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WORLD WIDE CHURCH


Topics for Consideration


National Federation of Asian American United Methodists


The following topics for consideration emerge out of the Christian living, witness, and service of Asian Americans in the US through The United Methodist Church (UMC), as well as through our heritage in Wesleyan/Methodist roots in South, East, and Southeast Asia—many of which are national independent Methodist Churches—from which we have come. 


I. BASIC ASSUMPTIONS

1.  The UMC is a distinct denomination apart from other denominations, but it is a part of the Church Universal.  Early Methodists join their Bands and Classes but saw themselves in an ever-expanding series of concentric circles: Societies, Districts, the Conference, the Church of England, and the Church Universal.  Hence, our historic denominational and ecumenical perspective and involvements have been shaped by these factors and experiences.  Attempts to act like The Church Universal of Jesus Christ in its totality is alien to our roots.   The Church Universal is at once world wide, and yet diverse in its historical origins in regional manifestations of God’s ongoing mission.


2.  Any attempt to become one uniform world wide church apart from other branches of the Church Universal is alien to our identity, self-aggrandizing, and an affront to God. 


3.  Any church aspiring to world wide status should be modest about their global coverage and recognize they are one of many other religious bodies, some of whom are much more global, e.g., Roman Catholics, and increasingly, Pentecostals, Mormons, and Muslims.


4. The UMC, in its move to be a world wide church, should be cognizant of its US-centricity and the continuing nature of central conferences existing in the periphery. 


5.  Because we are finite creatures defined by our historic origins and geographic contexts, the church is expected to order its life accordingly.  


6.  The UM “connection” is truly admirable, but requires adaptation and strengthening at several points. 


7.  The basic purpose of redefining and reshaping connections is to fulfill our mission of “making disciples of Jesus Christ for the transformation of the world.”  Simply stated, we are seeking various ways to order our lives, not only organizationally, but also in ministries in God’s mission, and of the disciples we nurture.


8.  This list of suggestions for consideration will therefore explore more concretely contextualizing regions and connections of The UMC.


ORDERING OUR LIVES

1.  At the 2012 General Conference, an agreement was reached to regionalize the connection in relation to various contexts.


2. Conduct Regional Conferences in 2014, to identify for a quadrennium (2014-2018) the process of contextualizing the four foci of ministries in Regions of The UMC:  (1) The USA, in Annual Conferences, Jurisdictions, and General Boards and Agencies; (2) African Central Conferences, (3) European Central Conferences, (4) and The Philippines.


3. Launch concurrently at the Regional Conferences an exploration by Regions on how they can contribute to each other’s contextualizing of the connections.


4.  At the 2016 General Conference, review the progress on the process, with correctives discovered from others.


5.  At the 2018 Regional Conferences, clarify further contextualizing ministries and the connection.


6.  Reorder The UMC at the 2020 General Conference into Regional bodies, with allowances for distinct roles of particular Regions.  All delegates will be financially reimbursed by their Regions.


7.  Regional bodies gather for their 2022 meetings to review the progress and propose adjustments in contextualizing and connectionalism.


8.  Meet as 2024 General Conference of The UMC for purposes established at the 2020 General Conference, including mission, foci in ministries, and further adjustments as required. 


CONCRETE SUGGESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION

The following examples will highlight the role of General Boards and Agencies based in the US.  The basic shift for their outreach is to enable Regions outside the US to develop their own Boards and Agencies within mutually established timelines to focus on their situations and to do so in partnership with other Wesleyan/Methodist bodies, and/or ecumenical Councils.  Such a shift will allow the US General Boards and Agencies to continue to focus their outreach and ministries regionally without having to concern themselves with ministries in contexts they have little familiarity with and to work in partnership with other regions and bodies. Annual Conferences and local churches in the US will also continue contextualizing of ministries and developing new connections.


1.  The GCCUIC could be asked to work with the Colleges of Bishops so that they can promote in UMC Regions the development of deeper partnerships within their Regions with other Wesleyan/Methodist denominations, particularly Pan-Methodist partners where relevant, and regional Councils of Churches for ministries. 


2. The GBOD could be requested to work with WMC networks emerging in youth and young adult ministries, Christian educators, etc., to contextualize the nurturing of faith, witness, and service, with resources and leaders appropriate to the situation.  The same could apply to ministry by women.  GBHEM could explore the same through medical institutions.


3. The GBHEM could continue to nurture faculty and seminaries through AUMTS and IAMSCU for cross-cultural contributions, build bibliographical resources, and create distant theological learning programs with WMC partners in indigenous languages. Translating material into Spanish has already happened; and international Portuguese resources in distant learning have been developed between Brazilian Methodists and UMC for Angola and Mozambique, as well as other resources in French. 


4. The GBGM could highlight partnerships with WMC and other Councils of Churches in the Regions to develop joint missional efforts rather than basing them in our Board alone. 


5. An interagency effort could nurture stewardship for self-development, for example, through micro-financing in agriculture, craft collectives, education, small business, etc.  


An indigenous church in Rwanda has pursued micro-financing among its constituency since the genocidal war.  They are now independent of foreign assistance, building Cathedrals, schools, clinics, etc.!


We need to end the humiliating and potentially corrupting vocation of Central Conference bishops who have to compete with each other in mobilizing financial support for their episcopal area from Annual Conferences in the US and Europe!

The shift of focus will be leadership in self-development throughout the connection, with attending stewardship of self and resources for God’s mission.


6.  Each Region should set a time frame for incremental progress and eventual goal with Three-Self ministries throughout the Regions—that is, Self-propagation, Self-determination, and Self-support—as a basic goal to fulfill the mission and ministries.


CONCLUSION

If we were to take seriously the nature of a world wide church for our denomination, we must first and foremost be ready to move away from being a US-centric church.  We control the resources, especially monetary, and hence can inadvertently create a situation of dependence for central conferences. If we are serious about a world wide church, we should work towards parity of relationship with central conferences, working with them to achieve self-determination, self-propagation, and self-support. In so doing, we create multiple centers for The UMC. All of the above we have suggested will strengthen our mission of “making disciples of Jesus Christ for the transformation of the world” through the four foci of ministries.  
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