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Those present were:- 

 Allison Hanshaw; Janet Hardy; Jackie Folkes; Graham Worsnop;  Marjorie Taylor; Terry Taylor; John 

Hall (Chair) and David Davies (Secretary) 

John started the meeting with prayer. 

John then opened the meeting by giving some background.  David had previously sent out a note 

which gave some background to why the Church needs to change and how change might be brought 

about by the formation of Mission Communities.  The meeting had been asked to address two 

questions which were:- 

1. What is the reaction of their Church Council to the idea/principle of Mission 
Communities ? 

2. What is the reaction of their Church Council to the details of the proposals now on the 
table as the starting point for discussion ? 

Question 2, for Seascale Methodist church, was our reaction to the suggested group of 
churches into which Seascale Methodist church might best fit. 

Question 1 

On a vote all were broadly in favour of the principle and concept of Mission Communities.  
The following additional comments were made:- 

 Are we doing this because we are being forced into a corner? 

 It is right to go in the direction of working with other churches. 

 Churches must work more closely together but not strongly pro or against Mission 
Communities. 

 The ‘elephant in the room’ is the difference between  Episcopal and Presbyterial (if that 
is the right word) ministry.  Must be talked about. 

 Churches that already cooperate must be in the same Mission Community. 

 The approach is very ‘top down’. We should be working together much more at a local 
level then progress to Mission Communities.  Local initiatives are the key. 

 We are not all the same and differences should be preserved within unity.  Need to 
tolerate each other’s differences. 

 It is important that we ‘intermingle’ more with the Anglicans (in Seascale).  We already 
share evening services and occasional united morning worship was seen as a step in the 
right direction. 

The feeling of the meeting was that while broadly in favour of the Mission Community 
concept, it is more important to work together locally. 

Question 2 

On a vote all were happy in principle with the South Copeland grouping but doubts were 
expressed about its size (ie too big).  The following additional comments were made:- 
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 It might be more natural if the southern part of the South Copeland group linked to 
Millom. 

 The meeting felt that the division of Whitehaven into two communities did not put our 
Anglican friends  in a very good light.  The term ‘not very Christian’  was used. 

 Concern was expressed about moving church boundaries. In cities and towns this may 
be straightforward but in rural context could lead to communities being split.  (This 
comment was made outside the meeting). 

 

The meeting was asked it mattered if Methodist identity was lost through the proposed 
process.  The meeting was split 50/50, some felt it was very important to retain our identity, 
some not. 

The meeting concluded with sharing of the Grace. 

 

David Davies 
11th April 2014 

 

 


