37.   The Faith and Order Committee

	Contact Name and Details:
	The Revd Dr Peter Phillips Secretary of the Faith and Order Committee       p.m.phillips@durham.ac.uk


The Faith and Order Committee offers both theological scrutiny for the work of the Connexional Team and the Conference, as well as theological consultation for work being conducted throughout the Connexion.  The Committee is grateful for the support of a Connexion-wide network of Methodist people who volunteer their skills and expertise to support the work of the Committee and the ongoing assistance of members of the Connexional Team and many other people across the Connexion. The committee drafts, scrutinises and comments on reports from its own members or from other parts of the Methodist Church, makes recommendations to the Council and the Conference, offers advice on issues related to the Faith and Order of the Methodist Church and reports directly to the Methodist Conference.  

In this report, the Committee outlines the main areas in which it has been working during the present connexional year. The work of the Committee has been hampered through this connexional Year by the absence (through ill-health) of the Secretary of the Faith and Order Committee as its Executive Officer and regrets the subsequent delay of a number of pieces of work to which this absence has contributed.   

1.
Responses requested by previous Conferences

1.1
The Committee has been working on a number of responses to specific Conference resolutions relating to the work of the Committee:
1.2
Christian Zionism (Resolution 14/5, Conference 2010)
The Faith and Order Committee has attempted to develop a number of papers in response to this resolution over the last few years.  However, the Committee has expressed concern over both the content and the process and developed the following report in response to the resolution.

1.2.2
In 2010 the Conference received the report of a working group, entitled Justice for Palestine and Israel. The Conference directed the Faith and Order Committee ”to undertake further work on the theological issues, including Christian Zionism, raised in the report that are needed to guide and support the approach of the Methodist Church to the Israeli/Palestinian situation and to bring a report to Conference” (2010 Conference Agenda, Resolution 14/5).

1.2.3
The Committee has given careful consideration to how it might best fulfil the intentions of the 2010 Conference as expressed in Resolution 14/5. Justice for Palestine and Israel uses the word ‘complex’ and its cognates no fewer than 11 times to describe the historical, political, religious and cultural dimensions of Israel-Palestine. The theological issues raised in the report are no less complex and rank among the most contentious aspects of interfaith relations.

1.2.4
For the Methodist Church to undertake a major piece of theological work on the subject of Israel-Palestine would duplicate work done elsewhere and would be unlikely to contribute anything fresh to the present state of debate. For example, the Anglican Communion Network for Inter Faith Concerns has recently published a relevant report, under the auspices of the Anglican Consultative Council, entitled Land of Promise? An Anglican Exploration of Christian Attitudes to the Holy Land, with special reference to Christian Zionism (November 2012). ‘This report seeks to set out an Anglican response to the phenomenon of Christian Zionism, and to do so within a wider account of Christian thinking about Israel’ (p 7).

1.2.5
Methodists, like Anglicans, have their own particular narrative within the Christian story, and our theological tradition has certain characteristic emphases that may not be shared by others in quite the same way. Nevertheless, the theological resources available to Methodists in thinking about the issues raised by the situation of Israel-Palestine, including Christian Zionism, need not be any different to those available to Christians generally. 

1.2.6
The Committee therefore believes that it would be more useful at the present time to draw attention to a range of relevant theological resources that are presently in the public domain. Any future Methodist study of the theological issues relating to the situation of Israel-Palestine would probably draw on these and other sources, though the Faith and Order Committee recommends that any such work should be undertaken jointly with ecumenical partners.

1.2.7
To enable Methodists to engage with the theological issues raised by the historical, political, economic, religious and cultural situation of Israel-Palestine, the Committee has prepared a short resource list for further reading which will be placed on the Faith and Order section of the Methodist Church Website. The list is neither exhaustive nor comprehensive (the field is simply too vast even to consider such an undertaking) but it is broadly representative of the present state of theological scholarship on the subject.

1.2.8
It should be noted that in this much debated area neutrality is rarely possible, and there will be those who defend enthusiastically some of the resources listed on the website and those who are much more cautious about them. It is important to state, therefore, that the inclusion of specific works in the list should not be taken to indicate any kind of approval or endorsement by the Committee or by the Conference. For this reason, it is worthwhile drawing attention to the fact that published works are listed in alphabetical order, according to the author.

1.3
General Secretary’s Report 2011 (GSR2011) – sections 31-45, 61-64 (resolutions 2/3 and 2/5)


The two resolutions asked for pieces of work to be developed by either the Ministries Committee or the Faith and Order Committee in consultation with the other body.  Conversations have been ongoing throughout on the appropriate way in which that consultation should be developed, especially as the Ministries Committee is currently engaged in a significant amount of work in implementing the Fruitful Field report. It was agreed that each committee would begin work on one of the aspects under joint consideration. Sadly, with ongoing pressures surrounding workload and change of personnel, it has not yet been possible to organise a joint meeting.  The Committee is hopeful that this will be resolved early within the next connexional year and that a report can be made to the 2014 Conference.

1.4
Memorial M13 (2011): Communion mediated through Social Media


A small group is currently working on the response to this memorial and the Committee will bring a report to the 2014 Conference. 

1.5
Memorial M16 (2011): Preaching at Local Arrangement Services

Having produced a number of different drafts involving changes to the Guidance offered; exploration of the nature of ‘preaching material’; and possible redrafting of the whole area of Local Arrangements, the Committee is currently exploring how any proposed changes might be incorporated into the ongoing revision of Local Preaching as part of the Fruitful Field process and the development of the Discipleship and Ministries Learning Network.  It is proposed that any necessary changes be incorporated into that process.
1.6

Encountering Christ the Saviour: Church and Sacraments


The Committee had hoped to have completed its drafting of a response to this report of the World Methodist Council-Roman Catholic Dialogue Commission for this Conference as noted in last year’s agenda. This has not been possible and is not technically required by this date. As such, the response will be brought to the 2014 Conference.

2.
Scrutiny and other work

2.1
The scrutiny work of issues/projects/Council papers has continued during the year. The Committee has offered specific responses to paperwork, continuing involvement in the support of a working group, or commentary on the development of reports.  Where appropriate, specific responses have been sent either to the Cluster Head/Strategic Leader, or directly to the authors of specific reports, or to those providing the lead in various areas of work: 

· Larger than Circuit

· Ministers and Ill-Health/Living with Disabilities

· Equality and Diversity

· Singing the Faith Online Supplement
· Discipleship Materials

· Fruitful Field/Discipleship and Ministries Learning Network

· Joint meeting with Faith and Order Advisory Commission of the Church of England (now established in a regular pattern of meetings)

· Ecumenical Reports

· Diaconal Conversations (JIC)

· Reflection on papers from JIC

· Poverty

· Membership 

· Senior Leadership
· World Methodist Council Worship Material for Aldersgate Sunday

· Liturgical Resources throughout the year
· Participation in Methodist Missionary Society Working Group

3.
Ways of Working: A proposal to develop the Faith and Order Network

3.1
For the last six years, the Committee has been working within a Network structure.  Throughout that period, as previous Conference reports show, we have been constantly reviewing the work that we do and trying to find the most effective way to make use of the network and the resource groups to maximise the work of the Committee and at the same time avoid the creation of a number of semi-autonomous sub-committees.  Our practice over the last few years has identified the strengths and weaknesses of having a Faith and Order Network comprised of resource groups.

3.2
The Network has held two highly successful, well-attended conferences.  These Network Conferences offer a time to engage with Methodist theology in a stimulating and intense way. The Network Conference held in September 2012 allowed the Network and Committee to develop thinking on youth participation and also to explore a number of difficult themes in innovative and creative ways. The Network has allowed us to embrace more people into the Faith and Order work of the Church and to open up that work to make it more transparent, consultative and accountable.

3.3
Experience indicates that the main weakness of a Faith and Order Network comprising separate resource groups is an inevitable tendency to compartmentalise scrutiny work. Rather than allocate work to an individual resource group, the Committee has discovered that the most productive way of working is to create a working group that combines a range of expertise – biblical, theological, historical, ecumenical, etc. Coordinating and administering the work of the resource groups has been far more consuming of the Faith and Order Secretary’s time and energy than was originally conceived.

3.4
Therefore the Faith and Order Committee brings the following recommendations to Conference for approval.
3.5
Recommendations:

3.5.1
The concept of a network to support the work of the Committee, overseen by the Secretary of the Faith and Order Committee will continue. 

3.5.2 Members of the network will no longer be allocated to specific resource groups, which will cease to exist, but will form an approved panel of people with relevant skills and gifts, who can be consulted as necessary and, along with members of the Committee and other key individuals with relevant expertise, be appointed to Faith and Order working groups to undertake specific tasks. The Secretary of the Committee will establish informal interest or focus groups from time to time to facilitate discussion of topics of interest and concern.
3.5.3 The Network Conference should continue to happen either every two or three years but discussions should be held with the Discipleship and Ministries Learning Network to explore whether the conference could be sponsored by the network and seek to enhance the work of the Faith and Order Committee, the Ministries Committee and the wider theological health of the Connexion.  An appropriate funding strategy should be drawn up to share the costs of the conference between the appropriate budget heads.
3.5.4 The Committee will need to give thought to its own composition to ensure that the expertise currently available through the resource groups is found through the Committee membership itself either directly or through connectivity with existing and emerging networks in the Church.
3.5.5 The Committee agreed to set up one sub-committee to continue the work of the Worship and Liturgy Resource Group.  The Liturgical Sub-Committee should be chaired and convened by members of the Committee, but with the rest of its membership drawn from outside of the Committee if necessary to ensure appropriate expertise and experience.  Consideration should be given to whether the sub-committee would benefit from ecumenical participation and appropriate links to existing ecumenical liturgical bodies. 

4.
Statement on Pastoral Care

4.1
The Conference of 2011, under SO 129(3), directed that paragraphs 1-30 and the first two sentences of paragraph 31 of the report The Theology of Pastoral Care were to be treated as a Conference Statement and sent out for consultation, with comments to be sent to the Secretary of the Faith and Order Committee no later than 15 January 2013 “so that a revised Statement can be presented to the 2013 Conference by the Faith and Order Committee”.  (2011 Agenda p. 117)

4.2
A few responses have been received. However, the absence of the Secretary of the Committee has not permitted for the appropriate processing of this item of business in time for the Conference of 2013.

4.3
As such, still in accordance with SO 129(3), the Committee recommends to the Conference that it be permitted to complete the work in the next connexional year and make a further report to the 2014 Conference .  

***RESOLUTIONS
37/1.
The Conference received the report.
37/2.
The Conference amended SO 330 (2) as follows:


(2) The committee will shall appoint specialist resource groups (which together form a Faith and Order Network)a Liturgy and Worship Sub-Committee, chaired and convened by members of the committee but including where appropriate persons who are not members of the committee, in order to assist the committee  in the completion of its tasks.

37/3.
The Conference varied the directions made in 2011 in respect of the draft Conference Statement, the Theology of Pastoral Care, as set out in paragraph 4.3 of the report. 

