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Law and Polity Committee
	Contact Name and Details
	Mrs Louise C Wilkins, Conference Officer for Legal and Constitutional Practice
Email: WilkinsL@methodistchurch.org.uk 


SECTION A 

GENERAL REPORT
1. The Law and Polity Committee was directed by the 2012 Conference to undertake various pieces of work.  This report contains many of the Standing Orders amendments which seek to implement the policy decisions of the 2012 Conference. The Committee has also considered matters referred to it by the Methodist Council, other committees and members of the Committee itself.
2. The Committee is charged under Standing Orders with the scrutiny of all new legislation which is proposed to the Conference in order to ensure its coherence with existing usage and Methodist polity.  Various members of the Committee undertake this task and have commented upon all the proposals submitted to the Committee by the Methodist Council and various other bodies.  The Committee also seek to ensure that Standing Orders comply with any changes in legislation.  The introduction of the Charities Act 2011 has led to a number of consequential amendments to Standing Orders and Model Trusts which are set out in this report.
3. The Committee has sought policy steers from the Methodist Council when necessary.  Where changes to policy have been involved the Methodist Council’s report to the Conference contains both recommended changes and the proposed Standing Order amendments which have been drafted and scrutinised by the Committee.
4. Work has continued on matters arising from the decisions of the 2011 Conference on the Modified Circuit Constitution report.  Standing Order amendments have been drafted to reduce the number of officeholders on Church Councils and Circuit Meetings and the Committee continues to work on devising criteria which might be proposed for adoption to identify when a Church Council could be divested of its managing trustee responsibilities.
5. Members of the Committee are also seeking to implement within Standing Orders the principles highlighted in the Safeguarding report to the 2012 Conference.  The Committee’s report to the 2014 Conference will contain recommendations as to the Standing Order amendments that are required to implement the principles highlighted.  
6. There were no special resolutions referred to the Committee by the 2012 Conference.
7. The Committee has a number of ongoing pieces of work.  A significant area of work will be to continue to assist those charged with implementing the recommendations adopted by the resolutions of the 2012 Conference in response to the Fruitful Field Project report and to bring the necessary Standing Order amendments to the 2014 Conference.  The Committee will continue to work with the Working Group charged with the winding up of the Methodist Missionary Society and bring further Standing Order amendments to the 2014 Conference.
8. Members of the Committee have already considered the potential work that will need to be undertaken following the judgment from the Supreme Court in the case of The President of the Methodist Conference vs Preston (previously Moore).  The Committee will work closely with those charged with responding to the judgment over the next connexional year to ensure that any Standing Order, Model Trust or Deed of Union amendments that are required due to the judgment are brought to the 2014 Conference.
9. The committee has appointed the Law and Polity Conference Sub-committee under Standing Order 338(6) as follows: The Secretary of the Conference; the Assistant Secretary of the Conference; the Conference Officer for Legal and Constitutional Practice, Mrs Louise Wilkins (Convenor); the Revds Jim Booth; Jenny Dyer; Colin Smith; David Gamble; Ms Elizabeth Ovey; Mr David Walton (Chair).
***RESOLUTION

21/1.
The Conference received the General Report.

SECTION B

MINOR AMENDMENTS TO CPD 

As usual the committee submits a list of corrections to Constitutional Practice and Discipline consequent upon decisions already taken by the Conference, or to remedy minor errors and omissions.

***RESOLUTION

21/2.
The Conference by way of ratification of corrections already printed in The Constitutional Practice and Discipline of the Methodist Church, made the following amendments:

SO 322(4) ‘It shall keep under review the stationing code of practice and also the guidance contained in Book VII A, Part OA and OB.’

SO 780(1)(vi) ‘…on a recommendation from the the Connexional Team member…’

***RESOLUTION

21/3.
The Conference, by way of minor and consequential corrections, amended Standing Orders 
as follows:


SO 012 Accounts. 
 
(2) ‘... An annual statement of accounts complying with section 42 132 of the Charities Act 
1993 2011 shall be prepared...’

 
(3)  ‘... in accordance with section 43(2)144 of the Charities Act 19932011 or examined 
annually by an independent examiner in accordance with section 43(3)145 of that Act ...’


SO 220 The New Room, Bristol.


(2) The trustees shall be:



(iii) the principal of Wesley College, Bristol;

SO 497 Joint Circuits and Ardal.
(3) Presbyters, deacons and probationers stationed in the Circuit/Ardal in accordance with clauses (3) and (4) of Standing Order 785 shall be members of both Synod Cymru and the Wales Synod, except that each such presbyter and presbyteral probationer shall be answerable in matters of discipline solely to the one Synod as agreed between the Chairs.


SO 911 Indemnity Insurance
 
(6)  ‘... section 73F(3) 189(3) of the Charities Act 19932011.’

SO 970
 

(2)(ii) to properties held or used for the purposes of a church, project or Circuit on the 
official city centre list kept under Standing Order 440(1)


SO 1131 Preparation for Hearing by a Connexional Discipline Committee

(9)
‘ at the meeting hearing’

SECTION C

AMENDMENTS TO MODEL TRUSTS

Two minor amendments are needed to the Model Trusts, to bring them in line with recent changes in charity legislation. 

***RESOLUTION

21/4.  
(Special resolution – first year)


The Conference amended the Model Trusts as follows: 


16 General powers of managing trustees. .... 

(n)
‘ ... section 82333 of the Charities Act 19932011; ...’ 


26 Protection of purchasers. ... 
 
(2)(c)
‘...section 82 333 of the Charities Act 1993 2011...’ 

SECTION D

AMENDMENT TO STANDING ORDER 955

M18 District levy on funds allocated for replacement schemes

The North East Somerset and Bath (7/13) Circuit Meeting (Present: 53. Voting: unanimous) request that the Conference exempts moneys held in a Circuit Advance Fund from the proceeds of sale where a replacement scheme has been agreed or is planned, from the annual levy on such Advance Funds, enabling the planning of such replacement schemes to be undertaken with more certainty and reducing administrative burdens at Circuit and District level.

Reply

The Conference thanks the North East Somerset and Bath Circuit Meeting for this memorial.  It notes that Standing Order 955(6)(b) already provides an exemption from this levy to District Advance Funds for “money raised by any appeal specifically for the acquisition of land or erection or alteration of any building.” However, it accepts that any proceeds from property sales that are to be designated as replacement projects would not qualify for this exemption and refers the matter to the Law and Polity Committee to be reviewed for report back to the Conference of 2013.

Report
The Law and Polity Committee does not take positions on issues of policy unless required to do so, but on this occasion was instructed by the Conference to review the question raised by the memorial, which involves such an issue, being very straightforwardly whether circuit model trust capital money consisting of the proceeds of the sale of property disposed of with the intention or prospect of being expended in or towards a replacement project should be subject to the levy in favour of the district Advance Fund imposed by Standing Order 955(6).

There is already some indication of a Conference policy as to the treatment of replacement projects.  It is to be found in Standing Order 973, which exempts, pro rata, from the levy for the connexional Priority Fund, the proceeds of a disposition which are to be employed in or towards such a project where “consent to the disposition …. has been granted on that basis” (our emphasis) and the project is implemented within five years.  In the understanding of the committee that is evidence of an approach which treats it as fair and reasonable that where an asset used for local church or circuit purposes has been disposed of in order to acquire a replacement, also to be used for those purposes, and both aspects of that project have been approved by the appropriate authorities under Standing Orders, no part of the money needed to carry the second stage into effect should meanwhile be diverted by higher bodies to other uses.  That is an approach which the committee finds entirely understandable and unsurprising.

On that basis the committee sees no persuasive ground for a different approach to the levy under Standing Order 955(6).  Although nominally smaller than that under Standing Order 973 it far exceeds, for a fund of any consequence, when exacted, any income which the money could be earning, and so encroaches even on the nominal value of the capital, let alone its real value after inflation.  Its impact on replacement projects is capricious, in that being levied only on year-end balances it may, by the chances of the calendar, strike once, or more than once, or not at all, on a particular project.  

The committee therefore recommends that proceeds exempt under Standing Order 973 should also be eligible for an exemption under Standing Order 955(6), although the wording required will not be precisely the same, because of differences in the way the two levies operate.  The memorial seeks exemption more widely, where a replacement project has been “agreed or planned”.  That is, in the committee's judgment, too vague a test.  Agreed or planned by whom?  How firm are the plans?  It also potentially dispenses with an important element of the justification for exemption, namely that, in the words used above, “both aspects of [the] project have been approved by the appropriate authorities”.

The committee brings amendments to Standing Orders giving effect to that recommendation, if adopted by the Conference. 

Proposed amendments to Standing Orders:-
955 Model Trust Money. (1)–(5) [revoked]

 (6) (a) Subject to sub-clause (b) below a contribution shall be made annually to the relevant district Advance Fund from the model trust capital money held in each Circuit at the end of the year, as follows:

(i) 
up to £100,000 or the first £100,000 2½%;

(ii)
 on any excess over £100,000 but not exceeding £250,000 5%;

(iii)  on any excess over £250,000  7½%.

 
    (b) Sub-clause (a) above does not apply: 

(i)  to capital money held for long-term investment to yield income used for the work and mission of the Circuit in accordance with a circuit policy approved by the district Synod, nor

(ii)  to money raised by any appeal specifically for the acquisition of land or the erection or alteration of any building, nor

(iii)  to the proceeds of any disposition completed within the last five years, so far as they are to be employed in or towards a replacement project and consent to the disposition has been granted under Section 93 on that basis.

***RESOLUTION
21/5.  
The Conference adopted the report as its reply to M18(2012) and amends Standing Order 
955(6)(b) as set out in the report.

SECTION E 

AMENDMENTS TO SO 510, SO 514, SO 610 AND SO 613
Report

The 2012 Conference received a report from the Committee on the question of whether Church Councils and Circuit Meetings are to be understood as open meetings.  The report reached the following conclusion:

The committee judges that the default position is openness, but that it is desirable for the Conference to give a policy direction for the future and then for Standing Orders to make that explicit and to provide direction and/or guidance as to who else can in the default situation attend and as to circumstances in which the meeting will need to go into closed session. (2012 Agenda p 244)
The Committee invited the Conference to express its mind on the issue of policy and to direct the Committee to clarify Standing Orders accordingly and make supplementary provision.

The Conference adopted the following resolutions:

21/15  
The Conference resolves that unless a Church Council or Circuit Meeting otherwise directs, as it should be entitled to do, its meetings should be open to other members of the Local Church or Circuit respectively and to non-members who are active in the life of that church or Circuit, on the terms expressed in Standing Orders 610(3) and 510(3).


21/16  
The Conference instructs the Law and Polity Committee to bring to the Conference in 2013 amendments to Standing Orders giving effect to Resolution 15 and further recommendations and amendments, as proposed in the report.

The Committee now brings amendments to Standing Orders in compliance with those instructions.   

The closing words of SO 514(3)(a) and 613(3)(a) deal, as directed, with those who can attend open sessions.

SO 514(3)(d) and 613(3)(d) provide the required direction and guidance as to when there should be closed sessions.  In the Circuit Meeting ministerial invitations are included for obvious reasons.  In the Church Council admission to membership is included because SO 050(4) requires the council to be “satisfied of each candidate’s sincere acceptance of the basis of membership in the Methodist Church as shown by evidence of life and conduct, by fidelity to the ordinances of the Church and by the maintenance of Christian fellowship in the means of grace.”   In both bodies occasions when voting is by ballot are included because such a requirement or decision is itself an indication of the confidential nature of the business.

Proposed amendments to Standing Orders:-
510 (3) The Circuit Meeting may invite other church members in the Circuit and non-members who are active in the life of the Circuit to attend its meetings and shall in particular, wherever possible, encourage young people to do so. Those who thus attend are not members of the meeting; they are entitled to speak but not to vote nor to propose or second any resolution.

610 (3) The Church Council may invite other members of the Local Church and non-members who are active in the life of the church to attend meetings of the Church Council and shall in particular, wherever possible, encourage young people to do so. Those who thus attend are not members of the council; they are entitled to speak but not to vote nor to propose or second any resolution.

514 (3) The Circuit Meeting may resolve from time to time to go into closed session and to exclude visitors from all or part of the proceedings.
Insert:-
514(3)(a)  In this clause “closed session” means a meeting of the Circuit Meeting, or part of a meeting, at which only persons who are members of the Circuit Meeting for the business in hand are present, and “open session” means one open also to other members of the Circuit, to non-members active in its life and to any other person specifically invited by the Circuit Meeting to attend a particular meeting or for particular business. 

(b)  Except as provided in sub-clause (d) below meetings of the Circuit Meeting are in open session.   

        (c)  In open session persons who are not members of the Circuit Meeting may speak but not vote nor propose or second any resolution.   The Circuit Meeting shall in particular encourage young people to attend its open sessions.
(d)  The Circuit Meeting may at any time resolve that a particular meeting or meetings be held, or particular business dealt with, in closed session, and shall do so whenever considering ministerial invitations or any other business on which it is required, or decides, to vote by ballot.  It shall consider carefully whether to do so before embarking upon or continuing any business which may occasion statements which should be kept in confidence or which involve personal criticism.  

613 (3) The Church Council may resolve from time to time to go into closed session and to exclude visitors from all or part of the proceedings.

Insert:-
613(3)(a)  In this clause “closed session” means a meeting of the Church Council, or part of a meeting, at which only persons who are members of the council for the business in hand are present, and “open session” means one open also to other members of the Local Church, to non-members active in its life and to any other person specifically invited by the council to attend a particular meeting or for particular business. 

(b)  Except as provided in sub-clause (d) below meetings of the Church Council are in open session.   

(c)  In open session persons who are not members of the council may speak but not vote nor propose or second any resolution.  The Church Council shall in particular encourage young people to attend its open sessions.
 (d)  The Church Council may at any time resolve that a particular meeting or meetings be held, or particular business dealt with, in closed session, and shall do so whenever considering admission to membership or any other business on which it is required, or decides, to vote by ballot.  It shall consider carefully whether to do so before embarking upon or continuing any business which may occasion statements which should be kept in confidence or which involve personal criticism.

*** RESOLUTION
21/6.  
The Conference amended SO 510, SO 514, SO 610 and SO 613 as set out in the report.

SECTION F
AMENDMENTS TO SO 911 
Report

The 2012 Conference amended paragraph 16(o) of the Model Trusts to remove Scotland and Guernsey from this provision.  This amendment was made on the basis that clarification would be provided to the 2013 Conference as to whether charity trustees in Scotland and Guernsey have a statutory right to purchase trustee indemnity insurance from the charity’s income.
SO 911 is supplementary to the statutory provisions permitting charity trustees to use income to purchase trustee indemnity insurance and seeks to regulate the exercise of this statutory power.  
Clarification has now been provided.  Section 127 of Part 9 of the Public Services Reform (Scotland) Act 2010 inserted section 68A into the Charities and Trustee Investment (Scotland) Act 2005  and this provides a statutory power to charity trustees in Scotland to use the charity’s income to purchase trustee indemnity insurance.   In respect of Guernsey, charity trustees are provided with a statutory power under section 35 of The Trusts (Guernsey) Law 2007 to purchase trustee indemnity insurance.   
It is therefore proposed that SO 911 be amended to reflect the statutory legislation:
Proposed amendments to Standing Order:-
911 Indemnity Insurance. (1) This Standing Order applies only in England and Wales, Scotland and the Bailiwick of Guernsey.

 (2) This Standing Order applies to members of church courts acting as charity trustees within the meaning of legislation relating to charities, and in particular to all managing trustees of model trust property. In this Standing Order ‘trustees’ means all such persons.
 (3) This Standing Order regulates the exercise by trustees of any statutory power to arrange for the purchase of insurance designed to indemnify them against personal liability in respect of any breach of trust or breach of duty committed by them in their capacity as charity trustees. Its requirements supplement, not replace, those of the relevant statute or statutes.

 
Other Jurisdictions 

There is no statutory power for charity trustees within Jersey or the Isle of Man to purchase trustee indemnity insurance from the charity’s income so it is necessary for Model Trust 16(o) to remain applicable to local churches and circuits in Jersey and the Isle of Man.
***RESOLUTIONS
21/7.
The Conference amended the SO 911 as set out in the report.

SECTION G

AMENDMENTS TO SO 101, SO 123 AND 124

Report
It has become apparent to the Committee that there are an unnecessary plethora of titles for the Records and Journal Secretaries.  
It is no longer considered necessary to have separate titles for the Journal Secretary and Assistant Record Secretary as it is always intended that a presbyter will be appointed Assistant Record Secretary and the same person will fulfill the role of Journal Secretary.  There is no mention of Assistant Record Secretary of the Representative Session within Standing Orders.  The only reference to Assistant Record Secretary is in SO 101(3) which states that the Assistant Record Secretary of the Presbyteral Session shall be appointed and that person shall be responsible for presenting any memorials business.  
It is therefore proposed that the role of Assistant Record Secretary is subsumed into the role of Journal Secretary, and that Standing Orders reflect current practice by saying that in the Representative Session the Record will be compiled jointly by the Journal Secretary and Record Secretary.  If both are presbyters (as at present), they will fulfill the same role in the Presbyteral Session, but, if either is not a presbyter, then an additional officer will need to be appointed to undertake this work in the Presbyteral Session.  The Committee does not consider it necessary to specify within the Standing Orders the title of the person who will present memorials at the Presbyteral session.
The following Standing Order amendments are therefore proposed:

101(3)  The officers to be appointed for the Presbyteral Session, being presbyters, shall be the assistant secretary of the Conference, the record secretary and the assistant record secretary (who shall also be responsible for presenting the report of the Memorials Committee).   If either or both of the record secretary and the Journal secretary are not presbyters, one or two (as necessary) Presbyteral Session record secretaries, being presbyters, shall be appointed for the Presbyteral Session.
123(1)  A record of the proceedings of the Conference shall be compiled by the record secretary and the Journal secretary appointed under Standing Order 101(1) and any Presbyteral Session record secretaries appointed under Standing Order 101(3).  The record of each day's proceedings...

It is also noted that SO 124(9) still provides for the Journal Secretary being the person responsible for the annual amendment of CPD and its publication.  In practice this responsibility rests with the Officer for Legal and Constitutional Practice and it therefore proposed that the Standing Order is amended to reflect the existing practice.
The following Standing Order amendments are proposed:-
124 (9) Those general resolutions of the Conference embodied in Standing Orders shall be published with the Deed of Union, the Model Trusts and other appropriate texts under the title ‘The Constitutional Practice and Discipline of the Methodist Church’. Amendments or an amended edition shall be published annually and prepared for publication by the Journal secretary Officer for Legal and Constitutional Practice. Every minister in the active work and every probationer shall possess a copy and receive annually the amendments or amended edition, the cost of which shall be an expense recoverable, in the case of persons in appointments within the control of the Church, from the Circuits or other bodies responsible for provision of their stipends.

***RESOLUTION
21/8.
The Conference amended the SO 101(3), SO 123(1) and SO 124(9) as set out in the 
report.

SECTION H

AMENDMENTS TO SO 013
Report

The Committee has noted that where a Pastoral Committee is appointed following a referral by two persons under SO 013(4) there is no right of appeal.
A Pastoral Committee can be appointed under SO 013(4) where the person who has the power to suspend an officeholder, being the responsible officer, has not exercised their power to suspend and therefore two people being either ministers or members of the Methodist Church have referred the matter of suspension to a Pastoral Committee.  If the Pastoral Committee were to decide to suspend the officeholder the current provisions do not provide the officeholder with any right of appeal.  It is important to note that the officeholder would have a right of appeal if they had been suspended by the responsible officer.
The Committee considers the intention of SO 013 to be that all officeholders should have a right of appeal against a suspension and that the lack of a right of appeal following a referral under SO 013(4) is an anomaly.  
The Conference is invited to endorse the judgment of the Committee that all officeholders suspended under SO 013 should have a right of appeal.

The following amendments to Standing Orders are proposed: (Daily Record 5/23)
013 (4)  Any two persons, being ministers or members, may request the responsible officer in writing to exercise his or her powers under clause (3) above and, if dissatisfied with the response, may refer the matter to the Pastoral Committee.

(4A)  On a reference under clause (4) above the Pastoral Committee shall determine its own procedure, shall consider whether the office-holder should be informed of the hearing, and may impose any suspension within the scope of clause (3) above. If it does so clause (3A) above shall apply to the Committee as it does to a responsible officer in like case.
(5)  The office-holder may appeal to the Pastoral Committee against any suspension by the responsible officer under clause (3) or (4) above and against any suspension imposed by a Pastoral Committee under clause (4A) above.
(6)  On a reference under clause (4) above, an appeal under clause (5) above or an application by anyone other than the office-holder to the Pastoral Committee under clauses 8(ii) and (9) below the committee shall ensure that the office-holder is informed of, and has an adequate opportunity to deal with, the reasons why suspension is requested, has been imposed or is sought to be varied or extended, and the facts relied upon in support of those reasons, and subject to that shall determine its own procedure. It may discharge, vary or extend any suspension already imposed and may itself impose any suspension within the scope of clause (3) above. If it imposes or extends a suspension clause (3A) above shall apply to the committee as it does to a responsible officer in like case.

(7)(a)  Where an office is held by virtue of an election or appointment (including the stations) for a finite period not exceeding one year, the maximum term of any suspension imposed under this Standing Order, including any extension, shall be until the expiration of the period of office arising from the latest election or appointment made before, at or not more than three months after the beginning of the suspension.

(b)  Where sub-clause (a) above does not apply the maximum term shall be one year.

(8)  Save as provided in clause (5) above tThere shall be no appeal from a decision of the Pastoral Committee under this Standing Order, but without prejudice to:

(i) fresh recourse to the procedures of this Standing Order on the basis of facts not previously existing or not previously known;

(ii) the right to apply for the discharge, variation or extension of any subsisting suspension on the ground of change of material circumstances.

(9)  Any application under clause (8) (ii) above shall be made to the responsible officer unless another reference, appeal or application to the Pastoral Committee under clause (4) or (5) above or this clause is already pending or has been dealt with, in which case it shall be made to the Pastoral Committee. Application may be by the office-holder or by any two persons, being ministers or members, or (if to the Pastoral Committee) by the responsible officer. The office-holder or the applicants may appeal to the Pastoral Committee against any decision of the responsible officer on such an application.

(10)  The Pastoral Committee may be differently constituted on different references, applications or appeals, and there shall be no common members of a Committee who imposed a suspension under clause (4A) above and any Committee considering an appeal against that suspension.

***RESOLUTIONS
21/9.
The Conference endorsed the Committee’s judgment that the intention of SO 013 is that 
all officeholders suspended under this Standing Order should have a right of appeal.

21/10.
The Conference amended the SO 013 as set out in the report.

SECTION I

AMENDMENTS TO STANDING ORDER 211

Report

The hearing of The President of the Methodist Conference vs Preston (previously Moore) took place in February 2013 at the Supreme Court.  The judgment is not expected until early to mid May 2013 and it is therefore unrealistic for a substantial report or any proposals to be brought to the 2013 Conference following receipt of the judgment.  
It is appreciated that depending on the outcome of the judgment it may be necessary to make immediate amendments to Standing Orders.  SO 211(1) currently only allows the Methodist Council to amend Standing Orders where legislation is enacted which makes the Standing Orders illegal.  The Committee recommends to the Conference that SO 211(1) should make provision for the Methodist Council to amend Standing Orders where a Court judgment in one of the Home Districts renders the Standing Orders illegal or inconsistent with the judgment.  This proposal was reported to the Methodist Council in April 2013 and is supported by the Council.

The view of the Committee is that it is necessary to provide the Council with the power to amend Standing Orders in order to ensure that Standing Orders comply with both the common law developed through decisions of courts of law and statutory legislation.
The following Standing Order amendments are proposed:-
211 General Powers. (1) (a) Between the close of any Conference and the opening of the next succeeding Conference the Methodist Council is authorised to act on behalf of the Conference, provided that with the exception expressed in sub-clause (b) below such action is not contrary to the Deed of Union or Standing Orders or to any subsisting resolution of the Conference.

 (b) The exception referred to is that if legislation is at any time legislation is enacted  or judgment is delivered by a court of law in any territory within the Home Districts in consequence of which any Standing Orders or subsisting resolutions of the Conference are illegal, or no longer achieve their intended purpose, or fail to give effect to legal requirements, the council may, so far only as it judges necessary to meet any such defects within that territory before the next meeting of the Conference, revoke, amend, add to or suspend any such Standing Orders or resolutions or take other actions which would, but for this sub-clause, be contrary to their effect.

 (c) The council shall not delegate any powers exercisable only by virtue of sub-clause (b) above.

 (d) If the council takes any action authorised only by sub-clause (b) above it shall be reported to the next Conference and shall cease to have effect at the close of that Conference unless meanwhile ratified by it.

***RESOLUTIONS

21/11.
The Conference endorsed the Committee’s judgment that the Council needs to be provided with the power to amend Standing Orders where it is necessary to do so in response to a Court judgment.

21/12.
The Conference amended SO 211 as set out in the report.

NEW SECTION J          
AMENDMENTS TO STANDING ORDERS 150 AND 210
Further to the Law and Polity Committee report found at p 241-255 of the Agenda there are two further Standing Order amendments that the Committee proposes to the Conference.

The amendments to SO 210(1)(vi) are minor and consequential in light of changes made to SO 213(1) which sets out the membership of the Strategy and Resources Committee.  

The proposed amendment to SO 150(2)(ii) reflects the fact that this Standing Order has previously been amended to require two rather than three presbyters to be appointed to serve for three years and therefore one retiring each year is no longer possible.  

210 
The Methodist Council

(1)(vi) the chair and two of the members of the Strategy and Resources Committee appointed under Standing Order 213(1)(i)A), nominated by the committee;

150
Business Committee

(2) (ii) two other presbyters appointed by the Conference in its Presbyteral Session to serve for three years, one retiring each year sequentially, with power for the Methodist Council to fill casual vacancies;

The Law and Polity Committee proposes that SO 210(1)(ix) is amended to remove reference to the Committee for Racial Justice given the recommendation in the report of the Methodist Council that SO 336 be suspended for a further year.  The proposed amendment seeks to ensure that whether or not there is a Committee for Racial Justice, the concerns of racial justice are represented on the membership of the Council.

210 
The Methodist Council

(1)(ix) two representatives, not being members of the Connexional Team, nominated by the Committee for Racial Justice representing the concerns of racial justice.
***RESOLUTION

21/13.
The Conference amended SO 210(1)(vi), 150(2)(ii) and SO 210(1)(ix) as set out in the report.
