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1. Identify the positive components of one or both resolutions for your context of ministry. [and]
2. Identify the specific concerns that you have about one or both resolutions for your context of ministry.
I greeted  passage of  Mem Guidelines resolution w  huge sense of relief:

my cong  would have been very unsure about MC USA if  dels  had voted to break w  Mem Gs .

we see the Gs  stating God's intent for humans sexuality acc  to Sc .

yes,  can find Scs  to back other views on sexuality.

but we believe  when  take into acc’t  all the broad themes/ trajs  of Sc ,  see  view that affirms  s-s  rels  as wrong.

I know that many were sad/ bitterly disapp  when  Gs  passed.

I was struck at KC  how vocally angry  many were.

I wanted to say, “should you be angry w  me (as one who voted for the Gs )?? 

you would indeed have reason to be angry if I believe Sc  allows us to either include or exclude those in s-s  partnerships and I —out of spite & meanness— decide to choose exclusion. 

but I believe Sc  not vague on the matter. so my vote was not motivated by meanness but by trying-to-follow-Sc . 

if you are sure  ch  should change  Mem Gs , do B  st  w  me —work at helping me see that Sc  is ambiguous on s-s rels , that it’s a Rom 14 issue/ matter of pers  conscience, tolerance.”
we also passed the Forbearance res . 

when I first read it, this is what I understood it to say:

we all know that persons would like to rewrite our ch  statement on sexuality.  during a time of talking-together on this, let's extend grace, love, and forbearance to each other.
here’s language from the res : 

let’s "seek peace and unity as together we discern and seek wisdom" on "whether it is appropriate to bless Christians who are in same-sex covenanted unions." 
but, I was wrong.

when Erv  asked the authors of the res  to give egs  of what forb  would look like, they talked about  congs  deciding about s-s  cov  cerems , and confs  deciding about credentials. 

they saw Forb  as delegate approval to agreeing-to-disagree on s-s , as giving official permission to congs &  confs  to bless s-s unions & credential those in them.

(indeed, that’s how 2 confs —Central and Western—have acted since KC —like they have “freedom...to work things out in their own context.” )

if  Forb  mns  “show grace while we do B  study,” I want that.

if  Forb  mns  that MC USA has voted to “agree to disagree” on s-s , it raises all kinds of qs for my cong  bec  of our strong certainty that  B  writers view all forms of s-s  sex  as against  Creator’s design.

so “agreeing to disag ” on s-s  feels like demoting Sc .  feels like we’re saying a desire to preserve rels  is higher than  desire to observe Sc .

many think our cong’s  interp  of Sc  is wrong.  so let’s do B  st  together.

3. Identify one or two hopes that you have for Virginia Mennonite Conference as we live within these two resolutions.
my hope is that we as a Conf  do not view  Forb  as  officially giving permission to our congs  to act at variance to  M Gs .

bec  our “context” here in VMC is our 2013 FLC statement that if a pastor conducts  s-s  covenant ceremony, “their credentials will be immediately suspended while a review is underway.”

my hope:  VMC will stay together.

I sense many see that happening thru  us growing to value unity more than we value  interps  of Sc  which differ.

there’s some truth to that:  we disagree on many matters.

but we can’t disagree on whether trusting Sc  is essential.  my cong  wants to belong to  broader ch  who can reassure us  Sc  primary.

I believe that will happen as VMC, "discerning and seeking wisdom" together, carefully and openly examines exegetical args  for  ch’s  historic stance, and for  progr  stance.

leaders of many other confs  may not do this out of fear that it will polarize the conf . 

but surely none of us want our polity on s-s  to change (or continue) without delib  B  study on s-s .

plus, we have Clyde!  & he’s fearless (he is the reason we have this consultation).  so I have hope that we will do this B study.

