
A question addressed to a previous guest – “Why are you trying to take us back to the past?  You are 
doomed to fail.”  Why is it that those who are claiming to love everyone are so hateful during this 
process? 

• Really there are two questions here.  The first is related to going back to the past.  I’m not sure 
the context of this question, so it’s hard to answer.  When I hear “going back to the past” in a 
church context I think of a couple of things…  

o (1) As Christians we are compelled to go back to the past when it comes to the core of 
our faith.  History is essential – it defines who we are and lets us know who God is.  In 
the OT, God’s past redemptive acts inform the present people of God… their identity, 
their purpose, etc.  As followers of Jesus, we believe the fullest expression of God’s love 
and redemption happened in the “Jesus Event” – i.e. his life, death, resurrection – and it 
continues to define us no matter how far in the future we go.  So, we HAVE to go back 
to the past in this sense.  If we don’t, we are not being faithful to Christianity. 

o (2) In another way, sometimes we look back on the recent past as the ideal expression 
of the church.  In this context, “going back to the past” usually means a plethora of 
things, depending on the one expressing it – anywhere from local church programming 
to changing worship styles.  Progressives (in the UMC) will say by staying in the past – in 
cultural terms – we are limiting God’s love and excluding people from understanding 
themselves as children of God.  Sadly, many progressives have thrown the baby out with 
the bathwater – they no longer believe the core doctrines of the orthodox Christian 
faith.  Traditionalists (in the UMC) are not really about the ‘tradition’ of church culture 
per se, but of holding to the theological integrity of Scripture, recognizing that God’s 
holy Word was given to us as a reflection of God’s character.  So adhering to the 
precepts within Scripture is tantamount to living faithfully in any era.  

• The second is about people being hateful during a process of discernment.  When we look at the 
earliest church we see that anytime there is conflict within the nascent church, the followers of 
Jesus entered a discernment process (gathered to discuss, Jerusalem Council, prayed, etc) where 
they wrestled with what God was doing.  In each occasion the church came back to scripture 
and the apostles’ teaching.  And in most circumstances, even when division was inevitable, 
there was growth on the other end.   

 
As our church transitions from UMC to GMC, what changes can we expect to see with Sunday School, 
small groups, and worship?  Are there requirements in place for attendance? 

• The GMC offers a renewal of the things that made Methodism great.  This includes discipleship 
as a core principle, and it is a major emphasis from the denominational leaders.  The GMC 
believes (as John Wesley did) that spiritual formation happens over the bridge of relationships, 
so all members and partcipants in the GMC are encouraged to be involved in spiritually vibrant 
relationships that allow a follower of Jesus to grow.  Whether that is Sunday school or small 
groups or affinity mission clusters… the goal is spiritual growth and transformation.  However, 
unlike John Wesley in his early Methodist movement, the GMC has no requirement for 
attendance. 

• The official statement in the Transitional Book of Doctrine & Discipline:  “The goal of 
transformational discipleship ministry in the Global Methodist Church is to make, develop, and 
nurture disciples of Jesus Christ through small groups where each person is invited, challenged, 
supported, and held accountable in living sanctified lives that reflect the practices, character, 
and mission of Christ.” 

• Regarding language of “accountability” in small groups… this is one aspect of healthy small 
group discipleship, where members of that small group covenant together to hold each other 



accountable.  It is their choice.  This type of accountability has nothing to do with leaders 
outside that group forcing people into small groups or adopting specific behaviors or beliefs 
within that small group. 

• In terms of discipleship groups at Cornerstone, we are still the same now as we were before 
reaffiliation.  We have a handful of Sunday School classes and a number of small groups.  What 
we find is that they both serve the kingdom of God well and lives are being changed. 

 
Several of our members are claiming that if we decide to affiliate to the GMC that we will be choosing 
to exclude gays from our congregation and worship.  Is this true?  Please explain. 

• Because the presenting issue of the theological divide in the UMC has been (for decades) 
sexuality, this is a common refrain we hear.  NO ONE is excluded from participating in the life of 
worship, discipleship, and mission of the GMC including LGBTQ+ persons. 

• The reason this is an issue for some stems from a deeper theological conviction – whether Holy 
Scripture is the revealed word of God offering us the best chance to live life in full; or whether it 
is not.  If we believe it is (a Traditionalist standpoint), then the parameters outlined for us 
regarding sexuality are understood as God’s best for us, and we submit to them in obedience 
and love.  If we don’t believe scripture is the revealed word of God (a progressive standpoint 
accepted by a vast majority of current UMC Bishops), then we are free to define the parameters 
of sexuality in a way that makes sense to us or that is accommodating to the culture around us. 

• The GMC Transitional Book of Doctrine and Discipline:  “We are saddened by all expressions of 
sexual behavior, including pornography, polygamy, and promiscuity, that do not recognize the 
sacred worth of each individual or that seek to exploit, abuse, objectify, or degrade others, or 
that represent less than God’s intentional design for His children. While affirming a scriptural 
view of sexuality and gender, we welcome all to experience the redemptive grace of Jesus and 
are committed to being a safe place of refuge, hospitality, and healing for any who may have 
experienced brokenness in their sexual lives (Genesis 1:27, Genesis 2:24, 1 Corinthians 6:9-20).” 

 
What social causes, seminaries, or other ministries does the GMC support with monies received from 
local churches?  Can local churches opt out of any of these?  Can local churches direct monies on their 
own? 

• I’ll direct you to the GMC website to learn about the many missions we are supporting.  
However, it is helpful to realize that many of these are “in the works.”  As a new denomination, 
we are finding our way in this – albeit surprisingly fast; so, some missions endeavors are better 
articulated than others. 

• I don’t know about opting out or choosing to direct monies on their own. 
• What I do know… at Cornerstone our apportionments are MUCH smaller in the GMC.  Because 

of this, we have greater freedom to pursue and fund ministry in our local community.  That 
makes our people VERY happy, because for years we have wanted to put more funding into 
things like our local school missions, but we were encumbered by our obligations to support the 
UMC. 

• Another major difference… the GMC has no paid District Superintendents.  Instead, there is a 
network of “presiding elders” – clergy who continue in their local churches but have 8 to 10 
other clergy they mentor and keep in touch with. 

 
There was a very long question about the Transitional Leadership Team and the official formation of 
the GMC, and how these related to the Transitional Book of Discipline and how the first General 
Conference of the GMC will adopt it’s first Book of Discipline. 



• Without getting too far into the weeds, here are a few things to note… 
o The international Transitional Leadership Council was elected by an international 

gathering of the Wesleyan Covenant Association with the intent that they would lead 
the establishment of the GMC and the transitional period of the GMC.  Constituents 
included men, women, people of color, and internationals.  Individual conferences are 
established with local efforts, but core leaders must be approved by the Transitional 
Leadership Council.  

o As part of this, a Transitional Book of Discipline was established, which would guide the 
nascent denomination until its first General Conference.  At that time a first official, 
non-transitional (for lack of better word) Book of Discipline will be adopted.  Some 
changes will be made, certainly, because ultimately the Book of Discipline will be the 
work of the people.  However, given the current constituency of the GMC, I doubt there 
will be radical changes regarding theological convictions.  The changes being proposed, 
which I have seen, are more along the lines of when members can be removed from a 
church’s roll… after 2 years, or 1 year, or other? 

o One of the major differences is the name… in the GMC it is called the Book of Doctrine 
and Discipline… an intentional designation to address a major weakness of the UMC… 
namely, that so many believe our ‘foundational bond’ is our system or connectionalism 
rather than our theological convictions.  This is what Bishops mean when they say the 
UMC is NOT a Credal church.   

 
A letter distributed within Trinity states “Exclusion of persons because of their sexuality is the heart 
beat of disaffiliation.”  Several follow up questions related to this. 

• First, sexuality is the presenting issue, so we can’t ignore it.  Most, when they are first engaging 
this issue, will initially understand that this is about sexuality.  However, as they dig deeper, they 
will realize the issue is MUCH bigger than sexuality.  This was the case with our Discernment 
Task Force at Cornerstone.  Several of those who were not in favor of disaffiliation (because they 
thought it was just about sexuality) were astounded and astonished when they learned the 
deeper cancer infecting the UMC.  All but one changed their vote on disaffiliation. 

• Our leaders at Cornerstone located their reasons for disaffiliation from the UMC within the 
following categories… 

o Core Christian Doctrine.  Though the UMC is theologically broad, that umbrella has 
become so large that its orthodox, Wesleyan foundation is at risk of becoming 
irrelevant.  The UMC's progressive theological movement has been eroding theology on 
primary issues for quite some time.  While this won’t show up in our official stated 
theology, UMC leadership has been theologically liberalizing for decades, undermining 
our commitment to core Christian beliefs.  A growing contingent in UMC leadership no 
longer believes in things like Jesus’ death as an atoning sacrifice for our sins; Jesus as the 
only way to God; the bodily resurrection of Jesus; and most critically, that the Bible is 
the inspired, trustworthy, and ‘primary authority for our faith and practice’ as our 
official theology states.  These departures from historic, orthodox Christian faith are 
much more problematic than any presenting issue like sexuality.  These are not places 
where we can compromise as a church and remain faithfully Christian.  What is clear is 
that these primary departures from the core of Christian faith are going to be much 
more prevalent in the future UMC.   

o Covenantal Vows.  The driving issue that has brought our denomination to the point of 
separation is not sexuality but denominational disobedience and disorder.  Bishops and 
clergy are breaking their covenant vows, and persons and bodies who are charged to 



hold them accountable are refusing to do so.  In addition, jurisdictions and annual 
conferences have published statements of non-conformity, openly proclaiming their 
intention to disobey the Book of Discipline until it is changed.  If individuals, caucuses, 
and agencies within the UMC refuse to abide by the covenant, what use is a covenant?  
It undermines the integrity of the institution as a whole, and makes ministry within it 
not only confusing, but also frustrating and painful.  As Bishop Jones stated in his press 
release regarding his early retirement, “The increasing disobedience of bishops, annual 
conferences, jurisdictional conferences and agencies of the UMC makes my service as a 
general superintendent more and more difficult.”   

o Traditional Voices.  As a result of the theological abdication and blatant disobedience 
mentioned above, many of the Traditionalist churches and clergy are leaving, most of 
whom will join the GMC.  This will quickly change the delegate landscape across the 
denomination.  Progressives will have a mightier voice with greater influence while 
orthodox/traditionalists influence will dwindle.  Some of this is already being enacted.  
There are many occasions across annual conferences – including Texas Annual 
Conference – where progressive majorities have been intentionally stifling traditionalist 
and orthodox voices.  What were just conversation topics and questions just a few years 
ago – and not given much weight – are now being put into practice today, often in 
unstated and informal ways.  A Board of Ordained Ministry is proposing requiring 
candidates for ministry to use non-gendered language for God (i.e. God as “Father”).  
Another Board has stated they will not vote in any candidate who believes in the 
‘substitutionary atonement’ of Jesus (i.e. the historic, orthodox belief that Jesus died on 
the cross for our sins).  Young, potential candidates for ministry are being discouraged 
from attending orthodox seminaries.  One influential, ‘centrist’ UM clergy stood in front 
of the 2019 General Conference and referred to Traditionalists as a ‘virus’ that would 
infect the denomination.  He was a frontrunner being considered for bishop.   

o I’m certain there is more to add here, but these were reasons established in fall of 2022.  
Much has happened since then that demonstrates everything listed in these reasons IS 
coming to pass. 

 
What happens if a 2/3 majority is not reached with the first ballot? 

• I am not real sure what happens next, but I can share a few things that may be relevant to this 
question… 

o In 2022 in the Texas Annual Conference a number of churches did NOT reach 2/3.  Of all 
the churches that didn’t reach 2/3, exactly ZERO had a majority voting to stay. 

o Some of those churches… those wishing to disaffiliate – including clergy – left to start a 
new church. 

o I don’t know if churches were able to reschedule a vote for a later time. 
• Also, in the Mid-Texas region, many churches chose not to have a vote, initially believing not 

much would change with the UMC and that traditionalists would still be welcomed.  Then after 
reading news of what actually transpired at the South Central Jurisdiction, a number of those 
churches scheduled a vote and contacted the GMC President Pro Tem of their region. 

 
What do you think will happen to the UMC in the next 5 or 10 years? 

• Several things I believe will happen… 
o Any notion of being “Centrist” has gone.  The line in the sand has been drawn, and every 

clergy and church is having to choose.  For example… Adam Hamilton was a Centrist, 
hailed by many conservatives.  Now a StayUMC advocate, he is the perceived champion 



of the progressive UMC.  Scott Jones was a Centrist too, criticized by many 
conservatives.  Now a GMC bishop, he is the perceived champion of those who left the 
UMC.   

o The UMC will become increasingly progressive, shirking their orthodox heritage.  Of all 
the Bishops elected at Jurisdictional Conferences this year, NOT ONE was a 
Traditionalist.  ALL of them have a progressive understanding of sexuality and marriage, 
including at least 2 that are openly gay and in same sex marriages. 

o Because of this, there will be changes to the current Book of Discipline regarding 
sexuality.  Several annual conferences, bishops, and caucus leaders have already publicly 
stated they are advocating for this. 

o The voice of Orthodox and Traditionalists will be lessened significantly.  
o There will continue to be infighting… Not only will the Orthodox and Traditionalists who 

stayed continue to feel unheard, but the factions within progressivism will begin to butt 
heads.  For instance, liberal feminists and pro-lesbian groups feel that the 
transgendered movement is an attack on womanhood.  These groups, having been 
given prominence in the UMC, will bring their internecine conflicts with them, if not in 
the local church, certainly in the legislative sessions of annual, jurisdictional, and general 
conferences. 

o The pool of Orthodox clergy will dwindle.  There are a number of Orthodox clergy who 
feel ‘stuck’ in the UMC and are waiting for new opportunities to open in the GMC before 
they switch.  Potential clergy either won’t be permitted to be ordained, or they will 
choose a different denomination.  As such, there will be ‘slim pickins’ for orthodox 
clergy in the future (much more so than now), and many churches who perceive 
themselves to be traditionalist are going to be receiving more progressive clergy. 

 
Why should we join the GMC? 

• Here are the reasons Cornerstone Methodist chose the GMC… 
o Closest to UMC while adhering to core Christian beliefs.  After investigation our leaders 

realized, “if you like things the way they are, then we’ll need to change denominations.”  
As the UMC quickly becomes something different, the recently formed GMC is the 
closest theological denomination to the stated theology of the UMC.  GMC is a credal 
church standing on the orthodox doctrine that has sustained the 2,000-year tradition of 
the greater Church.  It has set the historic, orthodox theology as a high priority and a 
foundational quality in considering candidates for ministry, potential leaders, and 
effectiveness of local churches.   

o Connectional nature maintained.  One reason the Discernment Task Force didn’t 
seriously entertain becoming independent is that to be Methodist is to be in connection.  
An independent Methodist is an oxymoron.  Our Biblical and Wesleyan convictions steer 
us to join with others in the mission of making disciples of Jesus, not just in our area but 
also across the globe.  The Transitional Leadership Council of the GMC includes 
Americans, Russians, Africans, Filipinos, and Koreans.  In the GMC we would be joining 
much more than the Texas Annual Conference churches who choose GMC.  Whole 
conferences outside the US have already joined the GMC.  Some international 
denominations not currently in the UMC are leaning toward joining the GMC as well.  
The GMC already has a global identity, which will only intensify in the next few years.  

o More power given to the local church.  The GMC is a leaner, simpler church.  Their 
decentralized approach empowers the local church to make decisions that will best 
allow it to fulfill its mission.  Not having general agencies with large budgets and bloated 



payrolls frees up untold amounts of funding to be used locally.  The GMC has no trust 
clause, so the local church owns and keeps its own property.  Local churches will also 
have a greater voice in the appointment of a pastor and in retaining that pastor for 
longer durations.   

o Missional in nature.  John Wesley was renowned for taking the gospel message to 
places nobody wanted to go.  The GMC plans to live into that ethos.  Recently a leader 
within the GMC shared, “The GMC leadership wants to plant 3500 churches over the 
next 7 years.”  In addition, the GMC has already reached an agreement with Asbury 
Seminary for missional training and resourcing.  Imagine a church that takes seriously 
the Great Commission and works collectively to establish new faith communities in 
Houston, in Texas, in the US, in the Philippines, in Africa… a church that captures God’s 
heart for reaching the lost, the least, the loveless. 

o We are not alone.  From the Texas Annual Conference 250+ churches disaffiliated, a 
vast majority of those joined the GMC.  Many of our neighboring UM churches became 
GM churches.  Across the United States we are seeing the same.  Provisional annual 
conferences have been formed already in Bulgaria and Georgia (US), five more are 
about to be formed, while eleven areas have teams set up working in this direction.  Of 
course, we don’t do something because its trendy.  We don’t follow others blindly 
without cause.  We don’t try to be like other churches.  However, sometimes in our local 
church, it may seem as if we are the only ones doing this – trying to figure out what to 
do next.  The good news is we are not alone.  There are many churches, some before us, 
some after us, who will be in the GMC. 

 
 


