POSSIBLE CONSEQUENCES OF POSSIBLE ACTIONS
REGARDING MARRIAGE EQUALITY
DOCUMENT OVERVIEW
On June 24, 2015, the U.S.
Supreme Court (SCOTUS) issued
a ruling in favor of marriage
equality, which legally recognized
same-sex marriages in all 50
states. Prior to that time, United
Methodist pastors in states where
marriage equality was already in
place faced a major dilemma,
and since the 2015 SCOTUS
decision this dilemma extends
to all UM clergy. That is, should
they minister to and perform
weddings for all congregants,
including LGBTQ members? Or
should pastors uphold the Book of
Discipline, which requires them to
fully minister to some and not to
others?
Current church policy poses
a challenge for laity as well.
Individuals who value inclusion
and equality may wrestle
with their participation and
stewardship in a congregation
whose actions do not align with
their core beliefs. Along those
same lines, laity who embrace
more traditionalist theological
views about the bible and Book
of Discipline may find discussions
and steps toward equality for all
members to be misaligned with
their core beliefs.
Nationwide, there are a number
of congregations in which clergy
and laity have decided to be
in ministry with all rather than
exclude any. This document
highlights the actions that some
churches have taken and the
potential consequences for both
clergy and laity. Where possible
a case study, that is, precedents
or known examples from the
connection, are provided.
Please note that this document
is informational and meant for
conversation and discussion.
As always, the Discernment
Team encourages everyone to
prayerfully discern the ways that
God is calling FUMC Austin to be
in ministry together and with our
neighbors.
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SCENARIO 1: FUMC Austin clergy officiate at same-sex wedding ceremonies,
regardless of location.
SCENARIO 2: Same-sex weddings are held on FUMC Austin premises, whether
FUMC Austin clergy or other clergy officiate the ceremonies.
Consequences:

Any United Methodist lay or clergy member, within or outside of the Rio Texas
Annual Conference, could file a complaint against Taylor Fuerst as senior pastor.
Michael Mumme and Cathy Stone, as associate pastors, could also face complaints.
• A complaint would be possible if same-sex weddings are conducted on FUMC
Austin’s premises and/or Taylor or other clergy conduct a same-sex wedding.
• Complaints would be based on the violation of ¶2702.1(b) of the 2016
Book of Discipline which includes “conducting ceremonies which celebrate
homosexual unions; or conducting ceremonies or performing same-sex wedding
ceremonies.”
• Allowing same-sex weddings to occur within the church facilities, because
it is expressly prohibited by the Book of Discipline, could also be considered
a chargeable offense under ¶2702.1(d) as “disobedience to the order and
discipline of the United Methodist Church.”
• Elders bear the responsibility for any services of worship that take place on
their premises, thus same-sex wedding ceremonies performed by non-United
Methodist clergy on FUMC Austin premises are still problematic.
• With regard to marriage ceremonies, ¶340.2(3a) states that “the decision to
perform the ceremony shall be the responsibility of the pastor.”
• Although not guaranteed, a complaint against the senior pastor (or other clergy)
could be resolved by a just resolution by the Bishop.
• Subject to a six-year statue of limitations, complaints could result in church trial.
Any United Methodist who feels called to do so may file a complaint against
lay members of FUMC, and in this case, members of the FUMC Discernment
Committee in accordance with ¶2702.2(c) and ¶2702.2(d) of the 2016 Book of
Discipline which deems the following as chargeable offenses: c) disobedience to
the order and discipline of the United Methodist Church; and d) dissemination of
doctrines contrary to the established standards of the UMC.
• Should a complaint surface, the pastor or District Superintendent, in compliance
with ¶2703.3 of the Book of Discipline, will work to resolve the complaint.
• If a resolution is not reached, additional procedures occur that can lead to trial.
Case Study–Scenario 1

• Some churches, notably Foundry UMC in Washington, DC, have permitted
same-sex weddings on their premises without repercussions.
• The last known church trial took place in 2013 and was that of Rev. Frank
•

Schaefer, who presided at his gay son’s wedding in 2007. He was found guilty and
defrocked, but later reinstated in another conference in 2014.
Since 2013, more than 50 known complaints have been filed against UMC clergy,
including two bishops, in connection with same-sex wedding ceremonies. All
have either been ignored or resolved by just resolution with results varying from
minor limitations of pastoral duties to complete suspension.

Case Study–Scenario 2

• Following the 2015 SCOTUS decision, one Capital District church celebrated
•
•
•

all marriages. Complaints were filed against the senior pastor, but were resolved
before proceeding to trial.
In 2014, several retired Rio Texas Annual clergy agreed to conduct same-sex
weddings and there were no repercussions following their announcement.
At least three Capital District pastors (one in full connection and two retired)
have conducted same-sex weddings following the 2015 SCOTUS decision.
Complaints have been filed against all the three clergy but have not resulted in
long-term pastoral limitations.
There are five reconciling UM churches in the Capital District. No complaints
have been filed against laity who lead reconciling efforts for same-sex weddings.

NOTE: FUMC Austin clergy have stated they will not at this time perform same-sex
weddings because performing same-sex weddings is prohibited by the Book of Discipline,
and therefore they view it as a breach of their ordination vows to uphold the order and
discipline of the UMC. For this reason, any aspect of either Scenario 1 or Scenario 2 is
unlikely in the near future without such a change.
Continued...
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SCENARIO 3: FUMC Austin adopts a resolution expressly authorizing same-sex weddings on FUMC Austin property.
However, if the proposal were seen as challenging the authority of the bishop, new clergy, including the senior pastor,
could be appointed for FUMC Austin.
Consequences:
• Bishop Schnase has the power to appoint all clergy.
• Bishop Schnase is not required to consult with our congregation.
• Following the approval of a marriage proposal or celebration of a same-sex marriage, a change of appointment could
happen at any time.
• A new senior pastor or other clergy may resist any efforts toward marriage equality.
• A new senior pastor or other clergy might not agree with the mission and vision of FUMC Austin.
• While we believe such a move by the Bishop would be unwise, it cannot be excluded as a possibility.
SCENARIO 4: Following their marriages, FUMC clergy perform blessings of same-sex couples in Sunday worship. With
support of the Administrative Board, FUMC has recently blessed two same-sex couples in worship.
Consequences:
This scenario may be viewed by some as going against the Book of Discipline and as another way of celebrating
same-sex unions.
• Some church members may not support blessings in recognition of same-sex marriages.
• Though unprecedented, complaints could be filed against pastoral leadership.
• Members might decide to withdraw financial support or leave the church.
• Some LGBT church members might view this act as further perpetuation of the second class citizenship often
bestowed by church and society.
Case Study –Scenario 4
• There is no precedent that leads us to believe that pastors who bless same-sex unions will receive complaints.
• Since 2016, two Capital District pastors in full connection have blessed same-sex unions and no complaints were made.
SCENARIO 5: FUMC clergy perform certain elements of same-sex weddings that are officiated by non-UMC clergy and
take place on non-UMC property.
Consequences:
• This scenario may be viewed as going against the Book of Discipline and as another way of celebrating same-sex unions.
• Some members might not support the actions of UMC clergy who perform certain elements of same-sex weddings.
Case Study –Scenario 5
• The pastors of one church in the Rio Texas Annual Conference have decided to perform certain elements of same-sex
weddings that are officiated by non-UMC clergy and take place on non-UMC property.
• These elements include saying a prayer, reading scripture, or saying a homily.
• The pastors and congregation have formed a partnership with churches in which same-sex marriages are affirmed (e.g.
Lutheran, Presbyterian).
• The participation by these pastors is within the policies of the United Methodist Church and does not include presiding
over the exchange of rings, the exchange of vows, pronouncement of marriage, or signing the marriage license.
SCENARIO 6: Provide premarital pastoral counseling for same-sex couples.
Consequences:
There are no consequences for providing premarital counseling to same-sex couples.
According to ¶340.2(a.5), elders are to “maintain confidences inviolate….” Thus, premarital counseling is confidential
for all couples and the details of the counseling should remain between the pastor and the couple.
Case Study –Scenario 6
• Clergy become a resource for marriage preparation. UM clergy are permitted to provide pre-marital counseling to
same-sex couples.
• Following the 2015 SCOTUS decision, several UMC bishops offered guidelines to help pastors determine what is
permissible under church law.
SCENARIO 7: Discontinue all weddings at FUMC until same-sex weddings are allowed in the United Methodist Church.
Consequences:
• There is no precedent to suggest that the discontinuation of weddings at FUMC will negatively impact clergy.
• This action demonstrates equitable treatment for all couples and FUMC’s position as a reconciling congregation.
• Though without precedent, it is possible that either heterosexual or LGBTQ members could voice their concerns, file a
complaint against pastoral staff, withdraw financial support, or leave the church.
• Discontinuing weddings could be combined with blessing all marriages in worship and providing premarital
counseling to all couples.
Case Study –Scenario 7
• A number of UMC’s have taken the stance to discontinue weddings until all persons are allowed to marry.
• In 2014, a gay couple filed charges against a pastor of a UM in the Southeastern Jurisdiction for refusing to conduct
their wedding ceremony. The case was dismissed.
• Unlike other denominations, marriage is not a sacrament in the United Methodist Church. Pastors perform weddings
at their own discretion and are not obligated to perform a wedding. There are a variety of reasons – beyond sexual
orientation – why a pastor might refuse to perform a wedding ceremony.
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