’s only re al lo cat ing $4 mil lion
dol lars be tween the sem i nar ies?
WIL SON: Yes.
FOX: Thank you very much.
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BISHOP DEW: All right. The rec ommen da tion is from the com mit tee to con cur
as amended. If you vote yes, press 1; if you
vote no, press 2. Vote when the light ap pears. [Yes, 887; No, 49] By 94.8, you have
supported the committee’s rec om men dation.
WIL SON: The fol low ing pe ti tion is on
1994, Cal en dar Item 639, Pe ti tion 31209; in
the Ad vance DCA, p. 1030. This is on the
con tin u ing fund ing of the Evan gel i cal Semi nary of Puerto Rico. The com mit tee recom mends con cur rence.
BISHOP DEW: All right, the motion
from the com mit tee is for con cur rence. Yes,
in the back, there is—I’ll recognize you,
mike 8. They may be way in the back, but
they’re ac tive! [Laughter] Mike 8.
No, I—I rec og nize the other gen tle man,
in the suit, I’m sorry. Yes, with the suit.
P. JACK EDWARDS (Holston): I be lieve we have had a procedural matter
where we agreed that the ra tio nale would be
given for why committees voted con currence or non con cur rence.
BISHOP DEW: That is cor rect. (To Wilson) If you would add a sen tence of sup port
for your ac tion, they would be helped.
(Pause)
WIL SON: “It there fore be re solved that
the 2000 Gen eral Con fer ence of The United
Methodist Church request the General
Board of Global Min is tries and the Gen eral
Board of Higher Ed u ca tion and Min is try to
con sult with the Evan gel i cal Sem i nary of
Pureto Rico and con sider the con tin u a tion
of fi nan cial sup port . . . to that sem i nary
through the year of 2004.” It’s to consider
funding.
BISHOP DEW: The ac tion is to con sider
fund ing, is what she is clar i fy ing? All right.
It is be fore you. If you sup port the con currence of the com mit tee, vote 1 as yes; vote 2
as no if you do not sup port it. Vote when the
light ap pears. [Yes, 826; No, 96] You have
voted the sup port of the com mit tee’s recom men da tion. Next item.
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WILSON: It’s candidates for ministry.
They do not have to be a mem ber of the
same United Methodist church. (Pause)
“Shall have been a mem ber in good standing of The United Meth od ist Church for at
least two years.”
BISHOP DEW: We’re get ting, I think, a
bit con fused. It’s the—Item is 640, which
re fers to can di dates en cour aged to at tend a
United Meth od ist school.
(Pause)
WIL SON: We ba si cally, Bishop, wanted
to sup port our own in sti tu tions.
BISHOP DEW: All right, it is—yes, I’ll
rec og nize you over here. Yes, come to mike
7.
RILEY B. CASE (North Indiana): I
would like to speak against con cur rence. I
don’t know of any candidates who have
ever not been en cour aged to at tend United
Meth od ist schools, but I be lieve that putt ing
this in the Discipline is not in the spirit with
our desire to be an ecumenical and
broadminded church. There are two rea sons
why stu dents choose non-United Meth od ist
seminaries. One is convenience, which
some times in cludes fi nances. The sec ond is
that they some times de lib er ately seek out a
seminary that of fers pro grams, em pha ses,
and per spec tives not found in our sem i naries. One of these, for ex am ple, would be the
evan gel i cal per spec tive, which, in some instances, is not of fered at all in our sem i naries, and in other in stances, of fered only on a
lim ited ba sis. Our church is im pov er ished
when we cut off other al ter na tives, such as
the evan gel i cal per spec tive.
What we ought to be do ing as a church is
to en cour age the best pos si ble ed u ca tion,
whether within or outside the de nom i nation, one that best prepares students for
min is try. And as a part of this we out to allow students to fol low their own con victions about what schools best of fer that kind
of ed u ca tion. This re stric tive leg is la tion reflecting a kind of institutional de fen siveness, pa ro chi al ism, and in ward-look ing, is
not be com ing to us as a peo ple.

En cour ag ing UM’s to At tend
UM Sem i naries De bated

(Applause)

WIL SON: The next item is on page 1994,
Cal en dar Item 640, Pe ti tion 30736; the Advance DCA is page 947. This is on the “Candidates should be encouraged to attend a
United Meth od ist school.” The com mit tee
rec om mended con cur rence as amended as
fol lows: “At the end of para graph 306.2(A).
This para graph shall be ef fec tive at the end
of the 2000 Gen eral Con fer ence.”
BISHOP DEW: Would you give them a
sen tence of ra tio nale?

BISHOP DEW: That was a speech
against, no—no demonstration please. I
rec og nize the woman, yes, stand ing, come
to mike 4. Is this a speech in fa vor?
ARDITH ALLREAD (Cal i for nia-Nevada): I would di rect the as sem bly to page
947, where the petition is there. I would
sup port the com mit tee’s rec om men da tion.
The—to my mind, the sig nif i cant point in
this petition is at 2A, that the candidate
“shall have been a mem ber in good stand ing
of The United Meth od ist Church for at least

two years.” The prob lem is that we have
candidates who are members of a United
Methodist Church who move out of their
area to at tend sem i nary, trans fer their member ship to a United Meth od ist church in the
community in which they’re attending
school, and then can not meet our cur rent require ment that they be two years in the same
United Meth od ist church be fore they can
be come a cer ti fied can di date. This leg is lation would correct that, so that students
would not be penalized in the ordination
pro cess as they con tinue to ward can di dacy
and or di na tion.
BISHOP DEW: All right, is there a
speech against? Yes, I’ll recognize you.
Mike 2. Are you speak ing against?
JOEL S. GARRETT (West ern Penn sylva nia): I’d like to make a mo tion. Would it
be in or der to make a mo tion to di vide the
ques tion? If I have a sec ond, I’ll speak to
it—di vid ing it be tween one and two.
BISHOP DEW: It’s sec onded. Okay.
GARRETT: As I look at this piece of legis la tion, it seems that we’re vot ing on two
things. We’re vot ing one, on en cour ag ing
stu dents to at tend a United Meth od ist sem inary, and sec ond, we’re vot ing to change
the two-year of the same—mem ber ship of
the same church rule. I think those are
things that we should vote on separately,
not to gether.
BISHOP DEW: All right. The delegate
has asked us to con sider vot ing on what is
stated as num ber one, “In quiring can di dates
should be en cour aged to pur sue their ed u cation at one of the United Meth od ist sem i naries,” and 2A, “shall have been a mem ber in
good standing of The United Methodist
Church for at least . . .” I can—I can sep a rate
that, if there is no ob jec tion. If there is no
ob jec tion, we can vote on those sep a rately.
No ob jec tion? Let’s take them, then, one at
a time. Is there an ob jec tion in the back?
Yes, are you ob ject ing to my sep a rat ing the
two? That’s what I want to hear, is whether
you ob ject or not to my sep a rat ing the two.
Mike 5?
JACK E. RYDER (North ern Il li nois): It’s
more of a question. There’s a third para graph as well. And what—what hap pens to
that one? 3C?
BISHOP DEW: Let me ask the maker of
the sep a ra tion sug ges tion. There is a 3C . . .
Two and three can go to gether, was his sugges tion, so we still di vide the ques tion, 1,
2A and 3C. All right. I’m go ing to put number one be fore you. If you sup port the recommendation of the committee for the
paragraph num bered 1, if you sup port it,
press yes; if you do not sup port it, press no.
Vote when the light ap pears. [Yes, 603; No,
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301] All right, you have sup ported the commit tee’s rec om men da tion for the one. Now
we vote on 2A and 3C. If you sup port the
rec om men da tion of the com mit tee, vote 1;
if you do not sup port, vote 2. Vote when the
light ap pears. [Yes, 772; No, 160] You have
sup ported the com mit tee. Go on to an other
item.
Clergy Fi del ity in Mar riage
and Cel i bacy in Sin gle ness Af firmed
LAVON WIL SON: All right. If you will,
turn in to page 1994, Cal en dar Item 641, Petition 31465; the [Advance] DCA page is
958. The com mit tee, Bishop, voted con currence with the amend ment. I’m sorry, nonconcurrence, and my vice-chair, Kate
Lehman, is go ing to give the ra tio nale.
BISHOP DEW: All right. Kate?
KATH AR INE W. LEHMAN (North Indi ana): Thank you, Bishop. The ra tio nale is
that the com mit tee is rec om mend ing noncon cur rence be cause the com mit tee wanted
to re tain the pres ent stan dards for our re lation ships in mar riage and in sin gle ness.
BISHOP DEW: All right. This is the commit tee’s rec om men da tion. It’s be fore you.
Yes, vote 1; no, vote 2. Vote when the light
ap pears. [Yes, 753; No, 153] You’ve sup ported the committee’s recommendation.
Next item please.
WIL SON: The next one is on page 1994,
Calendar Item 642, Petition 31471, Advance DCA 962. It is on the same sub ject—the
committee
recommended
non con cur rence for the very same rea son.
BISHOP DEW: All right. If you sup port
the com mit tee’s rec om men da tion, non concur rence, vote yes, no. 1. If you do not support it, vote no, no. 2. Vote when the light
ap pears. [Yes, 787; No, 146] You have supported the committee’s recommendation.
Go on to the next.
Lo cal Stu dent Pas tors Given Voice
But No Vote
WIL SON: The next one is on the same
page, Cal en dar Item 643, and that is Pe ti tion
30675, Ad vance DCA 970. The sub ject is
on: “Lo cal pas tors can vote ex cept about
constitutional amendments, delegates to
General Conference, and other matters.”
The com mit tee rec om mended non con currence. And Al Gwinn will bring the ra tionale.
BISHOP DEW: Al?
AL W. GWINN (Ken tucky): The commit tee voted non con cur rence on this pe tition be cause it’s a stu dent pas tor ate, lo cal
pastor, that we’re speaking about. And
those per sons have the right of voice but not
vote. And they can be members of their
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home con fer ence or mem bers where they
are pres ently serv ing. And the com pli ca tion
of that, we thought, made it far too dif fi cult
to al low vote as well as voice. So we rec ommended non con cur rence.
BISHOP DEW: The mo tion is for non con cur rence. Yes? Mike 1.
ROB ERT L. CASADY (Mis souri West):
I stand urg ing you to vote non con cur rence
with the com mit tee, in all due re spect. It is
my un der stand ing that just be cause someone is in sem i nary and goes back to their
own conference, they do not necessarily
have vot ing rights. But there are other reasons as well. It is very in con sis tent for us, on
the one hand, to grant voice and vote to every other li censed lo cal pas tor, full time and
part time, and not al low it for stu dent lo cal
pas tors. It is un just on the one hand for us to
congratulate churches who continuously
serve as train ing ground for stu dent pas tors
and deny them, year af ter year, pas to ral voting rep re sen ta tion at their own an nual conference.
But there are other rea sons. In the dis trict
where I serve as a superintendent, I have
five stu dent pas tors. Valerie serves a congre ga tion which has sig nif i cant min is try to
chil dren mid-week in a dis placed town that
moved as a re sult of the ’93 flood. Cindy has
tri pled the wor ship at ten dance in the congregation that she serves, in three years.
Terry has brought heal ing to a very trou bled
congregation. Camille, upon graduation,
plans to be go ing to Mo zam bique to join her
hus band in min is try there. Darren, like wise,
has seen spir i tual and nu mer i cal growth. I
suspect that across the country there are
hun dreds of rea sons why we should al low
li censed stu dent pas tors the right to vote.
This pe ti tion does not go too far. It does not
overreach. They still have their voting
rights re stricted on mat ters of or di na tion,
General Conference, and matters of the
Con sti tu tion, and rightly so. All we’re simply ask ing for them to do is to have the right
to vote at their annual conference where
they’re serv ing as a stu dent li censed pas tor.
I urge you to vote non con cur rence with the
committee.
BISHOP DEW: That is a speech against.
Is there a speech in fa vor of the com mit tee’s
rec om men da tion? The chair has a word to
say?
GWINN: We cer tainly do un der stand the
dif fi culty. In fact, the gen tle man who just
spoke has been a mem ber of our sub committee and our legislative com mit tee. We
have wres tled with this one, and it is a dif ficult is sue. But it would be a very com plicated thing to keep record of who is
choos ing to re main in their home con ference and who is choos ing to vote in their

con fer ence where they are pres ently serving. The pe ti tion as is pres ently writ ten does
not clar ify that, and this is a tem po rary kind
of time period for these student pastors.
And with all of those con sid er ations we felt
as a whole—on the whole as a leg is la tive
com mit tee—it’s best to al low voice but not
vote, and we recommended non con currence.
BISHOP DEW: Calendar Item 643 the
committee has placed before you. If you
vote yes, press 1; if you vote non con currence, vote 2. Vote when the light ap pears.
[Yes, 523; No, 404] The com mit tee is supported. Go on to the next item.
WILSON: On the same page, Calendar
Item 644, Petition 31487, Advance DCA
970. Lo cal pas tors who are cer ti fied can didates for or di na tion can be ap pointed to extension ministries. The committee
recommended nonconcurrence, and Kate
will bring the ra tio nale.
LEHMAN: Appointment to extension
ministries brings up issues of itineracy
rather than the is sues that are re ally the nature for lo cal pas tors. And so the com mit tee
rec og nized that the na ture of lo cal pas tors
may be chang ing, but for right now they are
not part of the itin er ant sys tem and, therefore, are not to be ap pointed to ex ten sion
ministries.
BISHOP DEW: All right. The com mit tee’s recommendation is nonconcurrence.
If you sup port the com mit tee you will vote
by press ing 1; if you do not, you will vote by
pressing 2. Vote when the light appears.
[Yes, 784; No, 155] You supported the
com mit tee. We have an other item.
WIL SON: 1994 is theDCA page, and our
Cal en dar Item is 645, Pe ti tion is 30014. AC,
the Ad vance DCA, 972. This is on the vot ing
rights for student lo cal pas tors. The commit tee rec om mended non con cur rence, and
with the same ra tio nale that was given before.
BISHOP DEW: All right. The com mit tee
recommends nonconcurrence with the
same rationale given. If you support the
committee’s recommendation, you will
vote 1 for yes; two if you do not sup port the
committee. Vote when the light appears.
[Yes, 577; No, 252] Point of or der? What is
point of order? Come to the mike if you
have a point of or der. You can in ter rupt the
pro cess with a point of or der.
WILLIAM D. SCOTT (Mississippi):
You had six flags raised. Been try ing to get
the floor, and you didn’t recognize any body.
BISHOP DEW: It’s pos si ble that I would
see 50 flags wav ing, and I might not—
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We were in the midst of the vot ing process is what I am try ing to make clear. Yes,
sir, I’ll rec og nize you. Mike 4.
RICHARD EDWARDS (Northwest
Texas): I, in fair ness, did vote af fir ma tive
for that mo tion but would move to re consider for the sake of voice for the per sons
who wanted to speak.
BISHOP DEW: Thank you. Thank you
very much. If you would sup port the mo tion
for re con sid er a tion, press 1 for yes. If you
do not sup port the mo tion for re con sid er ation, press 2 for no. [Yes, 712; No, 202] You
re con sid ered it, Cal en dar 645. Okay, now it
is be fore you. Who wants to speak? Yes, I’ll
rec og nize you. Come to mike 6.
Small and Ru ral Churches
Be come Is sue In Stu dent Pas tor Votes
ED WARD A. KAIL (Iowa): Thank you,
Bishop Dew. And thank you to the body for
al low ing this re con sid er a tion. I was wait ing
for an op por tu nity to add a neg a tive speech
to the last one, but it was not called for. The
pe ti tion that was just an nounced was sponsored by two of my stu dents at St. Paul’s
School of The ol ogy, both serv ing stu dent
lo cal pas tor ates. And as we dis cussed their
de vel op ment of this pe ti tion we rec og nized
two issues. One of them is the issue of
clergy sta tus. That is the one that tends to
cre ate op po si tion. But a sec ond is sue is the
rep re sen ta tion of our smaller ru ral churches
and smaller urban churches who receive
stu dent lo cal pas tors. Bishop Mutti of Kansas shared with me the story of his be ing at a
charge cel e brat ing their 50th year— consec u tive year—of, of hav ing a stu dent lo cal
pas tor. That means that that church for 50
years only had a la ity vote at an nual con ference. There is an is sue of fair rep re sen ta tion
here, in ad di tion to the mat ters of clergy status and vot ing priv i leges. My self, I see no
harm what so ever in al low ing a few stu dents
to vote in a con fer ence where they are of fering ef fec tive min is try such as that Brother
Casady gave tes ti mony to.
BISHOP DEW: All right. That is a speech
in op po si tion to the rec om men da tion of the
com mit tee. Yes, I’ll rec og nize you. Mike 7.
If you speak in fa vor. . .
RON BARHAM (Mis sis sippi): Mine is a
ques tion. I’m ask ing if this would mean that
there would be in each conference a, an
equal iz ing lay del e gate for a vote. If there is,
it has im pli ca tions for all of us. If there is
some one who could give us an an swer to
that ques tion . . .
BISHOP DEW: We’ll turn to the com mittee for the re sponse to your ques tion.
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GWINN: Could we hear the question
once again?
BISHOP DEW: Can we hear the ques tion
one more time? Speak up.
BARHAM: I’m wondering if there are
implications in this that the—this would
mean that there would be an equal iz ing dele gate, lay del e gate or lay mem ber of an annual conference, for each of these
ad di tional per sons we would be add ing to
the vot ing on the clergy side.
GWINN: If you want me to an swer that.
It’s our un der stand ing that in an an nual confer ence set ting there are al ways equal number of lay mem bers and clergy mem bers.
BARHAM: So are these declared
“clergy,” or are they “lay”? If they are
clergy, my un der stand ing is that each conference would then have to provide an
equal iz ing lay mem ber.
BISHOP DEW: Yes, I be lieve they would
be listed in the clergymembers of the an nual
con fer ence, there is a list ing in that paragraph. Some one have a dif fer ent opin ion?
Yes, stand ing in the back . . . mike 8?
JERRY H. MAYO (Tennessee): In the
church where that stu dent lo cal pas tor is appointed there is al ready a lay mem ber to the
annual con fer ence. There would not be a
need for equal iza tion.
BISHOP DEW: All right. Yes? Mike 1.
JIMMY M. WELCH (Texas):We have in
our annual conference students who are
serv ing across the United States in stu dent
lo cal pas tor ates be cause they are at tend ing
school outside of the state. If we—if we
pass this, one of the things that will mean is
that it will dis cour age those stu dents from
re turn ing to their home con fer ences to partic i pate in an nual con fer ence, be cause they
would be then ex pected to at tend the an nual
con fer ence where they were serv ing. Our
ex pec ta tion and en cour age ment is for student lo cal pas tors to re turn home for an nual
con fer ence. So, I would—I would rec ommend that we con cur with the com mit tee.
BISHOP DEW: All right, that’s a speech
in sup port, in the back? Yes? Is some one . . .
yes, come to mike 8. Is that a speech against
...?
AMANDA B. PETERSON (Oklahoma): Against the rec om men da tion of the
committee.
BISHOP DEW: All right.
PE TER SON: I’m Amanda Pe ter son, a lay
del e gate from Oklahoma, and also a fu ture
pastor. My concern with this is that in
Oklahoma, we have a lot of small churches
and a lot of stu dents who want to be pas tors.
We need the pas tors. With out the right to

vote, it’s going to discourage them from
even accepting their appointment if they
feel that they need the op por tu nity to rep resent them selves and their con fer ence in that
del e ga tion. There fore, I speak against the
recommendation of the com mit tee for all
sem i nary stu dents who, like me, want to be
pastors.
(Applause)
BISHOP DEW: All right, would some one
like to—yes, I’ll rec og nize you, mike 2. Are
you speak ing for the . . .
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Mr. Chairman, I ac tu ally have a ques tion for the commit tee. I’d like to ask, if I re call the dis cussion in com mit tee, there were sev eral small
conferences that had seminaries in them
with a large number of student pastors.
There was some con cern that their an nual
conferences would be swamped or
destabilized by a large num ber of par tic ipat ing stu dents if that, if this, were adopted,
and I won der if, if I’ve con fused some thing,
or whether that dis cus sion at tended this partic u lar res o lu tion?
GWINN: The direct answer to that is
there was no leg is la tive com mit tee de ci sion
on that, but yes, it was in the midst of the
conversations.
BISHOP DEW: I’ll rec og nize you, mike
4. Are you speak ing for or against?
GREGORY D. STOVER (West Ohio): I
want to of fer an amend ment.
BISHOP DEW: All right.
STOVER: I move that we amend the pe tition by add ing the words at the end of the
sen tence: “ . . . ex cept con sti tu tional amendments, elec tion of del e gates to gen eral, jurisdictional, or central conferences, and
mat ters of or di na tion, char ac ter, and confer ence re la tions of clergy.” If there’s a second, I’ll speak briefly.
BISHOP DEW: It’s sec onded.
STOVER: By—by en act ing this amendment, we will make this lan guage par al lel
with the lan guage that re lates to the vot ing
priv i leges that are given to both full- and
part-time lo cal churches, and it seems to me
that this is a sim ple is sue of eq uity and justice. Full- and part-time local pas tors are
able to have full vote, and stu dents per form
the same du ties. All they would re ally have
to do is drop out of school and pur sue the
Course of Study or some other di rec tion and
they will gain the right of vote. So I hope
we’ll adopt this amend ment and the pe tition.
BISHOP DEW: All right, the amend ment
is be fore you. I’ll rec og nize you back there,
yes . . . mike 8.We’re on the amend ment.
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Rules of Or der De bated
in Stu dent Pas tor Dis cus sion
OYVIND HELLIESEN (Nor way): It’s a
point of in for ma tion. Can the chair ex plain
for me how it’s pos si ble that we vote noncon cur rence on Cal en dar Item 643 and now
have 645, and it’s ex act the same?
BISHOP DEW: The question is really,
are those ex actly those same?
WILSON: We are recommending
noncurrence with all of them.
BISHOP DEW: We have voted
noncurrence.
HELLIESEN: With the amendment, it
will be ex act the same. So we have to vote
nonconcurrence.
BISHOP DEW: I un der stand. He is saying, if you sup port the amend ment, you will
make this ex actly as one you have al ready
voted non con cur rence. (Pause) It’s my
judg ment that it is not in or der to bring back
to the body some thing that you have al ready
voted in non con cur rence. Yes? Point of order? Mike 4.
STOVER: I be lieve that these items were
cal en dared sep a rately, and that the rule of
the con fer ence is if there are con flict ing motions, the later ac tion takes pre ce dent.
BISHOP DEW: I . . . I do not be lieve so.
(Laughter)
This body voted on an ac tion, and now the
amendment would come back to be the
same ac tion you have al ready voted on. I am
rul ing it out of or der, and we are go ing to . . .
Yes, I’ll rec og nize you, yes . . . the yel low
card, in the back. Yel low card in the back,
mike 6?
TIM O THY RISS (New York): They are
not the same, be cause this par tic u lar pe tition spec i fies the an nual con fer ence member ship of the stu dent lo cal pas tor as be ing
the place in which that vote is exercised,
which was one of the points that was raised
in the de bate in the pre vi ous item as mak ing
it not a de sir able op tion.
BISHOP DEW: All right if he, if he is correct it is right. Is that the way you would under stand it? It is. Let’s treat it that he has
determined that it is different, and so the
amend ment is still be fore you. Some one in
op po si tion to the amend ment? Yes, in the
back . . . Yes, mike 8?
BISHOP DEW: I’m sorry, the woman–
yes . . . mike 8.
BEVERLY L. WILKES (Illinois Great
River): Bishop, I would sim ply re quest rule
17 be en acted at this mo ment and give us
two to three min utes for prayer for med i tation as we’ve had much con fu sion over the

last few mo ments. Rule 17 is a re quest for
prayer time.
Con fer ence Takes Time for Med i ta tion
and Dis cern ment Be fore Vote
BISHOP DEW: Yes, it’s a mo tion for discern ment. Let’s take one mo ment for quiet
med i ta tion, then we will move back to the
pro cess of vot ing. (Pause)
Amen. All right. What you have be fore
you is Calendar Item 645, and then an
amend ment from the floor. Do we have the
amend ment in the hands of the sec re tary? I
would like for us to hear the amendment.
We’ve taken a lit tle time for quiet. Let’s get
the amend ment back be fore us be fore we
be gin to de bate again. Can I ask the sec retary to read the amend ment?
CAR O LYN MAR SHALL: By add ing at
the end of the sentence “except con sti tutional amend ments, elec tion of del e gates to
general, jurisdictional, or central con ferences, and mat ters of or di na tion, char ac ter,
and con fer ence re la tions of clergy.”
BISHOP DEW: All right. That’s the
amendment. Yes, I’ll recognize you with
the green card behind the–back
there–yes–you, yes. Come to mike 4.
RODNEY G. STEELE (North Ar kansas): I call the ques tion for all that’s be fore
us, please, if it’s in or der.
BISHOP DEW: All right. It’s been
moved and sec onded to call for the ques tion
on all that is be fore us. That’s nondebatable
and if you sup port it by two-thirds, we move
then to your vot ing on what is be fore you.
All right, if you sup port the mo tion for voting on all that is be fore us, vote yes by pressing 1; vote no by press ing 2. [Yes, 849; No,
73] You sup ported it so we move to the
amend ment. If you–we do give the chair a
fi nal word.
GWINN: Bishop, on be half of the leg is lative com mit tee, I want to re mind the del egates, the del e gates to night, that if we were
voting only with our hearts, every single
one of us would prob a bly have voted for
concurrence. But you have experienced
what we be lieve to be only the tip of the iceberg and con fu sion that can hap pen when
we have stu dent pas tors with both a vote
and a voice. And so, af ter long de bate, we
tried to use our mind with our heart and believe that the best di rec tion for us pres ently
is non con cur rence.
BISHOP DEW: All right. Be on the
amend ment. If you sup port the amend ment,
you will press 1 for yes; if you do not support it, you press 2 for no, Vote when the
light ap pears. [Yes, 467; No, 462] The
amendment passes. We now move to the
main rec om men da tion be fore you, which is

a mo tion for non con cur rence on Cal en dar
Item 645. If you sup port the rec om men dation of the committee, you vote yes by
press ing 1; if you do not, you vote by pressing 2. Vote when the light ap pears. [Yes,
539; No, 381] You sup ported the com mittee in your vote. Do you have—is that the final item?
WIL SON: That is the fi nal item, Bishop.
BISHOP DEW: All right. We want to
thank the Com mit tee on Higher Ed u ca tion
and Min is try.
(Applause)
Yes, in the back. Yes, sir, come to mike 8.
Mike 8 please.
Con sent Cal en dar Limit Set
at Ten Per sons
ROBERT SWEET (New England): I
move to sus pend the rules so that be gin ning
immediately all calendar items with less
than ten votes op posed, as re ported out of
committee be, approved without reading
and rationale, and further, that beginning
with the con sent cal en dar printed in to day’s
DCA, items to be lifted from the consent
cal en dar re quire 10 sig na tures.
BISHOP DEW: All right. It’s sec onded.
Would you like to speak to it?
SWEET: I would. As is been ev i denced
around a cou ple of items al ready this evening, it’s ap par ent that we want to dis cuss
and need to discuss some issues in great
depth. Other is sues are ob vi ously go ing to
pass quickly with out dis sent or lit tle dissent.
BISHOP DEW: All right. Are you clear
about what you would vote? I think they’re
go ing to need to hear that an other time before they vote. Un less maybe the de bate can
help us understand it. Speaking in sup port–anyone speaking in support? Yes, I
rec og nize the del e gate stand ing there. Yes
mike 5.
BECKY HASSE (California Pacific): I
would move to amend the mo tion to make it
ef fec tive with theDCA con sent cal en dar for
tomorrow, because I believe we have al ready passed the dead line for sub mit ting requests for re moval for to day’s items.
BISHOP DEW: Is the amendment sec onded? It’s seconded. Would you like
to–you al ready made a speech? Is there anyone op posed to that mo tion? The amendment then would be for the DCA for
to mor row. If you sup port the amend ment,
press 1 for yes; press 2 if you do not sup port
the amendment. Vote when the light ap pears. [Yes, 760; No, 162] All right. You
have amended the main mo tion. Is there oppor tu nity—any one wish ing to hear that mo-
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tion that is—I’m go ing to put the vote to
you.
BISHOP DEW: I think they would like to
hear it one more time and then I will put it to
a vote. Will the gentleman come to the
mike? Mike 8.

BISHOP DEW: Please . . . I think we
might need to de fer the elec tion un til we get
some clar ity. Let’s take a . . . let’s take a
break. You’ve been work ing here for . . . .
[Applause] Let’s take a 15 min ute break.
Please be back in 15 min utes.

(Reads as Amended)

[Break, fol lowed by sing ing]

Con sent Cal en dar
Read ing and Ra tio nale De leted

Thank you for that. Let’s come to or der by
com ing to your seats. Can you move to your
seats. Please come to order. Thank you,
please come, be seated when you come to
your seat. I wanted to say a word to you. To
get into the kind of sit u a tion we were in and
one just wants to say, “Is n’t mod ern technol ogy won der ful.” It also made me make a
very dis cour te ous state ment ear lier. Please
be in or der. The—ear lier when I made a discour te ous state ment it was be cause the voting ma chine had started down that road, and
I apol o gize to any of fense to any one at that
point. We really need an explanation on
how to read the bal lot and so that will come
in the morning. We can then tomorrow
morn ing move back to vot ing for the al ternates to the ju di cial coun cil. But you need a
clear ex pla na tion on how to read it so that
you don’t get dif fer ent del e gates giv ing differ ent math e mat i cal in ter pre ta tions and so
we will do them in the morn ing. Yes, I’ll
rec og nize you in the back. There will be no
more vot ing on al ter nates for ju di cial council till to mor row morn ing. Mike 8.
PHILIP R. GRANGER (North In di ana):
Bishop, I would like to try a sus pen sion of
the rules. I would like to sus pend the rules;
and on the next bal lot go for a plu ral ity on
the remaining alternates for the judicial
council.
BISHOP DEW: Would you be will ing to
wait till to mor row morn ing be cause we are
not go ing to go to a vote.
GRANGER: Bishop, I’m will ing to wait
if that’s what you de sire but I be lieve the
prob lem was in the math e mat i cal cal cu lation of the ma jor ity and my mo tion would
not re quire that cal cu la tion.
BISHOP DEW: Yes, I think I would like
for this to be de layed till to mor row morn ing
at which time the Discipline calls for there
be ing a ma jor ity vote even for ev ery al ternate. And so I think you would need to be
clear about what you would be do ing in that
event. And then the electronic process
would also be ready in the event that such a
mo tion were ei ther to be voted up or down
at that time. So, I would still like for you to
wait till to mor row morn ing when that discus sion can be held. We can move on then
to some agenda items, get those out of the
way. All right, thank you.
Faith and Or der Leg is la tive Com mit tee is
ready to pres ent to you. Mr. Hayes.

SWEET: I move we sus pend the rules so
that beginning immediately all calendar
items with less than 10 votes op posed, as reported out of com mit tee be ap proved without read ing and ra tio nale and fur ther, that
be gin ning with the con sent cal en dar printed
in to mor row’s (May 10) DCA items to be
lifted from the con sent cal en dar re quire 10
signatures.
Vote Tallies Con fuse and Cause De lay
BISHOP DEW: All right. This is the motion be fore the house. If you will sup port
this mo tion by vot ing yes, press 1; if you do
not sup port it, you will press 2 for no. Vote
when the light ap pears. It did re quire two
thirds and you sup ported it by 81.9%. [Yes,
749; No, 166] We will now be func tion ing
under that rule. Yes, the DCA tomorrow.
We can go back to our election process.
You voted for 3 per sons. Valid votes 2757.
Valid bal lots 932. Need to elect 460. In valid
bal lots 21. [Applause] Dan iel A. Ivey-Soto
received the necessary number and was
elected. [Applause] You need to vote for
two more. Look at the names. Look at the
re sults. Yes, point of or der? Mike 8.
MARK L. DICKEN (South Indiana): I
think we still have a math er ror in the sys tem. Half of the to tal of valid votes was not
460; it should have been I be lieve 466.
BISHOP DEW: Let me ask the sec re tary.
We are try ing to get it back on the screen. I
think it is our de ter mi na tion that 467 would
be the num ber needed to elect. That would
be…and so the del e gate was cor rect to raise
the point of or der about the re sults. We do
not have an elec tion. Yes, I will rec og nize
you. Mike 4.
DEAN
S.
YAMAMOTO
(Or egon-Idaho): Bishop, I think it is pretty easy.
Can I run the num bers by you? The last 2
have been cor rect. 2757 di vided by the 3
votes we took equals 919, di vided by 2 to
get the ma jor ity is 459. [Applause]
BISHOP DEW: All right. Yes, I will recog nize you. Come to mike 4.
MAC BRANTLEY (North Geor gia): The
in for ma tion that was given is not cor rect.
[Laughter] The 21 in valid bal lots need to be
di vided by 3. So the 7, in stead of 21, would
be what would be de ducted from the to tal.

Re port of Faith and Or der
Al co hol and Drugs on Cam pus
ROB ERT E. HAYES (Texas): Thank you
Bishop, thank you Gen eral Con fer ence, the
com mit tees, the Leg is la tive Com mit tee on
Faith and Or der would like to pres ent for
your consideration several petitions and
you can turn to p. 1908 in your DCA, to Pe tition 30586. It is Cal en dar Item 314 found on
p. 532 of the Ad vance DCA. Pe ti tion 30586.
It con cerns the use of al co hol and drugs on
campuses. The committee recommends
concurrence with an amend ment and it is
amended at the bot tom, the last para graph in
this par tic u lar pe ti tion. This is a non-dis ciplin ary res o lu tion which would go into our
Book of Res o lu tions. And we rec om mended
con cur rence as amended.
BISHOP DEW: All right, did you want to
give us a line of ra tio nale for it.
HAYES: Well, the resolution itself
speaks to the need; of the percentages of
stu dents who are re ported; al co holic re lated
events and ac tiv i ties and schools. And the
Meth od ist Church is try ing to ad dress this
is sue through sev eral steps. And also at the
very end of this particular resolution it
strongly rec om mends that United Meth odist Colleges and Universities pro hibit the
sale and pos ses sion of bev er ages, al co holic
bev er ages on their cam pus.
BISHOP DEW: All right, it is be fore you.
Yes I rec og nize the pink. Yes. Mike 6.
J. ROBERT BURKHART (Iowa): I
would like to make an amendment in the
fourth para graph, the ninth line, just be fore
the words “the United Methodist College
Pres i dents.” I’d like to rec om mend that we
insert the words, “the Di vi sion of Higher
Ed u ca tion of the Gen eral Board of Higher
Ed u ca tion and Min is try, and with. . . . ” So it
would read “the Gen eral Board of Church
and So ci ety part ner ing with the Di vi sion of
Higher Ed u ca tion of the Gen eral Board of
Higher Education and Ministry, and with
United Meth od ist Col lege Pres i dents” and
so on. And then, un der point 4, to sub sti tute
this lan guage for what’s there. “Af firming
and en cour ag ing United Meth od ist re lated
col leges and uni ver si ties, ef forts to ad dress
al co hol abuse and use by col lege stu dents.”
If there is a sec ond I’d like to speak to it.
BISHOP DEW: It is sec onded.
BURKHART: The first part of this
amend ment, I think, brings us into con formity with the Discipline para graph 1414.4.
And the last part, instead of making the
Gen eral Con fer ence sound like a dic ta to rial
or dic ta to rial par ent, it helps us join in partner ship with col leges. I know our four Iowa
United Meth od ist re lated col leges are strug-
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gling with this is sue, as other United Methodist related colleges are. And we as a
church are struggling with them on that.
And as part ners I think we can do better in
af firm ing them and work ing with them.
BISHOP DEW: All right, the amend ment
is be fore you do you wish to speak to it? Yes
I’ll rec og nize, yes the young man, yes. Can
you come to mike 1?
Al co hol Abstinance on Cam pus De bated
GER ALD “JAY” WIL LIAMS (West ern
New York): I would like to speak for the
amendment for several reasons. Actually,
in our so cial prin ci ples we use lan guage that
is that pro motes ab sti nence rather than prohib it ing drink ing al co hol, so I think that this
amendment will bring us into conformity
with that, as well. As pos si bly a greater reason: If we pro hibit the sale and use of al cohol on our cam puses, what we do is cre ate a
sit u a tion where we have stu dents go ing off
cam pus to drink and then pos si bly get drunk
and then they have to re turn to cam pus in a
drunken state. So that could po ten tially promote sit u a tions that are far greater than the
ones that would be on cam pus oth er wise.
BISHOP DEW: All right, speech in fa vor
of the amend ment. Is there one in op po sition? I’ll rec og nize you yes, in the pink card
come to mike 4. You’re on the amend ment
now, so you would speak to it.
MI CHAEL T. MUELLER (Wis con sin): I
would speak in opposition to the amend ment. Our com mit tee did dis cuss this quite
se ri ously and felt that this word ing best reflected what we wanted to hap pen. In all of
our discussion, including the discussion
right now, we have not said any thing about
the re spon si bil ity of our col lege stu dents to
be have re spon si bly, whether or not they’re
at tend ing a Chris tian col lege cam pus. And
we can cer tainly un der stand the con cern for
stu dents go ing off cam pus, get ting in tox icated, and then try ing to drive back to the
cam pus. But I main tain that there is a need
on the part of those stu dents to be have responsibly.
BISHOP DEW: All right, is there any one,
yes in the back in green shirt. Yes you in the
yel low card. Mike 8. Are you speak ing in
opposition?
TYSON FER GU SON (De troit): I speak
in op po si tion to the amend ment be cause we
need to stand firm in our be lief that we need
to ab stain from al co hol. We need to let the
uni ver si ties and col leges that we as United
Meth od ists sup port—sup port them fully in
all ways—universities and colleges are
some of the most for ma tive years of a person’s life. And if we as a church want to
teach responsibility and how people are
sup posed to change their be hav ior about al-
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co hol, what mes sage do we send when allow the uni ver si ties to have al co hol on their
cam puses and in the com mu ni ties?
I grad u ated with two de grees from Mich igan State. Dur ing those seven I saw sev eral
kids lose their lives be cause of al co hol and
the mis use of it. The pres i dent of the uni versity is mov ing to wards a dry cam pus and we
have seen re sults. This is not just a church
is sue. This is a so ci ety is sue. I am now attend ing Duke Di vin ity School and this last
year we have lost a cou ple of stu dents because of al co hol. The pres i dent and other
peo ple in the uni ver sity, as well as stu dents,
are addressing the is sue. They are be ginning to do it al ready. If this Gen eral Con ference en cour ages them; then we were only
en cour ag ing. We need to stand firm and ask
to change be hav ior and teach to change behav ior. Thank you.
BISHOP DEW: All right we’ve had two
speeches in favor and two against. I’m
ready to put it . . . yes?
Are you—yes. I rec og nize you stand ing.
Come into mike 5. Are you speak ing on the
amend ment, and what side are you speak ing
on?
CARL GLAD STONE (De troit): Bishop,
I am in fa vor of the spirit of the amend ment
but would like to of fer a sub sti tute, if I am in
order.
BISHOP DEW: Yes.
Sub sti tute for Al co hol Pe ti tion
Is Sub sti tuted
GLAD STONE: I would like No. 4 of this
pe ti tion to read (strike en tirety of No. 4 and
re place with: “Strongly rec om mend ing that
United Meth od ist and United Meth od ist related col leges and uni ver si ties up hold ab stinence from drink ing al co hol as a vi a ble and
faith-filled option, and that those in sti tutions provide programming and social
events that would fos ter such an en vi ronment.”
BISHOP DEW: Is there a sec ond to that?
It is sec onded. You wish to speak to your
substitute?
GLAD STONE: Many of the rea sons have
al ready been said, sir, and I would just like
to re it er ate that the lan guage of pro hi bi tion
is not—is inconsistent with the language
that we have in our own so cial prin ci ples.
BISHOP DEW: All right. Any one wishing to speak in op po si tion to the sub sti tute?
Yes, I’ll rec og nize you in the rear, way
back there with the or ange card. Was somebody ac tu ally want ing to—no body’s go ing
to? All right. Yes? Mike 8.
SHARIE MORGAN (North Indiana):
With all due re spect, I would like to re mind

Gen eral Con fer ence that while we are ar guing about our col lege kids drink ing al co hol,
thousands of children are dying because
they have no wa ter to drink.
BISHOP DEW: Yes, mike 1.
MATTHEW G. JOHNSON (Western
Penn syl va nia): I would like to speak in favor of the sub sti tute amend ment. I—
BISHOP DEW: All right.
JOHNSON: I believe the substitute
amend ment rec om mends ac tion in stead of
plac ing this in a book, and just hav ing it sit
on a shelf. This rec om mends ac tion to be
taken by the col leges to pro mote ab sti nence
in drink ing, and ab sti nence of al co hol. That
is why I speak for the substitute amend ment.
BISHOP DEW: All right. The sub sti tute
is be fore you. Yes, I’ll rec og nize you. Mike.
Yes. No, the gentleman there to the left.
Mike 4. The sub sti tute is be fore you. Are
you op posed?
JIM SMITH (North west Texas): I move
pre vi ous ques tion on all that is be fore us.
BISHOP DEW: All right. The previous
ques tion. Is that sec onded? All right. I will
put that to the vote. If you sus tain the vote
by two-thirds, we will then move to vot ing
on all that is be fore us. If you sup port the
previous question, press 1. If you do not
sup port the pre vi ous ques tion, press 2. Vote
when the light ap pears. [Yes, 872; No, 48]
You’ve called for the previous question.
We move to the sub sti tute. If you sup port
the substitute motion—all right. We
will—ex cuse me. We’ll have a fi nal comment from the po dium.
HAYES: I sim ply want to say that in re lation and re gards to this par tic u lar pe ti tion,
the com mit tee voted 84 to zero. We had the
ben e fit of the young man who made a tes timony here. He is a stu dent at Har vard. We
also had on that com mit tee a per son who
has worked with Wes ley foun da tions, and
to think that to tal ab sti nence on our col leges
and uni ver si ties can be achieved is to tally
un re al is tic and we would urge you to support this pe ti tion.
BISHOP DEW: All right. If you would
sup port the sub sti tute, you vote 1. If you do
not support the substitute, vote 2. Vote
when the light ap pears. [Yes, 531; No, 393]
All right. You’ve sup ported the sub sti tute.
That’s the sub sti tute for the amend ment that
was be fore you. Now that be comes a part of
the main mo tion. The main mo tion is be fore
you with the sub sti tute to the amend ment. If
you would vote in support of the rec ommen da tion of the com mit tee, press 1; if you
do not, press 2. [Yes, 782; No, 134] You’ve
supported the committee’s rec om men dation for that cal en dar item.
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I be lieve we’ve come to the time for the
or der of the day. Thank you, Mr. Hayes. We
have a re port of the GCOM Ad vance for
Christ and His Church. Bishop Hearn.
Ad vance for Christ and His Church
BISHOP J. WOODROW HEARN: Since
the Gen eral Con fer ence of 1948 meet ing in
Boston, 52 years ago now, one of the most
vi tal and ex cit ing and help ful out reach minis tries of The United Meth od ist Church has
been the Advance. Administratively, it is
con nected to the Gen eral Coun cil on Min istries. Dur ing this qua dren nium, Bishop Ed
Paup has given tremendous leadership to
the Ad vance Com mit tee and he, now, will
make the pre sen ta tion of this re port.
BISHOP EDWARD W. PAUP: Thank
you, Bishop Hearn, Bishop Dew, sis ters and
brothers in mission. At the 1996 General
Con fer ence in Den ver The United Meth odist Church was in vited to a birth day party.
And this party was held in the year 1998,
cel e brat ing 50 years of life in and through
the Ad vance for Christ and His Church. Remem bering how both those who came before us and we our selves have been en gaged
in mis sion through this ex traor di nary second-mile journey. As with other parties,
United Meth od ists came bear ing gifts in the
re cord amount that year of over 34 mil lion
dol lars. At the party, we closed our eyes and
we prayerfully con sid ered a world where
God’s chil dren would have ad e quate shelter, food, ed u ca tion, and op por tu ni ties to receive and re spond to the good news. And
when we opened our eyes, the breath of the
world blew, but the candles on the cake
would not go out. As a mat ter of fact, the
party con tin ues and last year, 1999, we anni hi lated the re cord that was set the year before as we gave in excess of $44 million
dol lars to the Ad vance.
(Applause)
And so here at Gen eral Con fer ence 2000
we hold high the can dles of God’s light, surrounded by so great a cloud of wit nesses.
(Video Pre sen ta tion)
(Video Pre sen ta tion–Board of Gen eral
Coun cil on Min is tries)
(Applause)
(Song—Cynthia Wil son, Singing
“How Great Thou Art”)
(Applause)
DEW: If you’ll be seated we will have a
re port from the Pre siding Of fi cers Com mittee and any an nounce ments and then a closing benediction. I recognize Paul
Extrum-Hernandez, chair of the Pre siding
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Of fi cers Com mit tee. Mike 4, you have a report for us?
Bishops Craig, Mutti, and Lyght
to Pre side on Wednes day
PAUL EXTRUM-FERNANDEZ: Yes
sir. Thank you, bishop. Pre siding to mor row
morn ing will be Bishop Ju dith Craig from
the Ohio West Area. Pre siding to mor row
afternoon will be Bishop Frederick Mutti
from the Kan sas Area and then pre sid ing tomorrow evening will be Bishop Ernest
Lyght from the New York Area. Thank you.
BISHOP DEW: All right, I’ll turn to the
sec re tary for any an nounce ments.
CAROLYN MARSHALL: One announce ment as far as In de pend ent Com missions is con cerned; a brief meet ing of the
com mit tee is sched uled fol low ing this session. The Committee on Reference will
meet in the morn ing at 7:15 a.m. in room
224. Please have all com mit tee mem bers attend. And then a re minder that as we have
ap pre ci ated the mu sic which is shared by
the var i ous choirs as they come for about 15
minutes before our morning worship, to mor row there are some re ally spe cial times
in store for us. And so they will be be ginning a bit ear lier than we have been used to.
As you ar rive be aware that the choirs will
be gin sing ing for us at 7:45.
BISHOP DEW: All right. I have in vited
Bishop Leontine T.C. Kelly to close our
eve ning ses sion.
(Applause)
BISHOP LEONTINE KELLY: If you
will remain in your seats and join me in
gratitude to a great God who is able to
weave to gether the lines on the page un til it
be comes ac tion around the world, the mir acle of God’ grace. Let us pray. Oh eter nal
God, we are so grate ful for your pres ence.
At the end of the day we may be weary, we
may won der if we’ll ever get to the end. We
have con cerns and re spon si bil i ties. But we
come and just give you all that you have already given us, and ask that your Holy
Spirit em power us, not only to love one another, but to care for one another and to
move be yond the walls to en close the world
in your love. We thank you for the amaz ing
things that are done through this church of
ours. We know its prob lems, we know its
weak nesses, yet we come to gether at General Con fer ence to af firm our strengths and
to hold one an other up. And we are grate ful.
Let your spirit grant us the rest that we need
this evening. Clear the cobwebs and the
junk that we carry around with us. Oh, I
hear, I hear the words of the hymn writer,
“Ye fear ful saints, fresh cour age take. The
clouds you so much dread are filled with

mercy and will break with bless ings round
your head.” You speak through us through
mu sic, you speak through us as we work together in leg is la tive groups. You speak to us
as we work as a coun cil, and you speak to us
as we give of our selves, what ever we have,
so that when we leave this place we won’t
be per fect but we’ll be new in you. Bless us.
Thank you, Lord. Thank you, Lord. Have
mercy upon us, par don and de liver us from
all our sins, con firm and strengthen us in all
righteousness and bring us to everlasting
life on the day when we shall see our sav ior
face to face and tell the story saved by grace.
And now, may God raise you up on ea gle’s
wings and bear you on the breath of dawn,
and make you on a new day to shine like the
sun, and hold you in the palm of God’s
hand. And may the grace of the Lord Je sus
Christ and the love of God and the pow erful, en er giz ing, en thu si as tic, lov ing, power
of the Holy Spirit be with us all, now and
for ever. Will you shout Amen?
(Con gre ga tion shouts “Amen”)
(Applause)

Wednesday Morning
May 10, 2000
(Bishop Ju dith Craig, pre sid ing)
(prayer and sing ing)
Arch bishop of Can ter bury In tro duced
BISHOP WIL LIAM ODEN: For the first
time in his tory an arch bishop of Can ter bury
is a guest of the Gen eral Con fer ence. (Applause) This is es pe cially sig nif i cant as this
visit co mes at the com ple tion of the in ter national di a logue be tween Meth od ism and the
An gli can Com mu nion and also at the beginning of the dialogue between United
Methodism and the Episcopal Church,
USA. Mar i lyn and I were vis it ing Bath and
Wells dur ing a re newal leave in Eng land, in
July 1990. We came upon the pal ace of the
bishop with beautiful grounds of placid
lake, grace ful swans. And sud denly a me dieval town crier came around and filled the
air with hear-ye’s. He an nounced that Her
Majesty, the Queen, had just named the
Bishop of Bath and Wells, Dr. George
Carey, to be the next Arch bishop of Can terbury. I thought, “now, that’s the way to do a
press re lease.” (laughter) Later, rep re senting the World Meth od ist Coun cil at a conference of the Anglican archbishops in
Cape town, South Af rica, I had the priv i lege
of meet ing Dr. Carey. His lec tures on evange lism were thrill ing, but it was our pri vate
conversations about Methodism that be came etched in my heart and mind. Dr.
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Carey has a love for Meth od ism and the
Wes leyan tra di tion. He has a hun ger to see
Meth od ism and the Church of Eng land and
An gli cans around the world draw closer together. We met again at Lambeth Con ference, which gathered at Canterbury in
1998.
This is a con fer ence of An gli can Bishops
held once ev ery 10 years. As an ec u men i cal
del e gate, I watched him pre side with grace,
guid ing 800 bish ops from many coun tries
and cul tures. And for the next three weeks,
the An gli cans were un der his lead er ship in a
beau ti ful way. Dr. Carey has served as a local church pas tor, a prison chap lain, head of
a theo log i cal fac ulty. He holds a Ph.D. with
an em pha sis on the early church. He and his
wife, Eileen, have four children and nine
grand chil dren. Mrs. Carey is a re mark able
per son in her own right. She is sit ting with
our Bishops’ spouses. Mrs. Carey, we’re
delighted that you’re here. Would you
please stand, that we might warmly wel come you?

Leaders of Other De nom i na tion
Introduced
BISHOP WILLIAM BOYD GROVE:
Yes, my sis ters and broth ers of Christ it is
my priv i lege on be half of the Coun cil of
Bishop to wel come to the Gen eral Con ference, and to pres ent to you rep re sen ta tives
of many of the churches with whom we
share faith and mis sion in this coun try. I invite them to come forward as I call their
names and just to line up across the platform.
You can bring them on, we will greet
them all at the end but if you want to rec ognize each as he or she co mes, feel free to do
that. I’m going to in vite two to come to gether at the be gin ning. Both of these tra ditions come out of the same Wesleyan
tradition, as do we. Dr. William M.
Greathouse of the Church of the Nazarene,
and the Rev. Jeffrey Mansell of the Wes leyan Church, if they would come.
(Applause)

(Applause)
Memories of Lambeth still flood my
mind, but none so en dur ing as be ing in the
Can ter bury ca the dral for the open ing processional. The voices of an overflowing
crowd, along with the royal fam ily, gath ered for wor ship and were led by a mag nif icent or gan. That me di eval sanc tu ary, where
Thomas More was martyred, was filled
with the most fa mil iar Wes leyan hymn: “O,
for a thou sand tongues to sing.” I felt like a
long lost rel a tive at a fam ily re union. Your
Grace, the Wesleys were yours be fore they
were ours. In fact, we have mu tu ally shared
them for over two and a half cen tu ries, as
they lived and died as priests of the Church
of Eng land. We wel come you as a fam ily
mem ber to this side of the fam ily re union,
and following the special music and the
read ing of the Scrip ture, we ea gerly an tic ipate your mes sage. Let us greet His Grace,
the Most Reverend and Right Honorable
Dr. George Leon ard Carey, the Arch bishop
of Can ter bury.
(Ap plause and Singing)
BISHOP CRAIG: Hal le lu jah! We are extend ing our con scious ness of the won der ful
household of God in which we are many
members and in which there are many
rooms. And to help us to con tinue to see this
vi sion, we turn to the ec u men i cal of fi cer of
the Council of Bishops, Bishop William
Boyd Grove, who will in tro duce ad di tional
ec u men i cal guests. Bishop Grove.

Bishop Allan O. Bjornberg, of the Evangel i cal Lu theran Church in Amer ica, who is
on the Lu theran side of the di a logue about
to begin between The United Methodist
Church and the ELCA, the chair per son of
the delegation from the Evangelical Lu theran Church in America, Bishop
Bjornberg.
(Applause)
Rep re senting his Em i nence Met ro pol i tan
Maximos of the Greek Or tho dox Arch di ocese of America, the Rev. Demetrious
Simoni Idis.
(Applause)
The Most Reverend Wil liam S. Skylstad
representing the National Conference of
Catholic Bishops. Bishop Skylstad is a
good friend of mine. We coached here at the
re cent phase of the United Meth od ist-Roman Cath o lic di a logue, Bishop Skylstad.
(Applause)
The Rev. Bob (Rob ert W.) Ed gar, one of
our own United Meth od ists, now the new
Gen eral Sec re tary of the Na tional Coun cil
of the Churches of Christ in the U.S.A.
(Applause)
Representing the Presbyterian Church
(U.S.A.), the Rev. Rob ert W. Bohl.
(Applause)
We are in the headquarter city of the
United Church of Christ. I hope you all are
aware of that and we are happy to have with
us, this morn ing, rep re sent ing that church,

the President of the United Church of
Christ, the Rev. John H. Thomas.
(Applause)
Representing the World Council of
Churches, Dr. Jean Stromberg, the Ex ec utive Di rec tor of the U.S. Con fer ence of the
World Coun cil Churches.
(Applause)
Representing the Orthodox Church in
America, the Rev. Father Leonid
Kishkovsky
(Applause)
Rep re senting the Con sul ta tion on Church
Un ion, soon to be the Churches Uniting in
Christ, the Rev. Tom Dipko.
(Applause)
And hold ing un til last, rep re sen ta tives of
two of the Meth od ist churches with whom
we share faith of the Wes leyan tra di tion,
and life and mis sion in the mod ern world.
From the African Methodist Episcopal
Church, the Rev. Dr. Floyd Al ex an der, and
from the Christian Methodist Episcopal
Church, Bishop Thomas Hoyt, if they could
come to gether.
(Applause)
And the Rev. Judson A. Souers, of the International Council of Community
Churches.
(Applause)
Now will you greet them all?
(Applause)
There’s one more. I did n’t know she was
here, she was de layed by weather and plane
difficulties. Representing the Episcopal
Church, Ms. Midge Roof.
(Applause)
You may be seated. We’re in vit ing two
people, two of these representatives to
speak briefly. First, re spond ing on be half of
all our ecumenical guests to the General
Conference the most Rev. William S.
Skylstad who is here, as I said, rep re sent ing
the National Conference of Catholic
Bishops and who has had, over these years,
a rich re la tion ship with The United Method ist Church.
Bishop Wil liam S. Skylstad Rep re sents
Na tional Con fer ence of Cath o lic Bishops
BISHOP SKYLSTAD: Good morning.
(Con gre ga tion re sponds-Good morn ing) I
am most grateful and honored to bring
prayers and greet ings to you on be half of
those of us who are your ec u men i cal col-
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leagues in the pil grim age to wards that unity
for which Christ prayed. As you meet here
to day, at this his toric mo ment in Meth od ist
his tory, you are sur rounded by a cloud of
witnesses, and other Christian churches,
who are pray ing for the Holy Spirit’s blessing on your de lib er a tions and for deep en ing
our bonds of communion as we witness
with you in a suf fer ing world. With you we
pray that John Wes ley’s vi sion is spread ing
bib li cal ho li ness across the land. May it be a
com mon task we can do to gether; bring ing
the jus tice of God and the peace of Christ to
ev ery part of the world.
In these United States, and across the
globe ec u men i cally, open Chris tians have
been blessed by the gen er os ity and zeal that
Meth od ists share with us as you spur us on
to mis sion and to the search for full, vis i ble,
unity in faith, sac ra men tal life and com mon
wit ness. In Christ, we are one. We are in
real, if yet im per fect, com mu nion with one
another. We strive, in response to God’s
grace in Christ Je sus, to per fect that commu nion to gether to be come the church that
God wills for his mis sion in the world. We
rec og nize that you are boldly fac ing many
of the is sues, in your de lib er a tions here, that
we and all of our churches must face as we
integrate the findings of modern science
into our bib li cal faith; as we face the tu multu ous changes abroad, and in our so ci ety;
and as we strive to bring heal ing and rec oncil i a tion to a com mu nity driven by the concerns of the day.
We join with you in prayer. We rec og nize
the ten sions that fi del ity to one an other can
bring in the midst of the de bates the Lord
has called us to en gage in for the sake of
unity in our churches. We pray that the Holy
Spirit may be at work as you la bor to gether,
hop ing that all of our church mem bers can
be with you in this jour ney.
We cel e brate with you the wit ness of repen tance and rec on cil i a tion, which you are
en gag ing, this week. As Pope John Paul II
re minded our church on the first Sunday of
Lent a few weeks ago, there are many sins
for which we must re pent and which have
continuing consequences in our lives as
churches. Cer tainly your wit ness with the
African-American churches to the sin of
rac ism, and the con tin ued need for re pentance and con ver sion is a chal lenge to all of
our churches. We can not move on in our
quest for the full, visible, unity of the
churches until we, especially here in the
United States, have taken upon ourselves
the con tin ual the task of con ver sion that is
nec es sary be fore rec on cil i a tion is pos si ble.
We join with you in prayer and con fes sion
and we pledge our selves to work with you
in the di a logue of love and for give ness that
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is nec es sary if the bur den of rac ism is to be
di min ished in the church and in our so ci ety.
We are also most grate ful to The United
Meth od ist Church for its lead er ship in the
ecumenical di a logues. As Dr. Ed gar here
witnesses, you have been most generous
with the World and National Council of
Churches and in lo cal sit u a tions across this
land and throughout the world. Dr. Jan
Love, who is be ing hon ored to day, is a sign
of that tireless service we have come to
know and cher ish from the United Meth odist ec u men i cal lead ers. We ap pre ci ate your
championing the cause of unity of the
churches in the variety of dialogues in
which you have been en gaged. It has been a
deep, spir i tual bless ing for me per son ally,
to have worked these years with Bishop
William Boyd Grove, my dear friend, as
co-chair of Cath o lic-United Meth od ist di alogue.
This di a logue has been a tes ti mony to our
church’s com mit ment to one an other and to
the goal of vis i ble unity. In the city of Spokane, from which I come, seven of us re ligious leaders gather every Wednesday
morn ing for break fast. We come when we
can, but al ways it is sched uled. Twice a year
we get to gether for a day of prayer, once in
Holy Week and once in Ad vent, shar ing our
faith jour neys. A sum mer eve ning bar be cue
and a Christmas gathering are events to
which we look for ward. Rev. Flora Bowers
(Pacific Northwest), by the way, present
here, is part of our group. It is Christ who
has called all of our churches on the road to
unity and wit ness, wor ship and shar ing of
the gos pel. All of us who walk with you can
only pray to God that we may be as faith ful
as you have been and that we may re spond
to gether with hope and con fi dence to the
new chal lenges we find be fore us. God’s
bless ing on your work. Thank you.
(Applause)
BISHOP CRAIG: Now, I ask the Rev.
Bob Ed gar to come and greet you from the
Na tional Coun cil of the Churches of Christ.
The Rev. Rob ert W. Ed gar Rep re sents
Na tional Coun cil of Churches
ROBERT W. EDGAR: As one of the
new est mem ber of the ec u men i cal com munity, I bring greetings from the National
Council of Churches. Our new president,
An drew Young, sends his wel come to The
United Meth od ist Church. He called and indicated his passion for working with the
United Meth od ists and all 35-mem ber commu nions at the be gin ning of this new decade, at the be gin ning of this new cen tury,
at this beginning of the new mil lennium—to work to gether for our com mon

unity and com mon good. It was Dr. Mar tin
Luther King, who in a book published
shortly after his death, said these words:
“We are now faced with the fact that to morrow is to day, and in this un fold ing co nundrum of life and his tory, there is such a thing
as be ing too late. Pro cras ti na tion is still the
thief of time. Life of ten leaves us bare, naked, and de jected with lost op por tu nity. The
tide in the af fairs of hu man ity does not remain at the flood, it ebbs. We may cry out
des per ately for time to pause in her pas sage,
but time is death to ev ery plea and rushes
on. Over the bleached bones and jumbled
res i dues of nu mer ous civ i li za tions are written the pa thetic words ‘too late’.“
God is chal leng ing us as mem bers of the
body of Christ to rec og nize: It’s not too late.
The Na tional Coun cil of Churches, Church
World Service, the World Council of
Churches, the ecumenical community, is
com mit ted to un der stand ing the ur gency of
now. As we be gin this new time to gether,
we are called to wit ness to gether that we
have a com mon work: To seek jus tice; To
care for the poor; To change the world; and
To live in com mu nity one with an other. So
as a sym bol of our love and com mit ment, as
I be gin my ser vice as Gen eral Sec re tary of
the Na tional Coun cil of Churches, as I help
the Na tional Coun cil of Churches with a
rich fifty years of his tory, vi sion its fu ture in
this new time, I in vite you, as was in vited by
our Ro man Cath o lic broth ers and sis ters, by
our Or tho dox broth ers and sis ters, by our
his toric Black church broth ers and sis ters,
by our An gli can broth ers and sis ters, and by
our broth ers and sis ters of faith com mu nities around the world, I call upon all of us to
join hands to gether in prayer and com mitment for what we can do to gether.
Let me ask you now to hold hands, stand
and hold hands just for a mo ment to gether.
As we hold hands and touch one an other, let
us to gether, in the hold ing of these hands, be
reminded of the people around the world
who need our love and care. As we hold
hands with one an other, let us pray for a new
ec u men i cal vi sion for a new era of hope. Let
us pray for a new ec u men i cal convenant for
a peo ple of Christ that makes all things new.
As we hold hands to gether and firmly touch
each other, re gard less of cul ture and race
and gen der and sex u al ity, let us pray for a
new ecumenical communion of com munions that touches at the very heart of God,
that touches at the very heart of jus tice, that
touches at the very heart of love.
Lis ten to these words shared by a pol i tician. I wish it were Je sus on the Mount of
Ol ives or Paul on the road to Da mas cus. But
in 1966, in South Af rica, Bobby Ken nedy
said, “Let no one be dis cour aged by the be-
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lief that there is noth ing that one man or one
woman can do against the enor mous ar ray
of the world’s ills, against mis ery and ig norance, in jus tice or vi o lence.” Few will have
the great ness to bend his tory it self, but each
of us can work to change a small por tion of
events so that in the to tal of all those acts are
writ ten the his tory of our gen er a tion as we
hold hands with peo ple here in side and outside this build ing. May we al ways re member we, who are many, are one body. Amen.
(Applause)
BISHOP GROVE: Friends, we’re about
to do some thing that I don’t re mem ber has
been done before. I caught myself twice
say ing that we’ve never done some thing before only to be reminded that Bishop
Matthews has a long mem ory. But to day the
Council of Bishops is going to recognize
two ecumenical leaders who have rep resented this church with dis tinc tion in the ecu men i cal move ment. And we have cho sen
to recognize them in the presence of the
Gen eral Con fer ence. And I hope that this
will be but the first of many such rec og nitions that will oc cur, oc cur across the years.
And I call Bishop Melvin Talbert to come
for ward to make those pre sen ta tions.
(Applause)
BISHOP MELVIN G. TALBERT:
Bishop Craig, to our dis tin guished ec u meni cal guests, sis ters and broth ers in Christ, I
greet you in the name and in the Spirit of Jesus Christ. It is my dis tinct honor and priv ilege this morning to make two
presentations. I do it as the one who was
priv i leged to be sec re tary of the Coun cil of
Bishops for eight years and car ry ing with it
the re spon si bil ity of Ec u men i cal Of fi cer, as
did col leagues be fore me: Paul Duffy, Jim
Matthews, Jim Ault, and oth ers. I do it today as the in com ing ec u men i cal of fi cer of
our de nom i na tion.
These two per sons, once they are named,
will be rec og nized by you. But they are persons who have not only talked ecu me nism,
they have, in be half of us, lived it. Ecu menism is more than talk; it is some thing that
must be lived out in what we say and in what
we do with our very lives. So it my priv i lege
now to pres ent to you and in be half of you
and the Coun cil of Bishops, to pres ent them
cer tif i cates of ap pre ci a tion
The first per son that I want to ask to come
forward to join me at the podium is Dr.
Janice Love. Jan, will you join me here?

(Applause)

lowed me to take it in this way. Thank you.
(Applause)

Dr. Janice Love Honored for Work
With World Coun cil of Churches

Kath ar ine Ban nis ter Honored for Work
With World Coun cil of Churches

BISHOP TALBERT: For more than 20
years, prob a bly more than half of her life,
(laughter) Jan has rep re sented The United
Meth od ist Church in the on go ing and continuing work of the World Council of
Churches. As a young per son and into her
adult life, she has done that with great distinc tion. Jan, words are in ad e quate to express to you how grateful we are as a
de nom i na tion for the com mit ment you have
made, be yond the call of duty, to rep re sent
us, at per sonal risk to fam ily life. At times
when it has been a dif fi cult strug gle for her
to leave her daugh ter and fam ily, she has
left her family to be in Geneva and other
places rep re sent ing us as a de nom i na tion. I
pres ent to you this day this cer tif i cate of appre ci a tion which reads as fol lows: “On behalf of the Council of Bishops of The
United Meth od ist Church, and in the presence of the Gen eral Con fer ence, we pres ent
this certificate of appreciation to Janice
Love in rec og ni tion of her ex cep tional leadership in ecumenical arenas and her out stand ing ser vice on the Cen tral Com mit tee
of the World Council of Churches from
1975 to 1998. We cel e brate all she has done
to promote the unity for which Christ
prayed in John 17:21. Given this tenth day
of May in the year of 2000 in Cleveland,
Ohio. Bishop Wil liam B. Oden, Pres i dent
of the Coun cil of Bishops; Bishop Wil liam
Boyd Grove, Ecumenical Officer of the
Council of Bishops; and Bishop J. Law rence McCleskey, Columbia Episcopal
Area.” Jan. (Applause)
JANICE LOVE: Sis ters and broth ers in
Christ, I sim ply want to say “Thank you” to
The United Meth od ist Church, the United
Meth od ist Coun cil of Bishops, who has repeat edly sent me back to these great op portunities for ecumenism, to the General
Commission on Christian Unity and
Inter-religious Concerns for undergirding
my work, for my lo cal church; many thanks
for be ing an ec u men i cal wit ness where they
are in their place. And most per son ally, to
the peo ple I call my ec u men i cal moth ers:
United Methodist Women and the
Women’s Di vi sion of The United Meth odist Church, the Board of Global Min is tries,
who nur tured in me, very early in my life, a
great pas sion to reach across these deep differ ences, in deed these chasms, that di vide
us in our church, our Chris tian fam ily, and
our world. It’s a great jour ney to the full ness
of the joy of life in Christ, this ec u men i cal
venture, and I’m so grateful that you al -

BISHOP TALBERT: The sec ond per son
that I want to rec og nize this morn ing in behalf of all of us is a rel a tively new face. I say
that, but still its been approximately 10
years. She has served with dis tinc tion in the
World Coun cil of Churches on its Cen tral
Com mit tee dur ing the last 7 years of that
operation and is now one of the reigning
presidents of the World Council of
Churches. I served as chair of the nom i nating com mit tee for the last meet ing of the
World Coun cil of Churches, one of the most
dif fi cult tasks one can have. And when her
name came up, there was no ques tion in our
minds in the nom i nat ing com mit tee that she
was the right choice.
Kathryn K. Ban nis ter, one of our up coming, young, creative pastors in the lowly
state of Kan sas, (laughter) and she has represented us with distinction. And how
proud I was to be a mem ber of that Cen tral
Committee working with her. And now
how proud I am to rec og nize her in your
pres ence here to day and to pres ent to her
this certificate. Kathy, will you join me
here? (Ap plause) “On be half of the Coun cil
of Bishops of The United Meth od ist Church
and in the pres ence of the Gen eral Con ference, we pres ent this cer tif i cate of ap pre ci ation to Kathryn K. Ban nis ter in rec og ni tion
of her ex cep tional lead er ship in ec u men i cal
are nas and her out stand ing ser vice as a presi dent of the World Coun cil of Churches. We
cel e brate all she has done to pro mote the
unity for which Christ prayed in John 17:21.
Given this tenth day of May in the year of
2000 in Cleve land, Ohio. Bishop Wil liam
B. Oden, President, Council of Bishops;
Bishop Wil liam Boyd Grove, Ec u men i cal
Of fi cer, Coun cil of Bishops; Bishop Al bert
Fredrick Mutti, Kansas Episcopal Area.”
(Applause)
KATHRYN K. BAN NIS TER: My deepest thanks to you, the Gen eral Con fer ence
and the Coun cil of Bishops, to my fam ily in
the General Commission on Christian
Unity and Inter-re li gious Con cerns, and so
many who have been men tors. It is one of
my deep est priv i leges in life to be able to be
your ecumenical servant in the World
Coun cil of Churches. It is also a great priv ilege to re side in the mighty state of Kan sas
(laugh ter and ap plause) and to serve as a
pas tor in this church that I love. I am sometimes asked how it is that I bring to gether
these two parts of my vo ca tion, and some
people say, “Well, you must be schizo phrenic to be able to be both a pas tor in the
local setting in the middle of the United
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States and some one who serves in the ec umen i cal move ment.” But I would say, that
for me, they are two parts of a whole and
that those things must be kept to gether; so
that we be come ec u men i cal in all that we do
in our lo cal place; and in what we do as a
church out in the world. I thank you and
pray God’s bless ing upon you. (Applause)
BISHOP GROVE: Bishop Craig, that
concludes the ecumenical celebration for
to day, and we re turn the house to you.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much,
Bishop Grove, for this won der ful re minder
of our extended family. I want to—to do
one other thing in terms of that extended
family. Bishop Irons? Bishop Irons is the
pres i dent of the North Amer i can sec tion of
the World Methodist Coun cil, and if that
per son Joe Hale is here we would like to
honor him to day. Bishop Irons.
Dr. Joe Hale Honored for Work
With World Meth od ist Coun cil
BISHOP NEIL IRONS (Harrisburg
Area): Thank you, Bishop Craig. Ec u men ical lead ers, bish ops, del e gates, and friends
of this Gen eral Con fer ence. We have had
with us, and I hope he is still here, a friend,
not only of The United Meth od ist Church,
but of Meth od ists around the world. As we
make the turn into the next millennium,
there are some 70 million members and
friends of the Meth od ist Wes ley fam ily in
this world. The one who pro vides lead ership and holds us to gether is the gen eral secre tary of the World Meth od ist Coun cil, Dr.
Joe Hale. And if Dr. Hale is here, I would
like to ask him to please rise that we might
greet him.
BISHOP CRAIG: Dr. Hale. Can we find
him? He’s out greet ing his friends. Let’s let
the re cord—
BISHOP IRONS: I, I will be glad to extend your appreciation to him. I’m sorry
that we’ve missed him.
(Applause)
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much.
Now I’d like to rec og nize Hee-Soo Jung for
a mo ment of priv i lege. Hee-Soo Jung, are
you ready? Yes. Mike 4 please. Mike 4
please.
HEE-SOO JUNG (Wisconsin): Thank
you, Bishop. I’d like to ask the bishop to invite Yu-Sik Lee from Korean Methodist
Church, coun cil pres i dent, is here due to delay to ar riv ing here. So would you wel come
him? And then I will move on to this call to
prayer.
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BISHOP CRAIG: Is he here? OK. There
he is. Come, come for ward and let us greet
you, Bishop.
(Applause)
Bishop Yu-Sik Lee of Ko rean Meth od ist
Church In tro duced and Of fers Prayer
JUNG: Bishop Craig and mem bers of dele gate, Bishop Yu-Sik Lee and three del egates from the Korean Meth od ist Church
are here and plead to us and our fel low Korean-American delegates to call attention
for the des per ate need of our prayer to the
healing and reconciliation of the Korean
Pen in sula; such a sad his tory of di vi sion and
to tal sep a ra tion over fifty years. Peace, justice, and re uni fi ca tion be tween North and
South Ko rea are trag i cally over due. Many
Ko rean Chris tian com mu ni ties through out
the world cryout for God’s grace for in terven tion for re uni fi ca tion. To day we hear the
hope ful sign and good news that pres i dents
of North and South Ko rean agreed to come
to gether soon and em brace po lit i cal heal ing
and rec on cil i a tion, and af ter fifty years with
her war and confrontations. Bishop, we
thank our churches for prayer and the pas sion ate emer gency drive through UMCOR,
through the UMCOR, for the North Ko rean
hun ger drive. Bishop, if you per mit me just
to pray for our bishop for this mat ter, we are
happy to pres ent that.
BISHOP CRAIG: Sure. I feel con fi dent
that the house would wel come this mo ment
of prayer in turns to our col league for leader ship. Thank you.
JUNG: Thank you.
BISHOP YU-SIK LEE: (The Korean
Methodist Church, Interpreted From Ko rean)
So good to see you, the mem bers of this
General Conference United Methodist
Church. May God’s grace be with you. I
bring greet ings from the Ko rean Meth od ist
Church, one and one half mil lion Meth od ist
Chris tians. I al ways think of Amer ica first
with a grate ful heart. We are grate ful that
you sent the first missionary to Ko rea to
bring the gos pel to the Ko rean peo ple. And
also that you helped us dur ing the Ko rean
con flict to main tain free dom on the Ko rean
Peninsula; and we are grateful for that.
Now, we hope that the United States of
America will not only lead the world
through eco nomic and mil i tary power but
through a spir i tual and Chris tian faith. The
only place on the map of the world that still
has a cold war, a di vided na tion, is Ko rea. In
June of this year the pres i dent of South Korea Kim Dae-jung and Kim Jong-Il of North
Ko rea will meet. We ask you to pray for that

event. (I also ask your prayers for Bishop
Kim who is trans lat ing for me right now—)
(Laughter)
I ask your prayers for the many Ko rean-Amer i can United Meth od ist churches
in this coun try.
I’ll of fer prayer for this. Let us pray to gether; Dear God, we are so grate ful. May
the grace of God and bless ing be abound ing
in this place. May ev ery mem ber of Gen eral
Con fer ence be filled with the Holy Spirit;
and ev ery day may the church in the United
States be growing, and advancing, and
work ing for the whole world and ded i cated
to the preaching of the gos pel. And also,
bring your peace to the Ko rean Pen in sula.
We pray also for the meet ing of two heads
of state. May that event be un der your grace.
In Je sus’ name. Amen.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much.
Now, the chair is going to suggest that
we’ve had this won der ful time of cel e bration. It’s great chair ing this kind of event.
I’d like just to de clare the morn ing over and
say I’ve done my bit, and we’ve had a wonderful time. It’s the chair’s judg ment that
we would do well to take our break now so
that when we re turn we can turn our at tention to cal en dar items. So if you will be back
at 10:20, we will start an other kind of work.
Thank you for your at ten tion.
(Music)
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, friends, let’s
start back to ward our seats if you will.
(Music)
BISHOP CRAIG: Friends let us come to
or der. It’s easy to keep empty chairs in order, (laughter) but the chair would pre fer to
see peo ple in those empty chairs. If you’ll
come and find your seats quickly please.
Thank you. Guess what! we’re behind.
(Laughter) News flash! Whom so ever, it’s
your choice how far be hind you want to be.
So you can walk it as slowly or as quickly as
you wish. I’m only here ‘til noon and then
somebody else gets it. (Laughter) That’s
what’s nice about General Conference as
op posed to An nual Con fer ence. All right,
here co mes a bishop run ning up the aisle.
Go, Janice! (Laughter) All right friends, I
am pleased to call us back to or der. I am
Judy Craig, of the West Ohio Con fer ence,
Ohio West Area. Hush down there now.
(Ap plause) They’re only clap ping be cause
I’m gonna retire in 112 days. (Laughter)
And I’m gonna be ably kept in or der by my
colleagues Sharon Zimmerman Rader,
from Wis con sin, and Joe Yeakel who is retired. Nothing retiring about him. So
they’re go ing to help us all. But most of all,
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you’re go ing to help and we’re go ing to start
now with the Agenda Com mit tee. Is Mary
Alice here? There she is; wishing she’d
been here an hour ago. Thank you. Wel come.
MARY AL ICE MASSEY (Florida): It’s
good to be right on time. This morn ing the
agenda is found on the front page of your
DCA. And of course with the exceptions
that we are be hind sched ule, as all of you
rec og nize, I lift the fol low ing things to you.
All resolutions that have come across the
chair of the Agenda Com mit tee’s desk will
be printed in the DCA. The fol low ing commit tees will meet at lunch time: Faith and
Or der; Global Min is tries; Gen eral and Jurisdictional; Conferences. With those ex cep tions, I move the adop tion of the agenda
for the day.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, you see the
agenda that we’ve al ready mu ti lated be fore
you today. If you will affirm this as the
agenda in spite of us, please vote yes, if not,
vote no. Please vote when the light ap pears.
[Yes, 479; No, 9] Now look at that. You’re
affirming your selves nicely. All right, we
have an agenda. Now, let’s turn to the Consent Cal en dar.
Just a mo ment, let’s get the Con sent Calen dar in front of us please.
Con sent Cal en dars A04, B04, and C04
Approved
FITZGERALD REIST (Coordinator of
the Cal en dar): Good morn ing. Please turn
in your DCA for Tues day, May 9, 2000, volume 4, no. 7, to p.2036. The fourth Con sent
Cal en dar be gins there. (Pause)
BISHOP CRAIG: I think they’ve got it.
REIST: On p.2036 Consent Calendar
A04 begins with Calendar Item 649. On
p.2037 Calendar Item 665 has been re moved at the request of delegates. On
p.2038 Calendar Item 671 has been re moved at the re quest of del e gates.
MASSEY: I move the ap proval of Consent Calendar A04 with the exceptions
noted.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, we have A04
be fore us with the ex cep tions noted. Please
vote when the light ap pears. [Yes, 599; No,
6] We have approved Consent Calendar
A04.
REIST: On p.2048 Consent Calendar
B04 begins with Calendar Item 760. On
p.2056 Calendar Item 804 has been re moved at the request of delegates. On
p.2059 Calendar Item 836 has been re moved at the request of delegates. On
p.2060 Calendar Item 838 has been re moved at the request of delegates. On p.
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2061 Cal en dar Item 846 has been re moved
at the re quest of del e gates.
MASSEY: I move the ap proval of Consent Calendar B04 with the exceptions
noted.
BISHOP CRAIG: We have B04 Con sent
Calendar before us with the exceptions.
Please vote when the light ap pears. [Yes,
679; No, 11] Thank you, it is adopted.
REIST: On page 2062, Con sent Cal en dar
C04 be gins with Cal en dar Item 851. On p.
2063, Cal en dar Item 857 has been re moved
at the re quest of del e gates. On p. 2068, Calen dar Item 916 has been re moved at the request of del e gates. On p. 2074, Cal en dar
Items 987 and 991 have been re moved at the
re quest of del e gates. On p. 2079, Cal en dar
Item 1042 has been re moved at the re quest
of del e gates. There’s one more. On p. 2081,
Cal en dar Item 1064 has been re moved at
the re quest of del e gates.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right.
MASSEY: I move the approval of the
Con sent Cal en dar C04 with the ex cep tions
noted.
BISHOP CRAIG: Con sent Cal en dar C04
as—ap proved, as amended, is be fore you.
Please vote when the light ap pears. [Yes,
766; No, 19] It is adopted. Hold please, he’s
not quite through. Just a moment please.
Just go ahead. Is this about the Con sent Calen dar? Please come to mike 8.
KEVIN G. GOODWIN (Pen in sula-Del aware): On p. 2161 of the DCA of to day, it
lists that 793 was pulled at the re quest of
delegates, including myself, and was not
men tioned this morn ing. Is that not nec essary?
BISHOP CRAIG: Let us check.
REIST: Page num ber again, please.
GOODWIN: On to day’s DCA, it’s listed
un der “re moved from con sent cal en dar,” p.
2161, no. 793.
BISHOP CRAIG: In to day’s?
GOODWIN: But it was on yesterday’s
cal en dar, sir. It’s list ing the ones that were
pulled from yes ter day’s cal en dar so I would
thought, the gentleman would have men tioned it to day be cause the other ones were
men tioned 665, 671, 804, etc., etc.
BISHOP CRAIG: He’s looking. Thank
you. We want to be ac cu rate. Thank you.
REIST: I must apologize. I’ve made an
error.
CRAIG: No!
(Laughter)
REIST: Well, well, peo ple will do a lot to
keep me quiet.
BISHOP CRAIG: Grace abounds.

(Laughter)
REIST: Cal en dar Item 793 should have
been listed as re moved at the re quest of delegates.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you, it will be.
REIST: Thank you, Bishop.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much.
All right.
Con fer ence Ap proves Con sent Cal en dar
Limits at Ten Names Im me di ately
REIST: I must of fer my apol o gies to the
Gen eral Con fer ence for an other er ror which
I made last evening. I mis un der stood the
mo tion re gard ing the Con sent Cal en dar and
di rected that the Con sent Cal en dar, which
appears in to day’s DCA beginning on p.
2133, in clude those items in which no more
than ten votes were cast against the pre vailing po si tion. Con se quently, there are items
on the Con sent Cal en dar which do not belong there. If you so de sire, I can pre pare a
list of those items and an nounce it later this
morn ing, or per haps the body would choose
to sus pend the rules and pro ceed with the report as printed.
BISHOP CRAIG: Do you understand
what he’s say ing—
MASSEY: Bishop Craig?
BISHOP CRAIG: —other than the fact
they he goofed? Yes?
MASSEY: I move to sus pend the rules so
that beginning immediately all calendar
items with ten or fewer votes op posed, as
re ported out of com mit tee, be placed on the
Con sent Cal en dar.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right. We have support for a mo tion to sus pend the rules so that
we can al ter how we get items on the Consent Cal en dar. The first vote we need is to
sus pend the rules, re quires two-third. If you
will sus pend the rules, will you vote now?
Well, whether you will or not, vote now.
[Yes, 752; No, 76] All right. You sus pended
the rules. Now the mo tion is that any thing
with—just say the mo tion for us again now.
We’re go ing to change the rules now that
we’ve sus pended them.
MASSEY: That be gin ning im me di ately,
all cal en dar items with ten or fewer votes
op posed, as re ported out of com mit tee, be
placed on the Con sent Cal en dar.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right. That’s the
mo tion be fore you im me di ately. Any thing
with ten or fewer op pos ing votes is on the
Con sent Cal en dar. Yes. Right here, mike 1.
EWING WERLEIN (Texas): Could I request that the chair of the com mit tee give us
those num bers of the pe ti tions af fected, because we have not had op por tu nity, if this
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rule is sus pended, to ex am ine its ef fect. And
it would be help ful, it seems, to all del e gates
to know which ones we’re talk ing about in
the, the event the del e gates would want to
assemble the required ten persons to re move from the Con sent Cal en dar.
REIST: If I could have ap prox i mately an
hour to do that.
BISHOP CRAIG: Would that be sat is factory, sir? You say, no? We would not be acting on that Con sent Cal en dar at that hour
anyway.
WERLEIN: Oh, yes, cer tainly. It seems
to me that should be ac cept able.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much.
We still need to, to vote on plac ing items
with ten or fewer on the Con sent Cal en dar.
Please vote when the light ap pears. [Yes,
773; No, 58] You’ve done that quite well,
thank you very much. I keep for get ting to
look.
BISHOP CRAIG: We’re going to turn
now to Faith and Or der and Bob Hayes. Do
you know that these com mit tee chairs get
up every morning and get over here for
break fast at 7 o’clock? And I went there this
morn ing, and I tell you: They have breakfast!
(Laughter)
I have n’t been hav ing break fast; it was really kind of nice. They’re working very
hard. Thank you.
HAYES: Thank you, Bishop.
BISHOP CRAIG: Yes, one of the cards
back here. Come to mike 5. Stay steady,
Bob. We’ll see what this is.
Con fer ence Prays
for Ar rested Dem on stra tors
TIM JONES-YELVINGTON (New
York): I would like to ask for the prayers of
the body on the mat ter: We ex press our appre ci a tion for the sev eral hun dred pas tors,
lay per sons and bish ops, fam ily and friends
who were ar rested in obe di ence to their conscience and faith in Christ. And we ac knowl edge that we are not all in agree ment
with their stand, but we re spect their convic tion and lift them in prayer.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, this is a re minder that some acts of con science have
been oc cur ring out side of our, our hall this
morn ing and some of our broth ers and sis ters have placed themselves under—in a
po si tion to be ar rested. And their re quest is
that we not for get that but keep them in our
con scious ness. The chair would in vite us to
a time of si lent med i ta tion and thought, for
each of us knows that God looks into our
hearts and knows our anx i eties and our con-
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cerns and our con vic tions. Let us call these
broth ers and sis ters to mind.
God have mercy. Christ have mercy. God
have mercy. Amen. All right, Bob. Thank
you.
HAYES: Thank you, Bishop, and members of the General Conference. I’m the
chair of that com mit tee, and I’m here with
Scott Jones, the vice-chair, and I’m very
pleased to in tro duce to most of you to day
our very ca pa ble sec re tary, Mary Eliz a beth
Moore. She will be re port ing to night with
us, so I wanted to in tro duce her to you this
morn ing and let you know who she is, so
when you see her tonight. We will begin
where we left off last night, on p. 1908 of the
of the Ad vance DCA. Page 1908, Cal en dar
Item 31351 found on p. 507 in the Advance
DCA. It is sup port sec tion on “Me dia Vi olence and Chris tian Values.” And it is recom mended by the com mit tee con cur rence
with an amend ment. And this amend ment is
to ap pear at the end of ¶66p whereby we inject three sub-para graphs there that call for
encouraging local congregations to work
with and support parental responsibilities
and in di vid u als to ex press op po si tion to the
violence that is on our media and tele visions, and also en cour age in di vid u als to express their opposition to corporate
spon sors. As I said, the com mit tee rec ommends con cur rence with this pe ti tion.
BISHOP CRAIG: Very well. We’re on
Cal en dar Item 315, p. 1908, with a rec ommendation of concurrence as amended.
Please vote when the light ap pears. [Yes,
899; No, 18] It is adopted.
In her ent Value of Non-hu man Cre ation
Is Rec og nized
HAYES: If you would look at the next
page, 1909, at the very top lefthand cor ner
of that page, you will see Pe ti tion 31717. It
is Cal en dar Item 320. It is found on p. 1279
of the Ad vance DCA, 1279, and it is the recognition of the inherent value of non-hu man cre ation. The com mit tee rec om mends
con cur rence, and the strength of this par ticu lar pe ti tion is that the first sen tence un der
“En ergy Re sources Uti li za tion” will af firm
the in her ent value of non-hu man cre ation,
such as min nows, etc. We rec om mend concur rence with this pe ti tion.
BISHOP CRAIG: Cal en dar Item 320 is
be fore you with a rec om men da tion of concurrence. Please vote when the light ap pears. [Yes, 847; No, 55] You have agreed
with the com mit tee. Next?
HAYES: The pe ti tion be low that was to
be dealt with to day, but un der the new motion and rules, if we have to come back with
that, we will. But lacking the necessary

votes, we will re move that to the Con sent
Calendar.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, thank you.
Scott?
Dis abil ity Rights Ad dressed
SCOTT J. JONES (North Texas): Bishop,
I would call the body’s at ten tion to p. 1990.
That’s 1-9-9-0. The Cal en dar Item 609. It
refers to Petition 1270—1288. I’m sorry.
The Pe ti tion is 31918, on p. 1288. The pe tition is deal ing with Para graph 1004 in The
Book of Discipline. This is the paragraph
about the responsibilities of the General
Board of Church and So ci ety. The pe ti tion
asks that we add the words dis abil ity rights
to the first sen tence in this para graph about
the prime re spon si bil ity of the board. The
committee’s recommendation is non concur rence, be cause the para graph, as it reads
al ready, says that the board and its ex ec utives shall provide forthright witness and
actions on, action on issues of human
well-be ing, jus tice, peace, and the in teg rity
of cre ation. It is the com mit tee’s judge ment
that dis abil ity rights are al ready in cluded in
this, and that the Gen eral Board of Church
and So ci ety is do ing a good job of ad dressing these is sues. So we rec om mend non concur rence, Bishop.
BISHOP CRAIG: Very well. Calendar
Item 609, on p. 1990 be fore you with a recommendation of nonconcurrence. Back
there? Go to mike 7, please.
KENNETH M. SCHROEDER (Bal timore-Washington): Bishop, I’m speaking
against the committee’s recomm endation
about dis abil ity. We need to add it. It’s very,
very important that Church and Society be
aware of this, this prob lem. It’s about hu man
be ings. Dis abil ity rights needs to be pre sented
as of ten as pos si ble. It’s a very im por tant is sue.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, thank you
very much. There’s a speech against non con cur rence. Is there some one who wishes
to sup port non con cur rence? Do you have a
fi nal word?
JONES: Our com mit tee is strongly in favor of our church ad dress ing is sues of justice and es pe cially dis abil ity rights. I think
the sense of the com mit tee was that add ing
words to the Discipline is not nec es sary. We
were in fa vor of sim plic ity and clar ity, and
so that was the rea son for our de ci sion.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, Calendar
Item 609 is be fore you with the rec om mendation of nonconcurrence. Please vote
when the light ap pears. [Yes, 680; No, 253]
You have sus tained the com mit tee.
JONES: Bishop, that ends what Faith and
Or der has to deal with for the mo ment.
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BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you, we’ll see
you an other time I’m sure.
(Laughter)
Some other for tu nate bishop.

(Laughter)
We be gin with a cou ple of pe ti tions that
our vice-chair, Donde Ashmos, will pres ent
to the, Bishop, to the con fer ence.

(Laughter)

Open Meet ing Rules Con sidered

Let’s—hey, you take ev ery lit tle cel e bration, you know.

DONDE P. ASHMOS (Southwest
Texas): Bishop, members of the con ference, I di rect your at ten tion to p. 2088 in the
DCA. Cal en dar Item 1151, Cal en dar Item
1151, Pe ti tion 30475. The full text could be
found on p. 176 of the Ad vance DCA. This
petition concerns having all meetings of
boards, agen cies, com mis sions, etc., of the
an nual con fer ence open, as open meet ings,
with pro vi sions for times when it needs to
be closed. The committee recommends
con cur rence. The ra tio nale is this lan guage
is very sim i lar to lan guage cov ered in the
sec tion of the Discipline on Gen eral Confer ence. This just spec i fies it to the an nual
conference.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much.
Calendar Item 1151 on p. 2088. Rec ommendation of concurrence. Please vote
when the light ap pears. [Yes, 785; No, 132]
Thank you. You sus tained the com mit tee.
ASHMOS: The next item is found on p.
2089, Cal en dar Item 1155. It’s down at the
very bot tom of the page on the left-hand
side. Pe ti tion 31513. The full text can be
found on p. 169 of the Ad vance DCA. This
petition recommends that changes in
church laws should take ef fect as soon as
pos si ble. Our com mit tee rec om mends noncon cur rence. The ra tio nale for our rec ommen da tion is that this would cre ate much
confusion, implementing changes before
even the first, the next, new Discipline is
published.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, this item is
be fore us, 1155. Cal en dar Item 1155, rec ommendation nonconcurrence. Please vote
when the light ap pears. [Yes, 890; No, 42]
You’ve sus tained the com mit tee. Thank you.

(Laughter)
Let’s turn to Con fer ences with Charles
Courtoy. Con fer ences, are you ready?
CHARLES W. COURTOY (Florida):
Bishop, we need you to give us some clar i fication. We’re confused about whether
items pre vi ous to day that had less than ten
votes are to be re moved and not de bated or
whether not they’re not to be pre sented today. We, we don’t know whether it im me diately meant beginning with the Consent
Calendar today, or did it mean calendar
items pre vi ous to to day?
BISHOP CRAIG: Mary Alice? She’s
think ing as she co mes to the mike 2.
MASSEY: No, ac tu ally I’m chew ing.
(Laughter)
BISHOP CRAIG: Sometimes I do that
when I think.
(Laughter—Applause)
Please share.
(Laughter)
MASSEY: I ate the last piece, Bishop.
(Laughter)
I, that was an en abling mo tion from Gere
Reist. And I took it to mean that it meant imme di ately. To day—
BISHOP CRAIG: Ev ery thing.
MASSEY: —right now; ev ery thing.
BISHOP CRAIG: Is there any ob jec tion
from the house to in ter pret it that way? I
think the house is ready to read it that way.
Does that help you?
COURTOY: Well I think so, if I’ve heard
cor rectly now, those items less than ten, we
do not pres ent. Cor rect?
BISHOP CRAIG: Cor rect.
COURTOY: Okay, thank you.
BISHOP CRAIG: Got any thing to pres ent?
COURTOY: Oh, yes.
(Laughter)
You were wish ing not, huh?

Full, Un lim ited La ity Voting Rights
Denied to Cen tral Con fer ences
ASHMOS: The last item I pres ent to you
is found on p. 2090, Cal en dar Item 1157. It
is Pe ti tion 31045. The full text can be found
on p. 163 of the Ad vance DCA. This is a recom men da tion that ju ris dic tional and cen tral
conferences may give lay members full
vote on ev ery thing. The com mit tee rec ommends concurrence with the following
amendment. We recommend deleting the
words ju ris dic tional and, so that it would
just read, it would be gin with cen tral conferences. The com mit tee rec om mends concur rence and the ra tio nale was that we need
to do as much as pos si ble to let cen tral con-

fer ences have the flex i bil ity they need to do
things in ways that work for them.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, Calendar
Item 1157 be fore you with the rec om menda tion of con cur rence. Please vote when the
light ap pears. Ex cuse me? I’m sorry, ex cuse
me, yes. Mike 3. Par don me? You’re on my
blind side.
PATRICK STRIEFF (SwitzerlandFrance): I come from a cen tral con fer ence,
and I think that there are al ready in the Consti tu tion some items where cen tral con ferences have spe cial rights and pow ers. But I
think it is a dif fi cult thing to act in other constitutional paragraphs such as splits be tween
jurisdictional
and
central
conferences, because the Constitution is
something we should have in common.
And, there fore, I speak against this amendment.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, there’s a
speech against this cal en dar item. I see no
one else wish ing to speak be fore I re spond.
Way in the back, way in the back, two hands
up. Yes, come to Mike 8. Are you speak ing
for the com mit tee rec om men da tion?
KARSTEN W. MOHR (Germany
North): This mo tion co mes from our confer ence, and it is rooted in the good ex pe rience of fair and faithful partnership in
mis sion and to min is try be tween clergy and
laity throughout many years. And also in
the good com mu nity in that it dispassion’s
be tween la ity and clergy in all mat ters concern ing or di na tion, char ac ter, and con ference relations of clergy. Therefore, we
think it is time that the la ity can not only discuss these matters, but also to ex tend the
rights to the la ity so that they have full right
to vote on all these mat ters in clud ing those
con cern ing or di na tion, char ac ter, and confer ence re la tions. And as you have seen, we
do not urge this for the whole church, we
just want a lit tle more free dom and flex i bility to do it in those central conferences
which want to do it. And I ask the con ference to open this door for do ing the work in
the way in our coun try which we think is
most help ful for us. Thank you.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much.
This is speech for the com mit tee’s rec ommen da tion. Yes, mike 4?
CHARLES D. (DENNY) WHITE, JR.
(Western North Carolina): Thank you,
Bishop Craig. Would the of fi cers of the legis la tive com mit tee be so kind as to in form
us: Does this, is the in tent of this, the do ing
of this, also in clude the right of lay members of the cen tral con fer ence, an nual confer ences to elect the clergy del e gates to the
Gen eral Con fer ence and the cen tral con ferences?
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ASHMOS: Our un der stand ing was no.
WHITE: Well, Bishop, not, not to be arguing the case, but I would ar gue for the
sake of the re cord that the words full un limited right to vote in cludes ev ery thing. And
¶31 of the Con sti tu tion, if one had it open
be fore one, in cludes the sen tence about lay
mem bers not vot ing for clergy, and clergy
not voting for laity. But full unlimited
strikes me as meaning what it says. And
there fore, I would urge the body to de feat
this par tic u lar amend ment to the Con sti tution.
BISHOP CRAIG: I thank you, that’s a
speech against, is someone speaking for?
Speaking for? For? Speaking for? Come to
mike 2 please. Come to mike 4 please.
TSHIBANG
KASAP
(Northwest
Katanga): (speaks in French)
BISHOP CRAIG: This has to have a
trans la tion, please.
KASAP: In our coun try there are cer tain
meet ings in which lay peo ple can not take
part. We have, for ex am ple, the min is te rial
conference where the lay people cannot
take part. I think this pe ti tion was pre sented
in a par tic u lar con text and it can’t be ap plied
to all Cen tral Con fer ences. Thank you
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much.
It is a speech against. Yes, card in the middle. Pink card there in the mid dle. Mike 4
please.
TOM GARNHART (Wis con sin): I think
this is a related point of order but maybe
there is an ex pla na tion. It ap pears that we
are attaching this action to paragraph 32
which is a para graph in sec tion 6 deal ing
with an nual con fer ences, whereas sec tion 5
preceding it deals with Central Con ferences. And is this not re lated to the Cen tral
Con fer ences? And does it not there fore belong in that part of the Discipline?
BISHOP CRAIG: Can you help us, committee?
ASHMOS: Our view of it was we rec ommended placing it where the petitioner
asked for it. So I guess our an swer is no on
that.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right we have this
be fore us. Fur ther ques tions? Yes, yel low
card straight back in the middle. Mike 6
please.
NANCY DUEL (North ern Il li nois): I’d
like to speak in favor of the petition, be cause it is per mis sive. Those con fer ences
that do not want to do that, do not have to,
but it al lows those con fer ences that would
like to, have per mis sion to do so. And also
the concern that was expressed before
whether this would give the per mis sion for
la ity to vote for clergy and clergy to vote for
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laity in elections to this General
Con fer ence, again I think it is up to those
conferences to decide. But I think that
maybe we should all be mov ing in that direc tion. Don’t we in ter act with each other
and all have opin ions of who we would like
to elect? I think this is ahead of our think ing,
where we do sep a rate vot ing by or ders.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you. We are
com ing close to the end our abil ity to speak.
The chair can en ter tain a speech for the motion. That is all that can be en ter tained. All
right any last word.
ASHMOS: At this point we would just
like to let the body de cide.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right. Just a mo ment please.
All right thank you. That is why you have
good col leagues be hind you. Let us re mind
you that this is a con sti tu tional amend ment
and will re quire two thirds. The com mittee’s rec om men da tion is con cur rence. We
are at the end of speeches. Is this a ques tion?
Mike 7 is closer to you or 4, which ever way
you want to go. Come to 4 please. Ac cording to our rules we are ready to vote.
DONALD FADO (California-Nevada):
Sim ply a ques tion. Un der our con sti tu tion
now, if I read it cor rectly, on page 29, ar ti cle
4 under Central Conferences, it says “to
make such rules and reg u la tions for the admin is tra tion of the work within their boundaries, including such changes and
adaptations of the gen eral Discipline as
conditions in the respective areas my re quire, sub ject to the pow ers that shall have
been or vested in the Gen eral Con fer ence.”
I have here the Book of Dis ci pline of the Afri can Cen tral Con fer ence, if you will no tice
it is much smaller than ours, which might
have a mes sage to us, but it also, I no ticed,
has a dif fer ent pro ce dure for the elec tion of
bish ops, quite a few dif fer ent rules. Do not
they now have the right to do what this is
ask ing for and why have an amend ment to
our Con sti tu tion go through this pro ce dure,
or do they not have that right?
ASHMOS: We are not clear on that.
BISHOP CRAIG: Let’s let the house decide. It is time to vote. All right let us see
what the house wills and then we will see,
we may have a pro ce dure to help us. I am
sorry we are re ally un der the or der to vote.
Is that a ques tion back there? We are out of
speech time. Go to mike 7 and help the chair
know what you wish.
JAMES EHRMAN (East Ohio): It’s an
an swer to the ques tion that was just asked.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, Jim.
EHRMAN: The pro vi sions of 537.9 allow for Cen tral Con fer ences to al ter things

in the Discipline ex cept things that would
be con trary to the Con sti tu tion and gen eral
rules of The United Meth od ist Church.
That’s why the need for the amend ment,
as just op posed to just a gen eral rule.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you. All right
we are ready to vote. The rec om men da tion
is concurrence, requires 2/3. Please vote
when the light ap pears. [Yes, 461; No, 468]
The motion fails. The petition is not
enough. All right.
[unintelligible] when you’re looking at
the Book of Dis ci pline as it’s printed, let us
re mem ber that there are some con sti tu tional
amendments that were passed and have
some ef fect on the Con sti tu tion in clud ing
some of this mat ter, we be lieve, that will not
ap pear in the cur rent printed Discipline. Because the Book of Discipline was printed
and then an er rata sheet sent so we may be
working off of dated material. Nev er theless, the house has spo ken it’s will.
For mula for Ap por tioning
Gen eral Con fer ence Del e gates De bated
COURTOY: Are you ready bishop? This
is the Ma jor ity Re port. There is a Mi nor ity
Re port, that you will find on p. 2088 of your
DCA; p. 2088. It is Cal en dar Item 1147, it is
Pe ti tion 30120; it is found in the Advance
DCA on p.168. It is en ti tled, “Change the
number formula for General Conference
del e gates to re store fair ness and bal ance.”
The com mit tee moves con cur rence. The ratio nal is the cur rent for mula, which is found
in paragraph 502 of the Discipline, was
adopted in 1968, and was as fair as the General Con fer ence of that day could make it.
This, now, is an out dated for mula due to the
fact that much has changed since 1968, both
within the United States and within the Central Conferences where explosive growth
has oc curred. This leg is la tion, pre sented by
the com mit tee, will up date the for mula and
bring fair rep re sen ta tion to the 2004 General Con fer ence and for ward. The for mula
in no way changes our Con sti tu tion, which
guarantees every conference, no matter
how small, one lay and one clergy mem ber.
Nei ther does the for mula, as rec om mended,
change the fact that every an nual con ference delegation will be comprised of
one-half lay del e gates and one-half clergy
del e gates. The com mit tee be lieves the proposed for mula will rec tify some of the worst
dis par i ties. For ex am ple, we have here now
one con fer ence with 100,000 mem bers and
an other con fer ence with 300,000 mem bers
who have the same number of delegates,
namely 16. The com mit tee be lieves that the
pro posed for mula will pro duce the most equitable system The United Methodist
Church has ever had.
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VANCE SUMMERS (West Ohio):
Bishop, point of or der.
BISHOP CRAIG: Please come to a mike.
Mike 4.
SUM MERS: I think that the rule of General Con fer ence is that the chair per son will
give a suc cinct, non-ar gu men ta tive ex planation.
(Applause)
BISHOP CRAIG: All right friends, we
don’t need to vote with our hands, we vote
with our but tons, on the ta ble. (Laughter) I
think the word is well heard. Thank you. All
right, now we have an amendment here,
right?
COURTOY: There is a Mi nor ity Re port.
BISHOP CRAIG: It is before us, as
printed.
SUM MERS: This is be fore us as printed.
BISHOP CRAIG: Cal en dar Item 1147. It
is be fore us with a rec om men da tion of concurrence.
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Bishop,
there’s (un in tel li gi ble) be hind you.
SUM MERS: There is a Mi nor ity Re port.
BISHOP CRAIG: Oh, there’s a Mi nor ity
Re port. Come, please, let’s hear the Mi nority Re port.
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Would
you ex plain the pro ce dure-mi nor ity, ma jority?
BISHOP CRAIG: Let’s hear the mi nor ity
re port then we will talk about pro ce dure.
Mi nor ity Re port on Del e gate
Ap por tion ment Is De livered
ROB ERT SWEET (New Eng land): Minor ity Re port is right there with the Ma jority Re port on p. 2088, no. 1187. Mi nor ity
Re port is that one clergy del e gate for the
first 209,000 mem bers of the an nual con ference, and 1 clergy delegate for an ad ditional, I’m sorry—yeah, that’s right. One
clergy delegate for the first 140 clergy
mem bers of the an nual con fer ence and one
clergy del e gate for each, I think I’ve got that
wrong the second time, excuse me. One
clergy del e gate for the first 209 mem bers,
clergy mem bers, of the an nual con fer ence
and one clergy del e gate for each ad di tional
209 clergy mem bers of, or ma jor fac tion
thereof, and b) one clergy del e gate for the
first 41,800 mem bers of lo cal churches of
the an nual con fer ence, and one clergy del egate for each of the 41,800 local church
mem bers or fac tion thereof.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, the chair sees
this as an amend ment to the pro posal; is going to receive this Minority Report as
amend ment, and the amend ment as you see

it printed un der Cal en dar Item 1147 is before you for dis cus sion.
SWEET: May I speak to it?
BISHOP CRAIG: You may.
UMC Rep re sen ta tion
Compared to Other De nom i na tions
SWEET: Would you let the bud get alone
de ter mine the mis sion and min is try of your
lo cal church? So we should not be look ing
at num bers alone when it co mes to rep resen ta tion of del e gates at the Gen eral Confer ence. This co mes in as a Mi nor ity Re port
be cause the two fig ures that you’re giv ing
in the ma jor ity and mi nor ity re ports split on
a 37-37 vote within the com mit tee. The issue goes right straight to the heart of our
doc trine, our the ol ogy, our eccles- iology,
our pol ity as United Meth od ists. It’s about
our iden tity of who we are in the ec u men i cal
fam ily. We’re not Ro man Cath o lic, with order from the top down. We are not or dered
by the la ity alone as in the Con gre ga tional
and South ern Bap tist tra di tions. The buck
stops in the local church with the charge
pas tor, not with the Board of Dea cons. Our
clergy covenant is to be ordained to the
Ministry of Sacrament, Word and Order.
Our mem ber ship as clergy is not in the lo cal
church but in the an nual con fer ence. Our
bishops have their membership in the
Coun cil of Bishops not in the an nual con ference. Num bers . . . most of our pas tors in our
de nom i na tion, serve mem ber ship churches
of much smaller num bers. Our rep re sen tation in Gen eral Con fer ence should be de termined by where we are lo cated. One-half
where the clergy members are found,
one-half where the lay mem bers are found;
3.3 per cent of our churches in our de nom ina tion have mem ber ship of 1000 or more,
but 53.7 per cent of us clergy, sit ting here
this morning, come from membership of
1000 or more churches; 67% of our
churches have less than 200 mem bers, but
only 5.3 percent clergy delegates voting
here to day come from those con gre ga tions.
We do much better with our la ity rep re senta tion al ready; 78 per cent of our churches
are un der 1000 in mem ber ship, 67 per cent
of the lay delegates are from those
churches.
BISHOP CRAIG: You should be sum ming up sir.
SWEET: In sum mary, I ask you to remem ber who we are, We are unique in the
ec u men i cal fam ily. We are not a de nom i nation of churches of 1000-mem bers or more,
one-half of our churches are un der 500, we
are a church, in which we were so beau tifully re minded in the lay ad dress, in which
we are in partnership with one another;

clergy and la ity to gether. I urge you to vote
for the Mi nor ity Re port.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you. We have
be fore us the amend ment. I saw you back
there first on the aisle. No sir, the card on the
aisle. Yes. Please mike 5. We have had one
speech for the amend ment. Are you speaking against the amend ment?
Pro por tional Is sue Is a Mat ter
of Eq uity of An nual Con fer ences
to Gen eral Con fer ence
JAMES LOGAN (Virginia): Yes, I’m
speak ing in op po si tion to the amend ment.
When I came to this General Conference
session, I knew very lit tle about the pro posal that is be fore us. When I came to the
Com mit tee on Con fer ences, I had heard arguments that followed the logic of pluses
and mi nuses and I was not im pressed with
that logic of ar gu ing in terms of pluses and
mi nuses reck oned on the ba sis of the sizes
of our mem ber ships or rep re sen ta tion from
our an nual con fer ences and from the ju risdictions. What I discovered in exploring
fur ther on this par tic u lar pro posal, there is
indeed a much deeper issue. Particularly
those of us who come from the former
Meth od ist tra di tion, come from a tra di tion
where the representation in the General
Con fer ence has been heavily weighted on
the side of clergy, all the way from the time
when we were an all-clergy Gen eral Conference to the middle of the 19th century
when we be gan to have lim ited lay rep resen ta tion in the Gen eral Con fer ence to the
turn of the cen tury when we fi nally got lay
women rep re sen ta tion in the an nual con ference. We did have a for mula in 1968 that
did grant us a de gree of eq uity in the rep resen ta tion of lay and clergy. Time has passed
us by on that and we’re now at a place where
there are some very serious problems in
terms of eq uity. The is sue that is at heart in
this pro posal is the is sue of , “To what extent do we grant eq uity of vote in terms in
our an nual con fer ences reck on ing the size
of the del e ga tions to the Gen eral Con ference?” The proposal in the amendment
moves in the right direction, I think, be cause that pro posal is a 50-50 pro posal. As
mem ber ship grows, or the trend as we see it
now, that pro posal will soon be out of date.
The pro posal of the com mit tees with which
the committee concurs is a proposal of
75-25. 75% based on lay mem ber ship and
25% on clergy.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right sir, you’re
about out of time.
LOGAN: Thank you.
BISHOP CRAIG: Would you please re state your name and con fer ence for the record.
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LOGAN: James Lo gan, Vir ginia, clergy.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much.
All right, right here. The chair man spoke,
now that is one speech against. The pre senter’s minority report speech does not
count as for, so we have one speech against.
Are you for the amend ment?
TERRELL SESSUMS (Florida): Madam
Chair man, I re ally just have a ques tion.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right sir. Your
name please.
Im pact of Pro por tional Change
Questioned
SESSUMS: I am Terrell Sessums from
the Florida del e ga tion, a lay mem ber, and
Rev. Mr. Sweet might be able to an swer it.
We’ve had the text of the orig i nal res o lu tion
that was sub mit ted by a num ber of con ferences and ju ris dic tions well in ad vance and
I know some of the im pacts. But I don’t
know, and have not had an op por tu nity to
do the math to know the im pact of yours.
And my ques tion spe cif i cally is this. Un der
the orig i nal pro posal I know that, for instance, the central conferences would re ceive an ad di tional 15 or 16 del e gates to the
next General Conference, half of whom
would be clergy, half la ity be cause of the
growth in their membership. Under your
par tic u lar amend- ment, as I un der stand it,
the cen tral con fer ences would not re ceive
any ad di tional rep re sen ta tion. Is that cor rect
and is that eq ui ta ble?
SWEET: Bishop, may I refer to Paul
Extrum-Fernandez who has done some
num ber punch ing on that.
BISHOP CRAIG: If he’s here. Mike 4,
Paul.
PAUL EXTRUM-FERNANDEZ (Cal ifor nia-Ne vada): Actually, that’s not quite
true. There would be ac tu ally some in crease
in central conference representation. It’s
about 6 or 8, as I re call, it’s not the 15 I believe that Terrell Sessums was talk ing about
with the for mula that came out. Now, one
point of in for ma tion. The only in for ma tion
that came to our committee was the
375,000-26,000 mem ber fig ure. There was
no other sup port ing in for ma tion in terms of
how that im pacted an nual con fer ences.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you. Does that
help? All right, we are on the amend ment.
We have had a speech against. Do you wish
to speak for? The pink card, do you wish to
speak for? Please come to mike 6. It’s for
the amend ment.
Porportional Is sue Is a Mat ter of Fair ness
to Small and Ru ral Churches
SUE MULLINS (Iowa): Thank you
Bishop. The ti tle or sub ti tle on the in for ma-
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tion which co mes to you from the com mittee as they ask for con cur rence said that this
would re store fair ness and bal ance. I would
call your attention to the figures that the
Rev. Dr. Sweet gave you early about the
disproportionate representation we pres ently have for those of us who live in the
vast ru ral ar eas of this na tion and of oth ers
and the ur ban ar eas. I speak as a farmer. I
speak as a church with 143 mem bers. There
are a lot of churches like mine. I think it’s
im por tant that whether we live in the panhan dle of Ne braska or on the home steads of
the ar eas of the cen tral con fer ences or the
plains of Iowa, that we need to heed the
voices of the small heard in higher pro portion than what is al lowed pres ently or would
be al lowed un der the com mit tee pro posal
that is be fore you. Please sup port the mi nority re port in be half of fair ness to all broth ers
and sis ters. Thank you.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, thank you.
The chair would now entertain a speech
against the minority report. Are you
against? Mike 2 please.
DEBORAH MCLEOD (Florida): I think
the real is sue here is about whether or not
we re ally value a shared min is try with la ity.
We talk about how we as clergy value la ity,
but our la ity are se verely underrepresented
in this cur rent for mula. The sta tis tics that
Rev. Sweet gave you are cor rect that the
ma jor ity of our United Meth od ist Churches
are small membership churches, and the
majority of our United Methodist pastors
serve small mem ber ship churches. But according to Lyle Schaller, there’s another
piece of information that’s also included
that Rev. Sweet did not men tion to you. And
that is that the ma jor ity of United Meth odists wor ship and are mem bers of large member ship churches. And they are the United
Methodists
that
are
severely
underrepresented in the cur rent for mula and
would be even more so underrepresented in
the amend ment. So I urge you to de feat the
amendment and to really recognize the
value of shared min is try with la ity.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much.
We could now entertain a speech for the
amendment. We are on the amendment.
Way back there, that or ange card.
Mike 7. Is this for the amend ment?
Dis cern ment Needed to Clar ify
Del e gate Ap por tion ment Is sue
BERNARD (SKIP) KEELS (Bal timore-Wash ing ton): It seems to me at a time
like this we re ally need to seek dis cern ment.
There are so many in stances of peo ple passing notes around talk ing about the nu mer ical im pli ca tions of this that I won der if the
body’s re ally fully in formed, but I would

state as a for mer su per in ten dent that those
sis ters and broth ers in small churches, by
the grace of God, are equal in the eyes of
God. It is not how big the church is, it’s how
big the faith in the church and so many people find that in this conference we argue
about nu mer i cal su pe ri or ity and in fe ri or ity
when we re ally ought to be ar gu ing about
what are we do ing for Christ. It is only what
we do for Christ that will last, and I think
that whether it is a small farmer in Iowa or
an inner-city church in Baltimore with
small membership, those people need to
hear pro phetic words from this body, and
not a word that says we wres tle against princi pal i ties and num bers and not that we live
in the body of Christ.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much.
Now let’s re mind us where we are. We are
on the mi nor ity re port, Cal en dar Item 1147.
There have been two speeches for and two
against. Down here. Mike 1, please.
KEITH WHITAKER (Texas): The way I
read this it has nothing to do with large
churches or small mem ber ship churches. I
serve in a small non-met ro pol i tan area in a
county that is filled with small mem ber ship
churches and I be lieve very strongly in the
im por tance of rep re sent ing those churches.
I be lieve that what is be fore us has to do
with the to tal mem ber ship of an nual con ferences and has noth ing to do with whether
we’re in fa vor or op posed to small or large
membership churches. I would speak
against the amend ment and in fa vor of the
committee.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you, the chair
can en ter tain a speech for the amend ment,
right there, green. Num ber 4 please.
SUMMERS: There is no one vote/one
per son rep re sented here, as we know. Repre sen ta tion to Gen eral Con fer ence is based
on a for mula and I would agree that it is inad e quate at this time. How ever, the amendment that is before us to the committee’s
re port of fers the best chance for rep re sen tation of lay and clergy. As Dr. Sweet said it’s
closer to a 50/50 as it co mes from con ferences that rep re sent a higher per cent age of
la ity against clergy and so I would urge you
to vote for the mi nor ity re port which gives
us a better chance of equal rep re sen ta tion.
That’s what we ought to be about.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, thank you.
Now we ex hausted our free dom to of fer a
de bate and we turn first to the maker of the
minority report and then the committee
chair for fi nal words.
KEELS: The rep re sen ta tion is sue co mes
in part to: Where do the clergy serve? The
clergy serve in a much wider geo graph ical
area and that’s one of the is sues that we are
try ing to get at in the mi nor ity re port. It does
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not change the ra tio of lay or clergy del egates from the an nual con fer ence to the general con fer ence. And the ra tio at the gen eral
conference would continue to be 50/50.
Some of our min is try is per formed in a milieu where there is a much greater in ten sity
of clergy re quired. For in stance: multi-ethnic, ru ral churches that have hos pi tals an
hour and a half away for pas tors to make
one hos pi tal visit, for in stance. And so our
clergy are by ne ces sity scat tered fur ther and
wider across the con fer ences of the de nom ina tion. The la ity are more con cen trated as
has been pointed out in the larger churches.
Yesterday morning we voted non con currence on a pe ti tion that would have given
ev ery lo cal church lay rep re sen ta tion in the
an nual con fer ence in stead of ev ery charge.
When we give ev ery charge rep re sen ta tion
we are talk ing about pas tor, we are talk ing
about an nual con fer ence mem ber ship be ing
based on the number of pastoral charges.
We need to be con sis tent.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, thank you,
now let’s hear from the chair.
Re tirees and Spe cial As sign ment Clergy
Un bal ance Pro por tional Formala
COURTOY: Thank you, Bishop. We’ve
couched this argument it seems to me in
terms of small and large churches. There are
13 an nual con fer ences that passed the pe tition to send to this body, plus other in di viduals from 3 other conferences that
represented 3 of our jurisdictions. This is
cer tainly one of the most con sid ered pieces
of legislation. It’s a fairness issue, and
we’ve talked about it in terms of small
churches. I would remind if you look at
those annual conferences who sent it in
there are many rural small membership
churches and throughout the South and
South Cen tral as well as in the North East,
North Cen tral, so I don’t think that’s the issue. The prob lem is that the clergy which
right now weights heavily in the cur rent formula rep re sent less than ½ of 1 per cent of
the mem ber ship of the to tal United Meth odist Church and where con fer ences are declin ing in mem ber ship but have been once
strong, there are more retirees and often
more min is ters on spe cial as sign ments than
are as signed to lo cal churches and that tends
to build the num ber of clergy that fig ure into
the for mula of those con fer ences. We feel
that the current formula, the current pro posal, which amends the cur rent for mula, is
the way to go. We are against the sub sti tution.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much,
now, ques tions only. Right here, mike 1.
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BARBARA LEMMEL (Troy): I would
like to make a mo tion to re fer, is that in order at this time?
BISHOP CRAIG: By our rules, at the end
of three speeches for and against we are in
ef fect un der the call to vote. Which makes
that mo tion not in or der.
LEMMEL: I would appreciate it if I
would have a chance to make this mo tion
af ter the vote. Thank you.
BISHOP CRAIG: We’ll give it a try. All
right, we’re ready to vote on the mi nor ity
re port as you find it in Cal en dar Item 1147.
We got another question? Yes, back by
mike 8. Ques tion only.
PORTER WOMELDORFF (Illinois
Great Rivers): Could some body ad vise me
if both of these pro pos als, the mi nor ity and
the ma jor ity, main tain the 50/50 bal ance of
clergy and lay members for each annual
conference?
BISHOP CRAIG: The an swer is yes, is it
not?
WOMELDORFF: Both of us an swer yes
together.
BISHOP CRAIG: Yes, yes. (Laughter)
Which twin has the Toni? (Laugh ter) All
right, we’re ready to vote on the mi nor ity
report. On the minority report, Calendar
Item 1147, please vote when the light ap pears. It has failed. [Yes, 383; No, 564] We
are now back to the orig i nal rec om men dation of con cur rence for Cal en dar Item 1147.
Ques tions only, what is, do you have a question with a green card, we’re un der the or der
to vote. Let’s vote, un less, only a ques tion,
only a ques tion, all right, mike 6.
DAVID RICH ARD SON (Cal i for nia-Pacific): This is a question; I thought we
would have op por tu nity to de bate the major ity re port too.
BISHOP CRAIG: You’re cor rect, sir; we
can have speeches on this.
RICH ARD SON: May I make one?
BISHOP CRAIG: All three of us re sponded together. It’s a wonder. Three
bish ops agree.
RICH ARD SON: May I speak?
BISHOP CRAIG: Yes, you may speak.
Ma jor ity Re port on Del e gate
Ap por tion ment Is De bated
RICHARDSON: I would like to speak
against the ma jor ity re port. I think we’d be
better served by vot ing non con cur rence and
at this stage stay ing with the for mula that
we cur rently have. One of the things that
has not been talked about, I think, to the extent that it needs to be, is the place in which
we serve what is a great deal of diversity

and in those ar eas it does re quire an enormous dif fer ence in terms of ra tio, clergy to
la ity. I served a church which had 13 languages; those are spo ken, liv ing lan guages
in that church and it re quired a higher percent age of clergy to the la ity in the church,
because of language ministries. I then
moved to a mono-cul ture and I was able to
serve a church the same size with a much
smaller ratio of clergy to laity. And so I
think where we serve makes a great deal of
dif fer ence, and at this point I think the way
that the ma jor ity re port serves us it would
do dis ser vice to those of us who serve in
places where there is a great deal of di versity and it would do disservice to places
where there is sparse pop u la tion. How can
we serve and reach the un churched if we
base del e ga tion al lot ment only on num bers
and we’d have fewer rep re sen ta tion, or representatives from those areas where the
membership is low? We heard the other
night when we had our pen ance ser vice that
the ma jor ity rule is not the way of God and I
think it is im por tant for us to con cern ourselves with those ar eas. Thank you.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much,
there’s a speech against. Yes. Mike 1.
We are on the main mo tion now of 1147,
the recommendation of concurrence.
We’ve had a speech against, now we’ll hear
this.
LEMMEL: I wish to make a mo tion to refer the issue of representation to General
Con fer ence to the Coun cil of Bishops, asking that they put together a task force to
study this mat ter and re turn to this body in
2004 with a rec om men da tion for a more just
representation system than we have cur rently. If I have a sec ond, I will speak to it.
BISHOP CRAIG: I hear a sec ond. You
may speak.
Pol ity, His tory, and Glob al iza tion
In form Pro por tional Is sue
LEMMEL: I want to thank the group
from the Southeast Jurisdiction that has
brought this mat ter to our at ten tion; the current im bal ances that are in our cur rent system of representation to General
Conference. I join their concern that we
have a more just sys tem cre ated. How ever,
this is more than just a re gional is sue and it
is about more than just pop u la tion; it is also
about our polity and our history in The
United Meth od ist Church, and about our increas ing glob al iza tion. I be lieve that we are
be ing asked to vote on some thing that we do
not fully know the implications of, that’s
quite com pli cated. One of the rea sons it is
com pli cated is that there are sev eral is sues
of jus tice here: clergy and la ity, nu mer i cal
considerations, representation of regions
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and races, rep re sen ta tion of small and large
membership churches. Many of these are
new to us, but we are rarely ad dress ing them
as a whole. I be lieve the best way to ad dress
them most care fully and most thought fully
is to re fer them to a task force whose members are drawn from our whole church, and
that the Coun cil of Bishops has the global
and his tor i cal in sight to help that take place.
I re al ize that this would pre serve for an other
4 years our current not-en tirely-just-system, but I think it would be better to stay
where we are for 4 years and ap prove a system that is truly just for all of us. Thank you.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, thank you.
We now have be fore us the mo tion to re fer
this mat ter to the Coun cil of Bishops. I see
cards way back there. Mike 7.
MARK FENSTERMACHER (North Indi ana): It seems to me this is an is sue of justice. We’ve talked about this, prayed about
this; oth ers have be fore the con fer ence. I
would vote against the mo tion, rec om mend
that we not re fer this is sue and de lay jus tice.
I would hope that the body would be will ing
to de feat the mo tion to re fer and to take action to day.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much.
That is a speech against re fer ral. Is there a
speech for re fer ral? For re fer ral? Mike 2.
RON BRETSCH (North Central New
York): Thank you, bishop. I sup port the motion to re fer be cause I think that in do ing so
some wider is sues, which have not sur faced
yet in the dis cus sion, would be ad dressed.
For ex am ple, the vari a tions among the jurisdictions as to how membership is
counted.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, thank you.
That is a speech for referral. Is there a
speech against re fer ral? Or ange card back
there in the mid dle. Mike 7.
Re fer ral of Is sue Would De lay Jus tice,
Alledged
STEPHEN McALILLY (Mississippi):
I’m a lay del e gate from Mis sis sippi. I speak
against re fer ral to day be cause we’re try ing
to make this is sue a lot more com pli cated
than it re ally is. It’s strictly about how to deter mine the num ber of del e gates to Ju ris dictional and Gen eral Con fer ence; whether we
are go ing to base it more on the to tal membership of the church or more on clergy.
Pres ently, the sim ple di vi sion right now favors clergy. I’m concerned that referral
would de lay jus tice. Our church has a his tory of in ac tion, of drag ging our feet, even
though we sit back and watch our mem bership decline. I love this church, and I’m
scared that it is with er ing away. This church
raised me in a par son age fam ily. I met my
wife at a Meth od ist Church Camp. I was ed-
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u cated at a Meth od ist col lege. And to day, I
work for a Methodist institution. This
church is my life, but I’m afraid if we keep
de lay ing ac tion and not ad dress ing and deny ing the prob lems that we have, we’re going to wither away and this church won’t
give my chil dren the same op por tu ni ties of
life that it’s given me. So I would vote
against re fer ral so that we can de cide this issue to day.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you. The chair
can en ter tain a speech for re fer ral. For re ferral? Yel low card? Yes. Mike 8. Or 6, wherever you like, 6.
DEEDEE AZHIKAKATH (Desert
South west): I would like to speak in fa vor of
re fer ral. I am 23 years old, have a long time
ahead of me in the Meth od ist Church, and I
re al ize that this is sue is very im por tant, and
I don’t think it is some thing that we should
just jump into blindly be cause I will be affected by this decision for many years to
come. And I think we need to do it cau tiously, fairly, and let jus tice pre vail.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much.
Now we can entertain one more speech
against referral. Yes. Mike 1. You are
against re fer ral?
WERLEIN: Yes. I would speak against
re fer ral. I heard what the chair of our leg islative committee said when he remarked
that this was one of the most considered
pieces of legislation that has come to the
Gen eral Con fer ence. I no tice that the commit tee has voted this out with ap proval, accord ing to the DCA, by an over whelm ing
vote of 51 in fa vor and only 24 against. I
think it is time for us to trust our own processes and the legislative processes that
have served us here. The bish ops have no
organization ready to do this kind of a
study. It would sim ply be de lay ing un duly
the justice that has been described in the
ear lier speeches. I would vote against and
urge the con fer ence to vote against re fer ral.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right. We are at the
po si tion where we can en ter tain one more
speech for re fer ral and then we will be under vote. Yes, the green card right there.
I’m sorry, mike 4.
JOHN D. PE TER SON (West Ohio): I’d
like to call the ques tion for all that’s be fore
us.
BISHOP CRAIG: On all that is be fore us?
PETERSON: I’m sorry, on the amend ment.
BISHOP CRAIG: On the amendment.
I—the re fer ral, or all that is be fore us, John?
PE TER SON: I’m sorry. I re scind my motion.
BISHOP CRAIG: On the amend ment . . . ?

(Laughter)
We’re al ready at three and three. We have
room for one more speech for, and then
we’ll be under the Call to Order anyway.
We can take one speech for. All right, yellow cards back there. Who’s your spokes per son? Right there at 8. It’s hard to know
who you’re calling on when it’s a group
event. It’s okay.
(Laughter)
Mike 8.
Weekly Wor ship At ten dance Pre ferred
Over Mem ber ship
LINDA
CAMPBELL-MARSHALL
(New Eng land): I’ve been a su per in ten dent
for some num ber of years, and each year at
charge con fer ences, churches move to remove persons who have been inactive in
their mem ber ship for a long time. One of
my con cerns about this is that the lay member ship and the in teg rity of the lay mem bership rolls might well be im peded by bas ing
the mem ber ship any where on the num ber of
laypersons. It’s much more difficult to
main tain an in teg rity la ity roll that has nothing to do with the in teg rity of la ity peo ple. It
has some thing to do with the in teg rity of record keeping. It’s very difficult to really
know what the membership is of any
church. If we’re going in this di rec tion, I
would pre fer to see us base fig ures on av erage weekly at ten dance, which are more repre sen ta tive of the ac tual la ity that are a part
of The United Meth od ist Church.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, now, we’re
speak ing on re fer ral, okay. Friends, take a
big breath . . . ex hale. We are un der the call
to vote by our rules on the mo tion to re fer. I
see a card wav ing. Ques tions only, and we
have to go back over to our chair. Just a moment, we’re go ing to see what’s at mike 8.
BEVERLY L. WILKES (Illinois Great
Rivers): And again, I would ask for Rule 17
for a few sec onds of prayer, as we’ve been
in this tough de bate try ing to make up our
minds. And the time limit is up to you, but
just si lent mo ments, please.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, thank you.
May we hear from the chair first, and then
we’ll, we’ll have a time to kind of breathe
and lis ten, and we’ll vote. We need a speech
about re fer ral.
COURTOY: Thank you, Bishop. I’ll re mind this body, this is the third General
Con fer ence this is sue has come to us. We
have de bated it. We de bated it in Lou is ville.
We de bated it in Den ver. And here we are
again. It has been con sid ered and re con sidered by this body. There have been groups
study ing it that pre sented in for ma tion to the
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com mit tee. We think it’s time for us to act.
We are op posed to re fer ral.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right, now
let’s—we’re, we’re un der the call to vote,
and we’re un der a re quest for quiet time.
And we’re gonna vote. So let’s just set tle
our souls . . . remind ourselves whose
church it is any way . . . and be quiet.
(Mo ments of Si lence)
Grant us your peace, Holy One. Amen.
We are voting on the motion to refer.
Please vote when the light ap pears. [Yes,
305; No, 640] It is not re ferred. We are back
on the main motion. There has been one
speech against. We can en ter tain a speech
for the main mo tion. Yes, right over here.
Mike 3.
JAMES R. ALLEN (South Carolina): I’d
call the ques tion.
BISHOP CRAIG: It’s not in order. We
have n’t had two speeches for and against on
the main motion. We’ve only had one
speech against on the main mo tion. Thank
you. Are you speak ing for the main mo tion?
Please go to mike 7.
Cur rent For mula Dis crim i nates
Against Growing Con fer ences
and Cen tral Con fer ences Ar gued
MICHAEL B. WATSON (AlabamaWest Florida): The facts clearly show the
unfairness of the pres ent for mula for dis trib ut ing del e gates. The un fair ness is ob vious. The real ques tion is this: Do we want to
con tinue this un fair treat ment of our brothers and sis ters in Christ or do we want to
move to ward be ing more fair? We talk of a
global church. These changes will ensure
much greater cen tral con fer ence in clu sion,
now and in the fu ture. It will also treat many
conferences in the United States more
fairly. Our own past prac tice has been to
over em pha size the num bers of min is ters in
a con fer ence in the al lo ca tion of Gen eral
Conference delegates. This works to dis crim i nate against grow ing con fer ences and
cen tral con fer ences. I’m a clergy mem ber,
but I be lieve that it is un fair for clergy to be
rep re sented 200 times more than la ity. Let’s
take a de ci sive step to ward elim i nat ing this
dis crim i na tion and to ward fair ness and justice by vot ing yes on this res o lu tion.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you. The chair
could en ter tain a speech against the main
motion. Clear back in that corner. Yes.
Come to mike 5, please. Against the main
motion?
JER E MIAH PARK (North ern New Jersey): I am speak ing against the mo tion. The
fair ness can be shown from a dif fer ent perspec tive. And when there is a much larger

ra tio in terms of one clergy ver sus the membership, those churches are having much
more priv i leges be cause they have lots of
op por tu ni ties for pro grams in mis sion and
ministries, and small churches are much
less priv i leged in that re gard. And we as a
church, as a body of Christ, should give
more at ten tion and care to hear their concern and voices of small membership
churches. And the other as pect, the other aspect, is that from Ko rean com mu nity perspective, to be truly a chartered church,
much less mem ber ship prob a bly is needed.
With about 50 active mem bers of a lo cal
church, they can be a fully char tered, very
ac tive church, so I plead for fair ness to defeat this mo tion. Thank you.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you. The chair
can now en ter tain a speech for the main motion. Pink card, right in the mid dle.
WARREN R.LATHEM (North Georgia): I pas tor a church that’s made up of a lot
of dif fer ent kinds of folks: 200 of our worshippers are Hispanic, Spanish-speaking
peo ple. This is not about rep re sen ta tion of
small churches. It’s about fair rep re sen tation of the la ity. And in the cur rent for mula,
those His panic mem bers of our church, as
well as the other mem bers of our church, the
lay mem bers of our church, do not have fair
rep re sen ta tion. This is an ef fort to cor rect
that, and I very much would hope that this
General Conference will take the action
nec es sary to bring about fair ness and jus tice
on this is sue.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right. We’re on
Cal en dar Item 1147, main mo tion. We’ve
had two speeches for, two against. The
Chair could en ter tain a speech against. No,
I’m sorry, the woman behind you. Thank
you. Mike 4.
MARIELLEN SAWADA (Cal i fornia/Nevada): Thank you, Bishop. You
know this is sue, I have to tell you, re ally
pulls at me. It’s an is sue that my daddy in
North Montgomery, Alabama and I talk
about a lit tle bit. I grew up in the par son ages
also. What I am re al iz ing in this par tic u lar
is sue, is that it is not about small mem bership and large membership churches.
We—all our con fer ences have that. It is not
about lay and clergy rep re sen ta tion. We’ve
all got that. But it’s about—and this is what
I’m say ing—it’s about re gion al ism. Now,
you know—hear me out, hear me out on this
one now—I come from a ju ris dic tion right
now, that en tire ju ris dic tion made up of all
these dif fer ent kinds of churches—we have
56 representatives here—our entire ju risdic tion. This new pe ti tion, well-writ ten as it
is—and I have spent time pour ing over it, I
re ceived it in Jan u ary and I looked at it and
looked at it—this pe ti tion as it is brings our

lit tle 56 down to 48 for an en tire ju ris diction. It is, I would agree, it is a jus tice is sue
and I would ask that the General Con ference delegates—the House—give to us
some jus tice, not only to the west ern ju risdiction, but for The United Methodist
Church.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you very much.
The Chair could en ter tain one more speech
for the main mo tion, for the mo tion. Mike 1.
Well, you can still move, that’s good. Af ter
a morn ing like this, that’s great.
E. MALONE DODSON (North Geor gia): I’m for it and now we can vote.
(Laugh ter and ap plause)
BISHOP CRAIG: Right you are. All
right, Mr. Chair, you’ve got one more
chance.
COURTOY: I’m for it. We can vote too,
Bishop.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right. All right. We
are ready to vote on Cal en dar Item 1147, as
the main mo tion. Please vote when the light
ap pears. [Yes, 569; No, 377] The mo tion is
adopted. All right. What can you do in five
min utes? Any thing?
COURTOY: Bishop, shall we try one
short one, and hope it’s short?
BISHOP CRAIG: Sure. Let’s try.
COURTOY: Deborah Pritts, our sec retary has one.
DEBORAH L. PRITTS (North Central
New York): I will pres ent this to you with a
dis claimer that I can not guar an tee it will be
a short one.
BISHOP CRAIG: Well, then for get it.
PRITTS: Well, on Page No. 2088 in the
DCA, 2088, and we are look ing at Cal en dar
No. 1150, p. 2088, Calendar Item 1150
deals with Petition 31710 which can be
found on p. 175 in the Ad vance DCA. The
sub ject is: An nual con fer ence may de cide
to be in session every second year. The
committee is recommending non-con currence. As we discussed this petition, we
were cog ni zant of the costs as so ci ated with
holding an nual con fer ence ses sions on an
an nual ba sis, but we were of the opin ion
that The Book of Discipline assumes the
host of du ties as signed to the an nual con ference would be con ducted and con sid ered on
an an nual ba sis.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you. Item 1150
before us with a recommendation of
non-concurrence. Please vote when the
light ap pears. [Yes, 800; No, 116] The motion carries—non-concurrence. Have an other one? We’re go ing to stop there. All
right. Madam Sec re tary, why don’t we go to
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an nounce ments? Yes, in the mid dle. Mike
4.
ALVIN J. HOR TON (Vir ginia): I just, I
need some clar ity in my life.
BISHOP CRAIG: Yes. Don’t we all!
HORTON: This morning, I think you
clar i fied that the mo tion that we made last
night and ap proved; that pe ti tions that receive less than ten votes would be part of the
con sent cal en dar?
BISHOP CRAIG: Cor rect.
HORTON: And then, this morning, I
think it was clar i fied that would take place
im me di ately. My ques tion is, if an item had
been taken off pre vi ously, off of the con sent
cal en dar, where we were un der the pre vi ous
rule of hav ing to have five sig na tures, is that
now on the cal en dar or not or do we . . .
BISHOP CRAIG: No, it’s off.
HOR TON: How do we get it back?
BISHOP CRAIG: Anything previously
re moved from the cal en dar is still re moved
from the cal en dar. It’s con sid ered cal en dar.
HOR TON: So that it is sub ject for dis cussion?
BISHOP CRAIG: It will come for dis cussion.
ALVIN HORTON: Thank you very
much.
BISHOP CRAIG: You’re quite wel come.
Mike 4. Just a mo ment please. I have someone on 4.
CHARLES D. (DENNY) WHITE, JR.
(Western North Carolina): Thank you,
Bishop Craig. I might di rect the Chair’s atten tion to p. 1715 of the DCA. I have a question which may assist us in our future
de lib er a tion—or maybe not. On p. 1715, in
the left-hand col umn, Rule 37—that’s Part
2 of that—says that “no report shall be
adopted or ques tion re lat ing (to the same)
decided without opportunity having been
given for at least 2 speeches for and 2
against.” The rule is, I believe, Madam
Chairperson, that opportunity has to be
given only for 2 on each side and then the
mo tion for the pre vi ous ques tion would be
in or der. The rule about 3 speeches is you
have to put the ques tion af ter 3, but you do
not have to have 3. Is the Chair in agree ment
with that?
BISHOP CRAIG: The Chair is in agreement with that and it has been at tempt ing to
act un der that.
WHITE: Thank you.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you. Yes, right
here. Mike 4.
ROLAND SIEGRIST (Austria Pro visional): Bishop, I have a question: Who
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could pro tect us of the heavy winds on the
floor here. We have the wind out side yes terday of our convention center. It’s now
blow ing here in a way that even my Swedish col leagues are freez ing.
(Laugh ter and Ap plause)
BISHOP CRAIG: We will cer tainly ask
the convention personnel to check that.
Would you blow some up here, please?
SIEGRIST: Thank you very much.
BISHOP CRAIG: It may be where the ori gin of most of the air move ment is, but I’m
sur prised it’s cold.
(Laugh ter and Ap plause)
SIEGRIST: Thank you. Thank you.
BISHOP CRAIG: All right. Let’s turn to
our secretary, Carolynn Marshall, for an nounce ments, please. We give her your undi vided at ten tion?
CAROLYN M. MARSHALL: Thirty
sec onds ago there was one an nounce ment.
There are now three. One in which you will
all be in ter ested, I’m sure, is the fact that
they’re work ing on this blower prob lem and
hopefully after lunch, you will be more
com fort able. I was just re joic ing yes ter day
that no notes on the com fort level in the audi to rium had ar rived for a cou ple of days.
I just had word that the body needed to be
in formed that as we adopted Cal en dar Item
1147, as far as the Gen eral Con fer ence del egates and dis tri bu tion num bers and so forth
were con cerned, that is adopted with re ferral to GCFA for the fi nan cial im pli ca tions.
And then this one, on a com pletely dif fer ent
vein, has come from the United Church of
Christ in the Phil ip pines. That is one of our
af fil i ated, au ton o mous bod ies, rep re sen tation from which has been with us the time
that we’re gath ered here in Gen eral Con ference. Let me share this mes sage with all of
us. This is written by Bishop Elmer M.
BolDCAn from the United Church of Christ
in the Phil ip pines.
“I received a call last night from the
United Church of Christ in the Phil ip pines
in Ma nila about the un timely death of an incumbent bishop of the UCCP, Bishop
Nelinda “Ellen” Primavera Brionos.
Bishop Ellen was attending the north
BICOL annual conference two days ago
when she suf fered a stroke and did not recover. She joined her Cre ator while serv ing
the Master. Bishop Ellen was the first
woman bishop in the Phil ip pines. At age 47,
she was elected Bishop in May 1998 to
serve her term of four years, 1998 to 2002.
She was as signed to the South ern Luzon Juris dic tional Area which cov ers nine con ferences. As a bishop of the area, she had to

at tend all of the an nual ses sions in or der to
pre side at the elec tion of of fi cers and the ordi na tion of min is ters.”
[She had in tended to be here with us for
General Conference but was not able to
come be cause of the re spon si bil i ties there
and was plan ning to at tend an other event.]
We request that this General Conference
keep a mo ment of si lence and thank God for
the life and min is try of Bishop El len and
pray for her be reaved fam ily as well as her
con stit u en cies in South ern Lozon Ju ris diction, United Church of Christ in the Phil ippines.”
And I have spo ken with Bishop Craig and
we would cer tainly want to be re spon sive to
this re quest to re mem ber our friends and our
sis ters and broth ers in Christ in the Phil ippines in this particular de nom i na tion, the
United Church of Christ. Bishop Craig, I refer it to you.
BISHOP CRAIG: Thank you. In just a
mo ment, we’re go ing to ask Bishop James
K. Matthews to dis miss us for our lunch recess with prayer and ask him to in clude this
heart-rending reality in our midst. Do we
need to hear from the Com mit tee on Presiding Officers, Carolyn? Do we need to
hear from the Com mit tee on Pre siding Of ficers? No? No. All right. Then the Chair’s
go ing to take some lib erty here. We’re adjourning fifteen min utes early for—we’re
recessing fif teen min utes early—so we’re
go ing to come back fif teen min utes early.
Oh, so let’s have gath er ing mu sic at 2:10
and be in our seats and ready to be gin at
2:20. I thank you for your good spirit this
morn ing and the plea sure and the priv i lege
of chair ing this Gen eral Con fer ence. I thank
my col leagues who have helped keep me in
or der while you have kept your self in or der
and trust that you will find re fresh ment and
joy in your break. Bishop Mathews, will
you pray for us?
(Applause)
BISHOP JAMES K. MATHEWS (Re tired): Af ter a brief prayer, I will, in keep ing
with the spirit of this morning, give the
bene dic tion in the Shona lan guage of Zimbabwe, in the Marathi language of India,
and then to get right with St. Paul, will give
the same benediction in English. Let us
pray:
(Prayer)
BISHOP MATHEWS: Oh Lord, what a
morn ing, and we have af firmed our one ness
in Christ when we have ac knowl edged the
Oikumene, the whole in hab ited world, the
whole Church through out the whole in habited world, the whole task of the whole
church throughout the whole inhabited
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world. With praise we give thanks for your
great love for us all, for you have sent your
Son, Je sus Christ, to be our Sav ior and Lord
and have sent the Holy Spirit to continue
that min is try to day. We crave the bless ing
of the tri une God upon us and es pe cially for
those who mourn the death of our sister,
Bishop Nelinda Briones, who has gone to
be with you and for oth ers who suf fer such
loss. [Prayer in Shona and Mara thi fol lowed
by Eng lish trans la tion],which is to say: The
grace of the Lord Je sus Christ, which is the
love of God the Cre ator made real and present with us right here and right now, be with
you and re main with you all along the way.
Amen.

Tuesday Afternoon
May 9, 2000
(Bishop Al bert Mutti, pre sid ing)
(Singing)
BISHOP ALBERT “FRITZ” MUTTI
(Kan sas): Let the con fer ence be in or der,
come take your seats please. You’ll re member that we set the be gin ning time for this
afternoon fifteen minutes earlier, so let’s
come take your seats please. All right, sis ters and brothers, let’s take your seats
please and be in order. My name is Fritz
Mutti. I’m the Bishop of the Kan sas area,
where Kathy Ban nis ter is one of our pas tors. Some times you see my name as Al bert,
some times you see it as Fred er ick; but I go
by Fritz most of the time, as a nick name I’ve
had all my life and the of fi cial pub li ca tions
at the church put out, you never know what
will appear. It’s my pleasure to be here
helping you do your business this af ternoon, and I’m grate ful for the op por tu nity
to work with you. We’re faced with the
need to move ahead as quickly as pos si ble
with as many de ci sions as we can make this
af ter noon. So we ask your pa tience, your
Discipline, and your full par tic i pa tion in the
pro cess. I’d like for us to be gin with a word
of prayer.
(prayer)
I want to turn to the co or di na tor of the calen dar, Fitz ger ald Reist, to be gin this af ternoon’s ses sion, for in for ma tion you need
about items listed in the DCA, that will be
shifted to con sent.
FITZ GER ALD REIST: Good af ter noon.
I hope I’ve done what was asked of me. If
you were to turn in your Daily Chris tian Advoc ate for today, Wednesday, May 10,
2000, Vol ume 4, No. 8, to p. 2135. I’m going to give you the cal en dar num bers that
are af fected in that cal en dar that would not
have been on the con sent cal en dar un der the

old rules. On p. 2135, Cal en dar Item 1222,
which is committee item FA92. On the
same page, Cal en dar Item 1223, which is
committee item FA175. Continuing on
same page, 1224, com mit tee item FA181,
and Cal en dar Item 1225 which is com mittee item FA191. If you would turn to p.
2137, Cal en dar Item 1244. which is commit tee item HE216. And if you would turn
to p. 2142, Cal en dar Item 1265, which is
com mit tee item CS82. And on p. 2144, Calen dar Item 1269, which is com mit tee item
CS147. On p. 2148, there are two items, calendar 1287, which is committee item
FA130, and cal en dar 1288, which is commit tee item FA190. Turn ing to p. 2149, Calendar Item 1296, com mit tee item GJ103.
On p. 2150, Cal en dar Item 1311, com mit tee
item HE222. On the next page, 2151, Calen dar Item 1317, com mit tee item HE237.
Af ter I went down stairs, I un der stand that
you also made an in ter pre ta tion to the ac tion
that made it retroactive to the things that
have been pre vi ously printed on the cal endar. I pulled those to gether with a lit tle bit
less in for ma tion and it’s not quite in or der,
be cause I did n’t have enough time to gather
that. But, if you would like to just take
maybe a pencil and write these numbers
down, I think that would be the eas i est way
for us to do these num bers.
The fol low ing are Lo cal Church com mittee items. 1210 is the cal en dar num ber, LC9
is the committee number. Calendar Item
648, com mit tee item LC57. Cal en dar Item
1213, com mit tee item LC85. Cal en dar Item
1215, com mit tee item LC114.
Independent Commissions;. Calendar
Item 1207, com mit tee item IC47.
Higher Ed u ca tion and Min is try; there are
two items; Cal en dar Item 1201, com mit tee
item HE168. Cal en dar Item 1204, com mittee item HE192.
In Gen eral and Ju di cial Ad min is tra tion;
Cal en dar Item 1194, com mit tee GJ93.
In Faith and Or der—you might want to
find a new piece of pa per. Cal en dar Item
318, com mit tee item FO26. Cal en dar Item
319, com mit tee item FO27. Cal en dar Item
321, committee item FO29. Calendar
Item—now I’m prob a bly go ing to make a
mis take on this one be cause I don’t have a
no ta tion be side it that I dou ble checked it.
But I will give it to you and if you no tice that
if has a flag be side it, or its con sti tu tional, it
does n’t be long here. I will dou ble-check it
when I get down stairs, I apol o gize. It’s Calen dar Item 606, com mit tee item FO32. Calendar Item 607, committee item F061.
Cal en dar Item 608, com mit tee item FO64.
Financial Administration has one. It’s
Cal en dar Item 1171, com mit tee item FA57.
Con fer ences; Cal en dar Item 597, com mit-

tee item CO487. Calendar Item 1149,
com mit tee item CO71.
REIST: Cal en dar Item 1,152, Com mit tee
Item CO82; Cal en dar Item 1,153, Com mittee Item CO97; Cal en dar Item 1,154, Commit tee Item CO195; Cal en dar Item 1,156,
Committee Item CO111; Calendar Item.
1,158, Com mit tee Item CO118. If you discover that I have made any mis takes, please
advise me before 6:00 because I hope to
have this printed in the DCA tomorrow
morning for a clearer reference for all of
you. Thank you.
BISHOP MUTTI: Jerry, hold it right
there. Just say one more time why we have
lifted these from the consent calendar so
that the con fer ence will un der stand.
REIST: We took an ac tion this morn ing to
make the num ber re quired to be on the consent cal en dar 10 or fewer votes op pos ing
the pre vail ing rec om men da tion of the commit tee. That was in ter preted ret ro ac tively
so it went back to all those items that were
al ready passed that had not been on the consent cal en dars, but were on the reg u lar calen dars where there were 6, 7, 8, 9, or 10
votes in op po si tion. Those then rolled over
into a con sent cal en dar that we will be putting together manually for your con sid eration to mor row.
BISHOP MUTTI: Pink card, mike 4.
JANET R. ELLINGER (Wisconsin):
Bishop, cor rect me if I am wrong, but my
un der stand ing was the ac tion we took said
the items had to have 10 or more votes. I
think this feels very back wards to me that
they had to have 10 votes to get onto the
con sent cal en dar, and we had 5 or less. And,
I thought the ac tion said we had to have 10
or less.
BISHOP MUTTI: The is sue is the tim ing,
I be lieve. So, as we met this morn ing we deter mined that we needed to lift these to day,
and that will be in effect in tomorrow’s
print ing. We did change the rule that re quired 10 votes to lift, rather than 5, but we
needed to lift these today be cause of the
time limit.
ELLINGER: All right, I’m still con fused,
but that’s not un usual.
REIST: If you’ll keep your hand up or
wave some thing , I can find you. I’ll come
straight back as I leave the plat form.
BISHOP MUTTI: Geri, if you’ll help
peo ple un der stand that we re ally do ap preci ate your work as co or di na tor of the cal endar. This is a hard job, and we’re grate ful for
all that you do for us. Thank you.
(Applause)
BISHOP MUTTI: Now then, we turn to
Gen eral and Ju di cial Ad min is tra tion for our
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Calendar Items. If we can move through
that we’ll be look ing at Lo cal Church, and
Financial Administration later this af ternoon. Let’s do the best we can to move
through as many as pos si ble. Chris tine Harman.
CHRISTINE HARMAN (Kentucky):
Thank you, Bishop Mutti. We will be present ing a num ber of items this af ter noon.
And our first pre sen ta tion will be done by
Tom Jack son, who is a lay del e gate from
South Georgia. After that, the fol lowing—the rest of the pre sent ers will in troduce themselves as they come forward.
Tom?
TOM JACK SON (North Geor gia): I did
once live in South Geor gia, but I’m a lay
del e gate from North Geor gia now. Thank
you.
(Applause)
Bishop Mutti, I call your at ten tion and the
at ten tion of the con fer ence to p. 2059, Calendar Item 836, Petition 31967. This is
found on p.1686 of the Ad vance DCA. It is
en ti tled, “Liv ing Into the Fu ture.” This is
the Com mit tee on Gen eral and Ju di cial Administration’s action on the connectional
pro cess team re port. If I may speak to our
recommendation, our committee held an
open dis cus sion for more than 2 hours, suspending Robert’s Rules of Order which
were prov ing to be an ob sta cle to our dis cus sion. In this way, 73 dif fer ent per sons
ad dressed the CPT in a most use ful dis cussion, in clud ing 2 who spoke through their
trans la tors. Through this pro cess of lis tening and shar ing, we came to ap pre ci ate that
the report identifies a set of core values
which in deed can and should guide our direc tion for liv ing into the fu ture. While we
had serious concerns about the CPT’s
top-down im po si tion of a rad i cal struc tural
change in the church, we be lieve the valuable core prin ci ples should not be lost. The
com mit tee did not want to re fer the re port,
nor did we want to man date yet an other expen sive 4-year study. We did not want to
create the Covenant Council nor did we
want to cre ate an other struc ture to han dle
this ac tion within our church. We wanted to
put these transformational directions to
work now and through this quad- renium. A
num ber of an nual con fer ences are al ready
ahead of the Gen eral Con fer ence in this regard. We be lieve this plan as writ ten uti lizes
existing structure throughout the church
from the lo cal to the gen eral level. It is not to
be a top-down imposition of program or
struc ture. If fact, we hope and be lieve it has
a lot of po ten tial for some thing good to bubble up from the lo cal church. In the end, our
dis cus sions lead us to amend the re port by
de let ing the ex ist ing text in its en tirety, and
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add ing the new text you see printed in your
DCA on p. 2059. The committee rec ommen da tion is con cur rence as amended, and
our vote was 79 for, 2 against, and 1 ab stention.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right. The rec ommen da tion from the com mit tee is for concur rence with amend ments to it. Mike 4, a
green card.
MARY BROOKE CASAD (North Texas):
I move to amend by de let ing the phrase, “To
guide us in this way, the Gen eral Con fer ence
charges the Gen eral Coun cil on Min is tries”
and ev ery thing that fol lows that—and then
sub sti tute the fol low ing in its place: “To guide
us in this way, the Gen eral Con fer ence es tablishes and charges the Transformational
Lead er ship Team as fol lows: 1) There shall
be a Transformational Leadership Team
made up of the fol low ing per sons: 8 bish ops
(one from each jurisdiction, and one each
from Asia, Eu rope, and Af rica) to be elected
by the Coun cil of Bishops; a to tal of 17 rep resen ta tives from the ju ris dic tions of the United
States elected by the 2000 Ju ris dic tional Confer ences. [The num ber elected by each ju risdiction shall be proportional to that
ju ris dic tion’s rep re sen ta tion among the U.S.
del e gates to the 2000 Gen eral Con fer ence as
de ter mined by the Sec re tary of the Gen eral
Con fer ence. In so far as pos si ble, those elected
shall be bal anced be tween lay and clergy.];
also, one representative from each Central
Conference elected by that Central Con ference, or if the Cen tral Con fer ence does meet
be fore Jan u ary 1, 2001, the rep re sen ta tive is
to be ap pointed by the bish ops of that Cen tral
Conference; additionally, 4 persons chosen
for their ex per tise in or ga ni za tional be hav ior
or sys tems the ory by the team af ter its first
meet ing. 4 ad di tional per sons may be added
to en sure inclusivity to be cho sen by the team.
Staff of the General Agencies shall make
themselves available as needed to serve as
consultants to the team. 2) The
Transformational Leadership Team is
charged with lead ing the church’s con ver sation in preparing specific proposals for the
2004 Gen eral Con fer ence around the fol lowing issues: 1) How our connectional struc tures can fur ther en hance the ef fec tive ness of
our church in ac com plish ing its task of making disciples of Jesus Christ, 2) How our
Connectional Program Agencies can better
serve lo cal churches in their mis sion or accom plish for lo cal churches missional ac tions
which local churches cannot do for them selves. 3) . . .
BISHOP MUTTI: Now, if you can fin ish
your mo tion, Mary Brooke.
You’re un der the three min ute time limit
also.

CASAD: All right. There are several
other items that apply to directing the
transformational lead er ship team.
BISHOP MUTTI: Well, let’s just a minute and see if the con fer ence would be willing to give you time to read the entire
amend ment. Ob jec tion to let ting her read
the entire amendment? All right, if you
would ex tend the limit please vote when the
light ap pears. [Yes, 363; No, 490] Do the
best you can, Mary Brooke.
CASAD: Bishop, may I move to sus pend
the rules so that we might pass out the
amend ment to all of the del e gates so they
could have it in writ ing.
BISHOP MUTTI: This is an amend ment
to sus pend the rules to pass out the en tire
amendment. That would put it in your
hands. It’d take two thirds to do so. Point of
or der stated in the back. Mike 8.
DAVID SEVERE (Oklahoma): Can she
make that mo tion and then also make a motion to sus pend the rules?
BISHOP MUTTI: The chair un der stands
that she had n’t fin ished the mo tion and so
there was no sec ond yet. I be lieve it’s in order.
SEVERE: All right, thank you.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, if you would
sus pend the rules and al low the pass ing out
of this amend ment, please vote when the
light ap pears. [Yes, 412; No, 441] I’m sorry.
CASAD: Bishop, may I just briefly con clude. Can I briefly conclude the amend ment?
BISHOP MUTTI: I think we’d let you do
that.
CASAD: All right. The team would re port to the 2004 Gen eral Con fer ence and receive the nec es sary fund ing to do its work
from the bud get of the Gen eral Coun cil on
Ministries. Therefore, there would be no
need for any ad di tional fund ing.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, is there a second? All right, Casad’s motion is before
you, but if you’d like to speak to it fur ther.
CASAD: Yes I would. Only a few short
days ago this con fer ence par tic i pated in discus sion groups about the CPT re port. One
of the many con cerns lifted up from these
groups was the fo cus on main te nance rather
than mission. The current culture of our
structure simply will not allow effective
change in re or ga ni za tion from within. This
proposed amendment would empower a
group from the grass roots at the heart of
United Meth od ism elected by our re gional
con fer ences. This group has a man date to
fo cus on how we’d better carry out the mission of the church. It will have the ben e fit of
CPT’s data with out be ing com mit ted to its
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con clu sions. It pro vides for the in put of persons with organizational behavior ex pertise. It calls upon general agencies in an
ad vi sory ca pac ity with out vote. And it can
be accomplished by using monies within
the cur rent bud get, not ad di tional fund ing. I
urge you to sup port the amend ment.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, the amend ment is be fore you for de bate. Green card,
mike 2. You wish to speak against the
amendment.
WIL LIAM HATCHER (South Geor gia):
I rise to speak against this amend ment. In
our leg is la tive com mit tee we be gan miles
apart, yet we moved from a harsh and combat ive spirit to an amaz ing one ness, be ing
led by the Holy Spirit. This is ev i denced by
the vote on the com mit tee pro posal of 79
for, 2 against, and one not voting. This
amendment creates an new independent
study com mit tee com posed of 40 per sons.
As a mem ber of the CPT, that’s not a good
place to go. I be lieve the main mo tion is the
better pro posal to get us to God’s pre ferred
fu ture. I urge you to vote no on this amendment.
BISHOP MUTTI: Thank you. Is there
some one who wishes to speak for the Casad
amend ment? Green card, mike 2.
JIM HARNISH (Florida): I think the
amendment of fers us an ef fec tive way to
move the very help ful in for ma tion from the
CPT re port into the hands of a group that is
not a study com mit tee. Un for tu nately, the
doc u ment was not per mit ted to be put in our
hands, but as described it is not another
study com mit tee, it is a group spe cif i cally
des ig nated to lead us in im ple ment ing the
best learnings of the CPT doc u ment. But it
does, as the maker of the mo tion pre sented,
emerge out of the ju ris dic tional rep re sen tation and there fore pro vides a fresh look that
is not bound by the ethos or ex pe ri ence or
tra di tion of the Gen eral Coun cil on Min istries and the ex ist ing bod ies. I sup port it because I be lieve it pro vides us a way that is
much less ex pen sive than main tain ing the
to tal bud get of an other agency and pro vides
a way for an ob jec tive look at how best to
im ple ment the best learnings of the CPT.
BISHOP MUTTI: Thank you very much.
A speech in fa vor of the amend ment. Come
back here to the pink card. Go to mike 4.
You’re speak ing against.
RANDALL FLANAGAN (West Virginia): I rise to speak against the amend ment. First of all, I be lieve it would de lay
rather than encourage the spirit-driven
trans for ma tion and ref or ma tion of this great
church that we love. To study for an other
four years, and pos si bly eight know ing our
own pro cliv i ties, would dis en gage us from
the spirit and the en ergy that is al ready mov-
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ing and is man i fest among us and through
us. Secondly, we al ready have in place a
struc ture than can be em pow ered and is prepared to be re spon si ble to carry forth the
transformational di rec tions that the church
has so clearly called for. With a new commit ment to the conciliar form of min is try,
the Gen eral Coun cil on Min is tries can fulfill a new man date, man dated by this General Con fer ence, man dated by the words of
this res o lu tion, so that we can come to a
common table for dialogue, for strategy,
and most of all for the guid ance of God’s
holy and trans form ing Spirit. Let us not delay. Let us pro ceed now.
BISHOP MUTTI: Thank you. We’ve had
two against and two for. Some one wish to
speak in fa vor of the amend ment? Green
card, mike 4.
SCOTT JONES (North Texas): I yearn
for a church that is much more ef fec tive in
more places and in more ways than we are
now. I yearn for a church that is more truly
global, one where evan ge lism is more effec tive in reach ing the un churched, where
there is a stron ger wit ness against rac ism in
so ci ety and within our church; a church that
is more ef fec tive in our so cial ac tion to fight
pov erty and other forms of in jus tice; for a
church that is dy namic and cul tur ally rel evant in its wor ship in better ways than we
are now, one that en cour ages small groups
for Bi ble study and spir i tual for ma tion. In
short, a church that has lived into the mis sion state ment which we adopted the last
General Con fer ence. The com mit tee’s report makes no reference to the mission
state ment of the church. That ought to be
guiding our transformational leadership.
Also, then, I have to ask “Who do I trust
most to lead us in this transformational period? Do I trust an agency that’s been
around for 28 years and has an in vest ment
in the sta tus quo? Or do I trust peo ple that
will be elected in our cen tral and ju ris dictional con fer ences to lead us in the fu ture?”
I urge us to sup port the amend ment.
BISHOP MUTTI: Okay, I’m gonna look
in the back. You wish to speak against the
amend ment? Pink card. It’s easy to see a
pink card in the middle of yellow ones
there. Way in the back, mike 8.
DA VID SE VERE (Oklahoma): I speak
against this amendment. The General
Coun cil on Min is tries is the only agency except for the Coun cil of Bishops that now has
rep re sen ta tion on it from ev ery an nual confer ence. We are be ing pro posed to ap prove
some thing that would take very few peo ple
to make very magnanimous decisions on
our behalf. We need the cen tral ity of the
General Council on Ministries. I would
point out to you that the CPT was not an in-

sider group. It was named and it has func tioned out side. And we did not like what
they brought. We did not like the very small
group they were pro pos ing. We have rightly
chosen a better way. Please defeat this
amendment.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, you’ve three
for and three against the amend ment. Ac cord ing to your rules we take the vote af ter
we hear from the chair and the com mit tee.
TOM JACKSON (North Georgia):
Bishop, the transformational leadership
team by any other name sounds like a rather
ex clu sive group and it sounds a lot like a
study com mit tee. Our cal en dar item places
this re spon si bil ity within the GCOM’s regu lar work in clud ing two re spon si bil i ties already assigned by the Book of Discipline
906.12 “to study the connectional struc tures
of the church” and 906.19 “to as sure in clusion of cen tral con fer ences and its mem bers
within the life of the church.” The amend ment for a proposed separate study team
does not pro vide sup port for on go ing staff.
It only pro vides that agency staff are to be
con sul tants as needed. A group of this importance could not function effectively
without adequate staff support and the
GCOM has the staff in place to do this. The
GCOM is pre pared to carry out this as signment within the resources provided in its
quadrennial budget. And I believe one
group would be cheaper than two.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right. We are ready
to vote then? What’s before you is the
Casad Amend ment. If you are ready to vote
you can press one for “yes” for the amendment, two for “no.” Please vote when the
light ap pears. And the mo tion is de feated.
[Yes,226 ; No, 677] We’re back to the main
mo tion. Pink card, mike 4.
PAUL ERVIN (North Geor gia): I move
to amend Pe ti tion 31967 as amended, Calen dar Item 836 by de let ing ev ery thing that
follows the paragraph that ends with the
words, “All levels of the general church
shall begin to live out these
transformational directions,” except the
pen ul ti mate para graph, the next to last paragraph, which reads, “In or der to be good
stew ards of the time and money in vested in
the CPT re port, it and all its re lated re search
are for warded to the Gen eral Coun cil on
Ministries with deep appreciation as re source ma te rial for its on go ing work.”
BISHOP MUTTI: Is there sec ond? I hear
second. Can you help us find the page
where the de le tion is to be again?
ERVIN: If you’ll look in DCA 2059, p.
2059.
BISHOP MUTTI: It’s in the printed
amend ment that co mes with com mit tee?
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ERVIN: Yes. 836 is the item. What I’m
sug gest ing is that we keep, down to the, it’s
about the third paragraph after the num bered items. You see 1,2,3,4 and 5. We keep
that and that last paragraph that says,
“These valu able prin ci ples and ideas need
to be brought to life at ev ery level of The
United Methodist Church over the next
qua dren nium. Each or ga ni za tional level of
the church, from the lo cal church through
all lev els of the gen eral church, should begin to live out these transformational di rections.” It would elim i nate ev ery thing else
ex cept for the next-to-last para graph on the
next page which reads, “In or der to be good
stew ards of the time and money in vested in
the CPT re port, it and all its re lated re search
are for warded to the GCOM, with deep appre ci a tion, as re source ma te ri als for its ongo ing work.” The last para graph would not
be included which would have a report
com ing back from the Coun cil on Min is tries to our group. Might I speak to the
amendment?
BISHOP MUTTI: Yes.
ERVIN: That was in re sponse.
BISHOP MUTTI: You’ve about taken
your time.
ERVIN: Well, very quickly, the af fect of
this amend ment would be to thank the wonder ful work that our friends have done and I
have many friends on the CPT, Coun cil, and
on this com mit tee, the pre senter’s from my
con fer ence. But, many of us in the church
feel that we need to go bot tom down, not
bot tom down, but bot tom up. Let’s let these
great things that have been suggested go
back to our lo cal churches and an nual confer ences and if there is rea son to bring pe titions back, let’s bring it back from them on
the floor. Let’s don’t spend another four
years. This was n’t the first four years we’ve
stud ied struc tures. Let’s not worry about the
location of the chairs. Let’s worry about
lead ing this ship to safe wa ters.
BISHOP MUTTI: Thank you very much.
The Ervin mo tion is be fore you. Those of
you in the back, one of you with the or ange
card wish to speak in op po si tion? Come to
mike 7. Let me sug gest that when you put up
a lot of cards way in the back, you kind of alter nate speak ers. So we have a va ri ety of
voices in the con fer ence.
AILEEN L.WILLIAMS (Minnesota): I
speak in opposition to this amendment.
What the amend ment ac tu ally does is take
out of the heart of the work that has been
done, not only in the CPT the last four years,
but in the leg is la tive com mit tee. It was quite
a re mark able thing for the leg is la tive committee to take the understanding that we
have to put some out comes or some ex pecta tions in front of what ever group is go ing

2271
to work on these ideas to say, “We want to
see some re sults at the end of four years in
2004 in relationship to how our general
church operates.” It always intrigues me
that we as sume that be cause peo ple we elect
throughout the church come and sit on a
gen eral agency, they are no more part of the
grass roots. That we put them in a hi er ar chical po si tion and say, “This is n’t us.” But
most of us in this room have had ex pe ri ence
work ing with our broth ers and sis ters from
across the church in va ri ety of set tings and
we know we al ways bring with us our under stand ings of what it means to be long to a
lo cal con gre ga tion. I urge this group not to
nul lify the hard work that’s been done and
trust that we can put some out comes in front
of the GCOM and say, “We ex pect you to
work on these things in the next four years.”
BISHOP MUTTI: Thank you a speech in
opposition. Come down to this section
some one wish to speak for the Ervin Emotion—amend ment. It may have emo tion to
it, but it’s re ally an amend ment. Green card,
come to mike 2. Speaking in fa vor.
TERRELL SESSUMS (Florida): I have
watched the work of the CPT. I think they
have done some very creative work and
given many new ideas about the di rec tion of
the church. But I tend to agree with my colleague that made the motion. I think we
need to have a pe riod of time in which to digest and con sider what they’ve done. I don’t
be lieve that we need to have an agency of
the church or any group con tinue with this
on a for mal ba sis. One of the vir tues of our
con nec tion is [that] we have in re cent years
given our an nual con fer ences a great deal of
flex i bil ity to work out pro grams of ef fec tive
min is try. I think that that pro cess is still unfolding. I think that four years from now
we’ll be in a much better po si tion to profit
from that ex pe ri ence, and to per haps find
some ways to sim plify the sug ges tions of
the CPT team, in a way that would not, as
some of us fear, would sub stan tially confuse and destabilize much of the work of the
church, in at tempt ing to make a well-conceived tran si tion. So, I would sup port Mr.
Ervin’s mo tion. Thank you.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, we’ve had
two speeches for and one against. Any one
in this sec tion who wishes to speak against.
A pink card, come to mike 2.
MI NERVA CARCAÑO (Rio Grande): I
apol o gize for my voice on this af ter noon. I
want to speak against the amend ment. The
sec tion that is be ing re moved through the
amendment, or that were to be removed
through the amend ment, ac tu ally goes contrary to the con cept of as sist ing and be ing in
touch with lo cal con gre ga tions. This section is about supporting local con gre ga-

tions. We have said that our gen eral agencies need to find ways to re con nect with our
lo cal con gre ga tions. We’re ask ing the General Coun cil on Min is tries to help fa cil i tate
that pro cess. We have taken ac tion in the
pre vi ous Gen eral Con fer ence to al low lo cal
congregations and annual conferences a
greater de gree of flex i bil ity, but they have
got ten stuck with the Ju di cial Coun cil. They
need some as sis tance. And one of the points
that would be removed would be that re quest to have GCOM walk with those an nual conferences and those local
con gre ga tions as they move to wards greater
flexibility. When we talk about our local
con gre ga tions, we’re not talk ing just about
lo cal con gre ga tions in this coun try. We’re
talk ing about lo cal con gre ga tions in other
parts of the world. We must con tinue to di alogue about the global na ture of our church.
We’ve been about study for eight years.
This is a good op por tu nity to move to take
some ac tion to be in sup port of lo cal con grega tions, of an nual con fer ences and to model
a dif fer ent way of be ing the church by vision ing to gether for our fu ture. Thank you.
BISHOP MUTTI: Thank you. You’ve
had two speeches for, and two against. You
could vote, but you can have one more for
and one more against. Pink card in the back
sec tion. Mike 6. Do you wish to speak in favor?
JANET STEPHENSON (Iowa): I am
mak ing an amend ment to the amend ment
on be half of Yong Lee who was a mem ber
of the Connectional Process Team. In the
next to the last para graph that be gins with
the words, “In or der to be good stew ards,”
af ter the phrase, “re search are for warded to
the GCOM,” the amend ment would be, “to
be used as a guide for its con tin u ing work.”
If I could have a sec ond I would speak to
that.
BISHOP LOONEY: Is there support?
Yes, there is. Give us your name again.
STEPHENSON: This is re ally a friendly
amendment, I think. But the concern of
Yong Lee was that if you say the team re port is to be used as re source ma te rial that it
will sit on a shelf some place, never to see
the light of day again. “To be used as a guide
in on go ing work” would in di cate that the
ma te rial would have a life that would extend be yond this con fer ence.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, what’s be fore you now is the amend ment to the Ervin
amend ment. With that one speech in fa vor,
is there someone who wishes to speak
against? It’ll stop whistling in a minute
here. Against over here, green card. I don’t
think that’s my hear ing aid. Mike 3.
PATRICK STREIFF (SwitzerlandFrance): I think even the amend ment of the
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amend ment is not a better thing than what
the com mis sion of the leg is la tive com mittee pro poses you in or i gin. We re al ize the
im por tance of the five transformational direc tions. And the ques tion is not whether
you think you have to start from the bot tom
up or from up side down. The ques tion is,
whether we re ally give a man date to a body
of the church to work with these
transformational di rec tions. If we do not do
it, we can all go home and say what won derful five transformational di rec tions we have
had at Gen eral Con fer ence and then ev eryone for gets about it. We need to have a body
that has a mandate to work with these
transformational di rec tions, that’s the first
point which we will lose with the amend ment and the amendment of the amend ment. And the sec ond point we will lose is
that we con tinue to dis cuss about the na ture
of the global church and how we can go on
to be more global in the way we live as a
General Conference. And therefore, I
would re ally sup port the prop o si tion as it
co mes from the leg is la tive com mit tee.
BISHOP LOONEY: All right, we’re
speak ing to the Stephenson amend ment to
the Ervin amend ment. We’ve had a speech
for and a speech against. Way in the back,
or ange card, mike 8.
BISHOP MUTTI: Are you speaking
against, for, or . . .
J.N. HOWARD (Holston): Nei ther
BISHOP MUTTI: Mike 8. All right.
HOWARD: I move the pre vi ous ques tion
on all that’s be fore us.
BISHOP MUTTI: No, we have to have
opportunity for two speeches for and
against before we can have the previous
question motion. Yes, you have another
ques tion, mike 8?
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Can I
move to sus pend the rules, that we go on
with the ac tion now on all that’s be fore us?
BISHOP MUTTI: Well, the chair would
sug gest that we have n’t even de bated the
main mo tion yet. But, maybe it’s in or der. If
you want to make that motion, we’ll see
what the con fer ence thinks.
UN IDEN TI FIED SPEAKER: I’ll try it.
BISHOP MUTTI: The mo tion is to sus pend the rules, takes two-thirds, is there a
second?
UN IDEN TI FIED SPEAKER: Sec onded.
BISHOP MUTTI: Will you sus pend the
rules so that we can have the pre vi ous question put? Please vote when the light ap pears.
[Yes, 668; No, 227] Well, the con fer ence has
voted to do that. And the ques tion that’s before you is the previous question motion,
then. We’ll give you a chance to—yeah, OK.
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Pre vi ous ques tion would end de bate on all
that’s be fore us, as I un der stood the maker of
the mo tion, so that if you ap prove this, we
move immediately to a vote on Calendar
Item 836. If you sup port the pre vi ous question, press 1; if you do not, press 2. Please
vote when the light ap pears. [Yes, 717; No,
184] And you have sup ported the pre vi ous
question.
We’ll turn to Tom Jack son for sum mary
from the com mit tee.
JACK SON: Thank you, Bishop Mutti. I
think that those on the floor have spo ken eloquently and well. I do want to point out
that we have just discovered an editorial
print ing er ror in Item No. 3, at the top of
page 2060. Let me read that lan guage to you
from the ac tual pe ti tion so you have it for
your re cords. Num ber 3 should read, “To
de ter mine the most ef fec tive de sign for the
work of the gen eral agen cies and to pro vide
im ple ment ing leg is la tion to the 2004 General Con fer ence.” That’s the pe ti tion as it
was sub mit ted, that seems to be a mis print
in the DCA.
(Con tinued Next Is sue)
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, thank you
very much. We need to vote in order on
these three items. The Stephenson amend ment to the amend ment is be fore you first.
This would amend the Ervin amend ment. If
you support the Stephenson amendment,
you’d press 1; if not, press 2. Please vote
when the light ap pears. [Yes, 251; No, 652]
And it fails.
What’s before you now is the Ervin
amend ment to the main mo tion. If you‘re
ready to vote, press 1 if you favor the
amend ment; 2 if you do not. Please vote
when the light ap pears. [Yes, 282; No, 635]
And this amend ment fails also.
What’s be fore you is the main mo tion. It
co mes with rec om men da tion from the commit tee as amended. We’re ready to move to
the vote now. If you are ready to vote,
please vote when the light ap pears. [Yes,
784; No, 144] And you ‘ve ap proved this
rec om men da tion. Thank you.
We turn to Wil lard Douglas. (Pause) We
are re ceiv ing re ports from the com mit tee.
We have another item, and Mr. Douglas
will di rect you to the proper place.
WILLARD H. DOUGLAS (Virginia)
Bishop Mutti, mem bers of the Gen eral Conference, page 2093, Calendar Item 1191,
Pe ti tion 31329; the text is found on page
780 of the Ad vance DCA. The legislative
com mit tee voted non con cur rence, be cause
if we leave here with The Book of Dis cipline, we will have af firmed the ju di cial administration process. And therefore, be cause of the vague ness of this pe ti tion, the
com mit tee voted non con cur rence.

BISHOP MUTTI: All right, calendar
item is be fore you from com mit tee, the recom men da tion is non con cur rence. Do you
wish to de bate it? I see no cards. I take it you
are ready to vote. Please vote when the light
appears. [Yes, 820; No, 62] And you have
sup ported the rec om men da tion of non concur rence. All right, we turn to the com mittee again for an other mo tion.
KATHI AUS TIN MAHLE (Min ne sota):
Thank you Bishop; General Conference
mem bers. We have an other con sti tu tional
amend ment that we need to—
BISHOP MUTTI: You may want to identify your self, so ev ery one will know you.
MAHLE: Ex cuse me?
BISHOP MUTTI: You may want to identify your self . . .
MAHLE: Oh, I’m sorry! I’m Kathi Austin Mahle, and I’m from the great state of
Minnesota
BISHOP MUTTI: That’s ’cause I did n’t
know how to pro nounce your name, that’s
why I asked you to do it.
(Laughter)
MAHLE: Thanks! I in vite you to turn to
page 2093, Item No. 1192. This is found on .
. . this is Pe ti tion 30806. It’s found in your
DCA on page 705. This has to do with Ar ticle 3 of the Con sti tu tion, and we rec ommend con cur rence as amended.be fore you.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, it’s prop erly
be fore you from the com mit tee. The rec ommen da tion is con cur rence with an amendment. You wish to speak to it? Green card,
mic 3.
STREIFF: Kathi, I think there is a mis print in the DCA. We traced the word for merly also . . . in our amend ment.
MAHLE That’s correct. Please scratch
the word for merly. Please de lete it.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, you’ll note
that cor rec tion. Any one else wish to speak
to it? This is a con sti tu tional mat ter, so it
takes two-thirds. The recommendation is
con cur rence as amended. Please vote when
the light ap pears. [Yes, 865; No, 32] And
you have ap proved it with the needed majority.
MAHLE: Thank you very much.
BISHOP MUTTI: Thank you, Kathi.
DAN IEL SOLIZ (Rio Grande): The next
item is on page 2093, Cal en dar Item 1193;
it’s found on page 1891 of the DCA. The
recommendation of the committee is for
con cur rence, in or der to make the dis ci plinary lan guage con sis tent with what is ac tually oc cur ring.
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BISHOP MUTTI: All right, it’s before
you, rec om men da tion of con cur rence. Do
you wish to de bate? I see no cards. We are
ready to vote. Please vote when the light appears. [Yes, 887; No, 10] And you have approved it.
BISHOP MUTTI: Danny do you have another one now? You’re not going to do
1194, all right. Have any more for the commit tee? All right. Danny Soliz.
SOLIZ: I’m sorry, Bishop. On p. 2093,
Cal en dar Item 1194, it’s p. 714. The rec ommen da tion of the com mit tee is for con currence. I’m sorry, non con cur rence.
BISHOP MUTTI: It is printed “non concur rence” and that is the rec om men da tion
from the com mit tee. You wish to de bate it?
Yel low card, go to Mike 6. Go to Mike 5.
SHIR LEY PARRIS (New York): I hate to
be a nick-picker but, that was just moved to
the con sent cal en dar.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, your point is
well taken. If it’s ap proved, we don’t need
to do it again, I take it. All right, Chris tine,
you want to set the scene for these next two?
CHRISTINE HARMAN (Kentucky):
Thank you, the next item, before we can
hear that, there is ac cord ing to Gen eral Confer ence rules, I be lieve, there is a re port that
is to be heard be fore this next item can be
pre sented. On Cal en dar Item 1195, and that
is a re port from a rep re sen ta tive of the General Coun cil on Min is tries. I would ask that
we give at ten tion to Dr. Car o lyn John son.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right. Dr. John son.
CAR O LYN JOHN SON (North In di ana):
Thank you, Bishop, and all mem bers of the
Gen eral Con fer ence. I would call your atten tion in your Ad vance DCA, p. 595. P.
595. This is re port no. 4 from the Gen eral
Coun cil on Min is tries. And it re lates to a
proposal for the “Research Plan for The
United Methodist Church.” The General
Coun cil on Min is tries is pro pos ing a comprehensive research plan for The United
Meth od ist Church, con sis tent with the disci plin ary re spon si bil ity to give over sight, to
eval u ate the needs, to set goals, plan strat egies, and to coordinate planning and re search for the de nom i na tion. You may be
aware that many of the in sti tu tions within
the de nom i na tion and many of the gen eral
agen cies, each have a sep a rate re search office. What we have tended to find is that often times during the search it is not
co or di nated or that the re search is not dissem i nated as widely as might be help ful for
the en tire de nom i na tion. So we’re pro posing four items. Those four items you will
find be gin ning on p. 596.
The first one is the United Methodist
Com mit tee on Re search and Planning, and
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that committee then would have the
responsibilities for determining the needs
for de nom i na tional pub li ca tion, to pub lish
results from research that happens about
other de nom i na tions but that hap pens outside the de nom i na tion, to look at meth od olo gies for United Meth od ist opin ion pan els,
to main tain in ter na tional de mo graphic profile to The United Meth od ist Church, and
other items as you see listed.
The sec ond ma jor part of that re search
plan would include a United Methodist
“Fo rum for the Fu ture,” and you will see
that on p. 597.
Finally, the last two would be the Gen eral
Coun cil on Min is tries Of fice of Re search,
which is cur rently in place but this of fers a
little more detail about how that office
could function in the next quadrennium.
And fi nally, the piece that you might find
the most ex cit ing would be item #4, which
is the United Meth od ist Cen tral Con fer ence
Fo rum on Re search. One of the is sues that
continually is facing the General Council
on Min is tries and faces the de nom i na tion is
that of ten times we base many of our de cisions without adequately done research
prior to do ing that. And par tic u larly, if we
be gin to look at the myr iad of is sues that
face central conferences, one might be,
“How does the church ad dress is sues in a
closed com mu nist so ci ety?” When we look
in sit u a tions of the Af rica Cen tral Con ference, what are the needs for lead er ship as
we look at a post-war sit u a tion? As we look
in Asia, what does it mean to de velop leader ship, as we look at global eco nomic structures? And so the ability to have a
co or di nated and col lab o ra tive re search project that is de vel oped within the de nom i nation where we can share and use those
resources.
This is a research plan that would have
fund ing im pli ca tions and so there fore, even
though the legislative committee overwhelm ingly did agree to it, it would not appear on the con sent cal en dar, so this is the
re port and if you have ques tions, I would be
glad to re spond to those.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, are there
ques tions? I see no cards. Com mit tee wish
to put it be fore us?
JOHN COOKE (Western New York):
This is on p. 2093, Cal en dar Item 1195, Peti tion 31392. Our leg is la tive com mit tee recommends concurrence with reference to
GCFA.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, it is be fore
you with the recommendation of con currence, if you pass it, it’ll be referred to
Coun cil on Fi nance and Ad min is tra tion. Is
there a de bate. Yes. Pink card. Mike 1.

EWING WERLEIN, JR. (Texas): I think
all of us would sup port the idea of re search
and be ing well in formed. We should bear in
mind that this is a half-mil lion dol lar item
which I take it is not in the bud get that we
have re ceived from GCFA, is that cor rect,
Mr. Chair man?
BISHOP MUTTI: We will ask the committee.
COOKE: That in for ma tion is on p. 599.
Gen eral Coun sel on Min is tries will pro vide
funds of ap prox i mately $257,000, from its
2001-2004 qua dren nial pro ject. And then it
is recommended that the necessary ad ditional funds for this research plan of
$475,000 be pro vided by ac tion of the 2000
Gen eral Con fer ence.
WERLEIN: That is the half-mil lion dollars in round fig ures that I had no ticed and it
seems to me that given the num bers of items
that we are al ready ask ing GCFA to ex amine in the millions of dollars, over and
above the 0-0-1-2% increase that GCFA
has rec om mended at the out set, we need at
some point to be gin to bring some dis ci plinary thought to our vot ing and I’d rather suspect that the kind of re search that we need to
do at our lo cal churches and an nual con ferences and at the gen eral church can be done
at the es tab lished church, con fer ence, and
gen eral boards and agen cies with the other
ap por tioned funds that we are ex pected to
vote for them. I would be in clined to think
that this might be one of those ar eas where
we could be gin to take note of how much
more we’re add ing to this bud get. In stead of
go ing up 3.5% over the qua dren nium, if we
do all of the things that are be ing pro posed,
that I un der stand are be tween $50-70 million, we will be talk ing about in creased apportionments of 15% and 20% and those
con fer ences un der the new pro posed plan
that are expecting to have no ap por tionments or reduced apportionments are not
go ing to have any re duc tions. Other con ferences are going to have staggering in creases. I would sug gest we vote no on this
one.
BISHOP MUTTI: Speech against. Any one wish to speak for concurrence. I see
only one card. Green card, no, no—do you
wish to speak, come to Mike 2
JAMES A. HARNISH: (Florida) Cur rently pray ing to St. Jude, the pa tron saint of
lost and hope less causes, But I would move
an amend ment, broth ers and sis ter, on page
599. I would move to amend so that the center paragraph in that column would read
“the General Council on Ministries will
pro vide fund ing from its 2001 to 2004 quadren nial bud get,” pe riod, and de lete ev erything else. And the motion for the
amendment.
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BISHOP MUTTI: All Right! Is it sec onded? Do you wish to speak to it?
HARNISH: I think the brother here spoke
to it. Some where, some body has got to decide how much we are go ing to pay for and
this seems to be within the mis sion and purpose of GCOM. Sur pris ingly, that will continue to exist, and it ought to be funded
there.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, the Harnish
amend ment is be fore you any one wish to
speak against it. I take it you are ready to
vote? The Harnish Amendment is before
you, please vote when the light appears.
[Yes, 589; No, 290] And it car ries and you
have amended the main mo tion that co mes
from the com mit tee then. We are back to the
main mo tion as it is amended. We had one
speech for and one against, but now we
have a different motion. Yes, over here,
mike 1.
AMY TWIGG (West ern Penn syl va nia):
Bishop, as I hear what is be fore us cur rently,
I ask us to think about four years ago, when
in deed we made a dis cus sion on the mis sion
on the church, and how this par tic u lar motion that’s be fore us, would ask our gen eral
council and ministries to, indeed, look
about its life, our life, the life and mis sion in
re es tab lish ing our iden tity un der God’s call,
when we have re cently done that in the last
four years. Why that would need to be done
in a redundant way, I cannot understand.
Also we just gave to the Gen eral Coun cil on
Min is tries the re main der of the work of the
CPT folks and all that was be fore us from
the com mit tee that worked on that at this
General Conference and we don’t even
know, I don’t think we made that de ci sion
yet, whether the GCOM will con tinue to exist. So I am not in fa vor of the main mo tion.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, speech
against. Any one wish to speak for it? The
pink card in the back, Come to mike 8
please.
DAVID SEVERE (Oklahoma): I would
like to point out for those of us who work at
an nual con fer ence lev els and work with local churches, the re search part of this is very
im por tant. Right now we have a lot of scattered re search go ing on. It would help us at
the annual conference level and working
with the lo cal churches, if this were en acted
so that there could be a fo cus of the re search
of the en tire de nom i na tion. So I would be in
fa vor of us ap prov ing this even though we
may have crip pled it with our last vote. I
would sup port it.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, two for and
two against. Yes, mike 1.
ELIZABETH
FENNER
(Missouri
West): I have a ques tion. If this is ap proved,
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would this research plan replace the re search that is be ing done by such agen cies
as the Gen eral Board of Global Min is tries.
BISHOP MUTTI: Do you want to speak
to it? Car o lyn.
COOKE: No this co or di nates that. This is
a part of the reg u lar work of the gen eral confer ence min is tries, this re search.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, main mo tion
is be fore you. We could put the vote, un der
your rules, if you wish to do so. We can have
one more speech. The Green card, All right,
maybe you need to go to a mike to do it, so
that ev ery body will hear the mo tion. Mike
three.
TIMOTHY MCCLENDON (South
Carolina): I wish to move the previous
question.
BISHOP MUTTI: Is there a sec ond? The
pre vi ous ques tion is moved, if you fa vor it,
it takes two thirds to pass it. Please vote
when the light ap pears. [Yes, 780; No, 102]
And you have or dered the pre vi ous question and will pro ceed to vote then on the
amended mo tion that co mes from the committee. Does the committee wish a final
Word.
COOKE: I yield to Dr. Car o lyn John son
for our fi nal word.
JOHNSON: Members of the General
Con fer ence I re ally would urge you to vote
for this. I can not tell you how many times I
per son ally, and I think all of you have had
sit u a tions where you have been in com mittee meet ings or you have been in sit u a tions
and you all, many of you, have said this
phrase, “If only I had more information.”
But as we live in a in for ma tion so ci ety, and
as we try very hard to make sure that we do
do in formed de ci sion mak ing, it is help ful
to de pend upon and to uti lize the re search
that is avail able from the va ri ety of places
that we have in the de nom i na tion, as well as
be gin ning to tackle crit i cal is sues and questions and do ing ap pro pri ate re search so that
we can indeed have that information.to
make our decisions so that they are well
founded, but more im por tantly so that they
bring new mean ing, so that what we do is to
make a dif fer ence as the de nom i na tion as
we live out our lives in this world. Thank
you.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, we are ready
to vote, please vote when the light ap pears.
And you have con curred with the com mittee as you have amended it. [Yes, 616; No,
298] All Right!
HAR MAN: I di rect the Gen eral Con ference’s at ten tion to page 2158 con sent Calen dar Item 1379. And un der the pre vi ous
rule I just men tioned a mo ment ago at this

time I would call Sam Wynn to give in forma tion about this item.
WYNN: Bishop, at the 1996 General
Con fer ence, GCOM was man dated to provide a co or di nat ing role for an in ter agency
port for the Na tional United Meth od ist Native American Center. In September of
1998, GCOM, along with the di rec tors of
the board of NUMNAC, pre pared pro jected
bud gets and fund ing pro cesses based on the
min is try of this cen ter for the 21st cen tury.
And after these projections were put to gether there was consultation that took
place with GCF&A as well as with the
Board of Higher Ed u ca tion and Min is try in
addition to the General Board of Global
Min is tries. The re sults of the con sul ta tion
brought about a re view of the min is try for
the cen ter for the quad- rennium, en abling
the cen ter to pro ject where its vi sion would
be for the fu ture. And in light of those projected min is tries and fund ing re quests, a renewed fund ing pro posal was pre sented to
the Board of Higher Ed u ca tion and Min istry, GCF&A, General Board of Global
Min is tries as well as to BHEM. And as a result of that, we bring this pe ti tion to you for
sup port of the Na tional United Meth od ist
Na tive Amer i can Cen ter for the new quadren nium. Bishop, I would en cour age the
con fer ence to re mem ber that this is a cen ter
that is sup ported by the en tire church. And
we have fi nally moved to the level in the
church where its be com ing a inter-agency
cen ter for the pur pose of re cruit ing, training, employing, and engaging Native
Amer i can min is tries in our de nom i na tion.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, thank you for
the re port. Turn to the com mit tee for rec ommen da tions.
HARMAN: Thank you, Bishop. The
committee is recommending concurrence
as amended as fol lows. In ad di tion to that
which had been pre vi ously pub lished, a detailed bud get has been at tached and that is
on the next page, on p. 2159. We rec ommend con cur rence as amended with re fer ral
to GCFA.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, Calendar
Item 1379 is be fore you. Rec om men da tion
is con cur rence as amended. Do you wish to
dis cuss it? Pink card, I don’t know which
one you’re clos est to. You head to one and
I’ll have one turned on. Mike 1.
JOE P. PEA BODY (North Geor gia): My
un der stand ing is that we have around 9,000
Na tive Amer i can United Meth od ists and if
my ad di tion is cor rect, with this pro posal
we will cur rently be fund ing some thing in
the neigh bor hood of $1.5 mil lion for min istries for these 9,000 persons. I’ll be quite
frank to say I’m con fused. I’m not sure how
I ex plain this to the folks at home, if we
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agree to this kind of recommendation. I
need some help from the chair of the committee that will give us a rationale that
makes this un der stand able.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, I un der stand
that is a speech against. Maybe you’ll get
some clar i fi ca tion as we continue the de bate. Is there some one who wishes to speak
for it? Yel low card in the back, the one that
was seated. I saw the yel low card of the person seated. That’s what the rules say but we
re ally can’t see you back there. Mike 8.
LUCILLE VANZANT (Oklahoma):
Thank you, Bishop Fritz be cause many of
the bishops have not seen in the back, but
thank you for your fore sight ed ness.
BISHOP MUTTI: State your name. I
know it but not ev ery body does.
VANZANT: I rise to speak for this cen ter
be cause too long have we put a dol lar sign
on peo ple. We have in ter pret ers that are inter pret ing to maybe only three peo ple, but
they are God’s children, just like these
9,000, if that’s all it is. And we have more
than that in Oklahoma. They are God’s people and we can’t put a price on min is ter ing
to God’s peo ple. And I just want to thank
the conference for remembering that we
have broth ers and sis ters that don’t equal
the num ber of the ma jor ity. But thank God
you’re with us! Thank you.
BISHOP MUTTI: Thank you. A speech
in fa vor. We’ve had one in fa vor and one
against. Does any one else wish to speak?
Any fur ther word? Mr. Wil liam—hold on a
min ute, I see a green card here at mike 4.
You wish to speak against? Come and state
your po si tion.
PHYLLIS S. FERGUSON (Pacific
Northwest): Earlier in this con fer ence we
did a very emo tional (for me, that is) act of
re pen tance for our sins against slav ery. I’m
not a very emo tional per son and those who
know me, I don’t cry very eas ily. But I cried
that evening, because while we were re pent ing for slav ery, I was also think ing of
what we have done for the in dig e nous people of Amer ica and for other im mi grants
who came early in the life of this coun try. A
mil lion dol lars for 9,000 peo ple is not very
much, es pe cially when those of you, and
perhaps I would include myself, have so
much. And as a pre vi ous speaker, Lu cille,
said “If we’re go ing to be in min is try to people who need for us to min is ter with them,
then we need to put our money where our
mouth is.”
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, a speech in
fa vor. We can take one op posed if some one
wishes to speak in op po si tion. If not, then
we’ll move to the ques tion. Sam Wynn, do
you wish to speak?
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WYNN: Thank you, Bishop. I would like
to clar ify some sta tis ti cal data in ref er ence
to num bers. I would like to point out that in
1982 there were 15,000 Na tive Amer i can
per sons in The United Meth od ist Church. In
2000 there are over 19,000. In 1982 there
were five per sons who were in sem i nary.
To day we have over 40. In 1982 there were
160 min is tries. To day we have over 200. In
1982 there were less than 30 persons or dained as elders in The United Methodist
Church. To day, there are over 60. And the
list can go on. I would say to this con fer ence
that this cen ter is mak ing a dif fer ence. People’s lives are be ing trans formed and, unless my sta tis tics are wrong, we have more
Native American persons in The United
Meth od ist Church than any other Protestant
church in the U.S.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, thank you. I
think you’re ready to vote. It’s Calendar
Item 1379. If you pass this, it’ll be re ferred
automatically for financial consideration.
Please vote when the light ap pears. [Yes,
816; No, 109] And you have approved.
Now the chair wants to re nege on the point
of or der awhile ago. Is that what you were
gonna do also? You re mem ber at the be ginning of this ses sion the co or di na tor of the
calendar lifted items from consideration
from the Con sent Cal en dar. One of those
was Cal en dar Item 1194. Point of or der was
raised say ing it was on the Con sent Cal endar. In fact, we had re moved it at the be ginning of this ses sion, so I think it can be put
for ward to the con fer ence at this time. Mr.
Soliz, do you want to do that at this time?
Do you want to do it? I’m say ing if you want
to put 1194 be fore us. That’s the one that we
started to have Mr. Soliz pres ent and then
there was a point of or der and I erred on that.
HAR MAN: Okay. All right, it is Cal en dar
Item 1194, p. 2093, Pe ti tion 30088 found on
p. 714 of the Ad vance DCA. The com mit tee
rec om mends non con cur rence.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, it’s prop erly
be fore you then. Do you wish to dis cuss it?
Yel low card, come to mike 4. It’s green, isn’t it?
ARDITH ALLREAD (Cal i for nia-Nevada): Earlier in the conference we had
asked pre sent ers to give us a brief state ment
for their ra tio nale. It does n’t have to be a
speech, but a state ment would, I think, help
us to know how to vote.
BISHOP MUTTI: One of the things that’s
con fus ing for us right now be cause part of
that mo tion was also not to do that if there
were a cer tain num ber of per sons. But if
you’d like to have it per haps we could have
the committee per son ad dress it. Do you

want to give us a brief word on that Christine?
HARMAN: The rationale was that it
would keep us clos est to the day of unit ing
and that was the date that was re ferred to.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, one of you
with the green card. Mike 4.
JOSHUA A. ELLIOTT (West Ohio):
Per haps I’m still con fused on the is sue, but
from my un der stand ing it was if there were
ten votes against any thing, or ten votes or
less, then it was left on the con sent cal en dar
and not off, which would mean we would
not have to deal with this at this time.
BISHOP MUTTI: As we ex plained earlier it was the time fac tor that caused us to
have to lift that to day. I think we can deal
with this pretty quickly. Probably faster
than we can de bate whether or not it should
be on the con sent cal en dar. So why don’t
we let us put the ques tion and make the decision. Anybody wish to speak for or
against chang ing the date. In the back, come
to mike 7.
(Pause)
RILEY CASE (North In di ana): I per sonally would like to mark that experience
which ini tially launched us as a move ment
May 24 and I would pre fer that re ally over
against what I would call a un ion date. So I
would like to sup port non con cur rence and
rather the pe ti tion as it orig i nally was.
BISHOP MUTTI: Thank you. A speech
against the rec om men da tion of the com mittee. Down here in front. Mike 2.
(Pause)
NANCY L. DENARDO (West ern Pennsyl va nia): I sat in this sub sec tion and we debated many different dates, but we came
back to the date in April based on the wording in our Book of Dis ci pline in Sec tion 268,
Her i tage Sunday, and it is that, “Her i tage
Sunday shall be ob served on April 23, the
day of 1968, when The United Methodist
Church was created by the un ion of The
Evangelical United Brethren Church and
The Meth od ist Church.” And the rea son being, we did not want to par tic u larly lift up
the May date and just Wes leyan tra di tion
be cause there are so many her i tages of our
church, in clud ing our black churches, that
we felt could be encompassed by staying
with the date in April.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right. In sup port of
the committee’s rec om men da tion of non concurrence, if anyone else wishes to
speak, we’ve had one for and one against.
All right, I think you’re ready to vote. The
recommendation is nonconcurrence. You
push one if you wish to sup port the com mit-

2276
tee, two if you do not. Please vote when the
light appears. [Yes, 754; No, 135] And
you’ve sup ported the com mit tee’s rec ommendation.
HARMON: That con cludes our pre sen tation this af ter noon.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right. If the com mit tee mem bers will just hold here, maybe
take a seat. This is going to take a little
while, I think. We’ve, uh, this has been
pretty easy. It’s go ing to get more com plicated now be cause we’ve got a re port from
the Ju di cial Coun cil as you re quested. It’s
got sev eral im pli ca tions to it. One of which
came back and was con sid ered by the commit tee, I think, and it’s the chair’s un derstanding that Mr. Douglas would be
rec og nized now to sub mit a mo tion for recon sid er a tion.(Pause) You want to read the
rul ing first? All right. Well, we were try ing
to de cide what’s the best way to do this and
we don’t want to con fuse you. The sec re tary
would read the rul ing from Ju di cial Coun cil
and maybe Ms. Mar shall iden tify the pe tition that went to the Ju di cial Coun cil so that
we’ll know which one we’re re spond ing to.
CAR O LYN MAR SHALL: This is Ju dicial Coun cil de ci sion No. 888. It is the request from the General Conference for a
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de clar a tory de ci sion on the mean ing, ap plica tion and ef fect of the adop tion of Pe ti tion
31789 as it re lates to the elec tion of a per son
to the Ju di cial Coun cil to fill the re main ing
four years of an existing eight-year term.
The con clu sion to which the Ju di cial Council came is this. The Gen eral Con fer ence by
its own ac tion in the adop tion of Pe ti tion
31789 GJ 2602D has ne gated the elec tion of
the per son to fill the re main ing four years of
the eight-year term.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, the chair under stands the rul ing, then the coun cil has declared that the va cancy was not there and we
have not, uh, we’ve voted im prop erly. Then
we need to see what we do next and we’re
go ing to try to do that with this mo tion from
Mr. Douglas.
WILLARD H. DOUGLAS (Virginia):
Bishop Mutti and mem bers of the Gen eral
Con fer ence. I voted in the af fir ma tive on
Cal en dar Item 623 and I will call your atten tion to page 1991 of the DCA. The corresponding text is found in the Advance
DCA on page 733. This is a mo tion for recon sid er a tion. If I get a sec ond, Bishop, I
would like to speak to it.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, I hear a second. You may speak.

DOUGLAS: On May 9, this year, which
was yesterday, the General Conference
adopted that Cal en dar Item 623 which is on
page 1991. This came from the Gen eral and
Judicial Administrative Legislative Com mittee which removed the mandatory re tire ment age. The lan guage in the orig i nal
pe ti tion con tains the lan guage that the pe tition shall be come ef fec tive upon adop tion.
But as you can no tice, there is no such language on page 733 of the Ad vance DCA and
so, there fore, we only have one copy in our
com mit tee and the item of the ef fec tive date
was not given to the sub com mit tee or the
sub com mit tee did not deal with it, nor was it
dis cussed in the ple nary of the leg is la tive
com mit tee. And so, we feel that it would be
proper for us to re con sider that mat ter and
then I would have a cou ple of other mo tions
which would re scind it and to re fer it back to
the Ju di cial…Gen eral and Ju di cial Ad ministrative Committee to determine what
should be the effective date, whether it’s
im me di ate or whether it would ap ply next
year.
BISHOP MUTTI: All right, Mr. Douglas
did vote for it, it’s prop erly made. Is there a
sec ond for re con sid er a tion? All right. It is
de bat able. Let’s hear what the house has to
say. Question? All right, where are you?
Yes? Green card, go to mike 4.

