
 

NOTICES OF MOTION 
 

 
Notice of Motion 2022/107: Reply to Memorial 11 
Memorial 11 relating to tenant farmers appears to have been declined simply because ‘it 
would be inappropriate to single out one landlord for particular criticism’, even though the 
rest of the Memorial appears to be supported. The Conference therefore amends the draft 
reply as follows: 
 
The Conference thanks the Plymouth and Exeter District for raising important concerns 
about the position of tenant farmers. The Conference recognises that tenant farmers as 
both food producers and custodians of our countryside are having to operate under 
increasingly restrictive tenancy terms and short-term security of occupation. The 
Conference believes it is important that the management of our agricultural land balances 
the important needs of ensuring sustainable food production, good environmental and 
animal welfare practices underpinned with social justice for all those involved in the 
management of that land whether as owners, tenants or workers and the need to reduce 
carbon emissions. The Conference is aware of guidance issued jointly by the Tenant 
Farmers Association and Country Land and Business Association aimed at encouraging 
tenants and landlords to work together towards ensuring that the joint objectives referred 
to above are met. (https://tfa.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/CLA_TFA_Env-
agreements-guidance_FINAL.pdf). 
 
The Conference is also aware that the Department for the Environment Food and Rural 
Affairs (DEFRA) has established a Tenancy Working Group for England, with Baroness 
Kate Rock as its Chair, which has been given the task of considering what more the UK 
Government needs to do to encourage joint working between landlords and tenants and to 
prevent bad practice. It is also understood that the Welsh Government is planning to 
establish a similar group later this year. The Conference would certainly wish to support 
these initiatives to find solutions to the real problems which tenant farmers are currently 
facing but considers it inappropriate to single out one landlord for particular criticism. The 
President and Vice-President therefore will communicate to DEFRA the Conference’s 
disquiet at the practices currently being undertaken by some of the country’s largest 
landlords in taking back land from their tenants in order to gain the biggest financial 
advantage from the new Environmental Land Management Scheme (ELMS) and to the 
Minister for The Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA) its request 
for a review of the new funding policy for farming now that knowledge of unintended 
consequences is growing. 
 
Proposed: The Revd Richard Wilde 
Seconded: The Revd D Paul C Smith  
(Signed by 4 other members of the Conference)  
1. The Revd Phillip J Warrey 
2. The Revd Ian Howarth 
3. The Revd Anna Flindell 
4. Mrs Caroline Warrey 
5. Deacon Deborah Marsh 
6. Mrs Anne E Browse 
7. Mr David Watson 
8. Mrs Sandra A Smith 
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Budgetary implications  
There are no significant connexional budgetary implications. 
  
Notice of Motion 2022/108: Reply to Memorial 9 
The Conference deletes the final five words of the reply “and therefore declines the 
memorial” and replaces them with: 
The Conference therefore declines the memorial’s request in relation to the theological 
consultation, however it recognises the importance of giving a response from the 
Methodist Church to Palestinian Christians as soon as possible. In the light of the Church’s 
ongoing engagement with “Cry for Hope”, the Conference encourages our representatives 
to the WCC Assembly to promote the importance of the WCC recreating a forum to 
monitor the situation in Israel Palestine, for the reasons and purpose suggested in the 
memorial. 
 
Proposed: The Revd John D Howard 
Seconded: Dr Jennifer Bywaters 
(Signed by 4 other members of the Conference)  
1. Mr Denis Beaumont 
2. The Revd Leigh A Maydew 
3. The Revd Rory J Dalgliesh 
4. The Revd Ian S Rutherford 
 
Budgetary implications  
There are no significant connexional budgetary implications. 
 
Notice of Motion 2022/109: Alternative response to M8  
The Conference thanks the Sheffield Circuit Meeting (25/1) for its Memorial relating to Cry 
For Hope.  
 
The Methodist Church recognises and lives with contradictory convictions. At times this is 
seen acutely in our robust discussions on the Israel Palestine debate in Conference.  
 
As a church we are working closely with Place for Hope to model a positive working 
together across the issues that divide us deeply. Often our Conference debates on such 
issues become polarized and there is little chance for informed discussion and active 
listening, leading to a polarization of the positions we hold. 
 
The Conference proposes a time of reflection and listening to all sides of the debate within 
our church, relating to the situation in Israel/Palestine facilitated by an organisation such 
as Place for Hope.  This would allow us as a church to demonstrate genuine conferring 
rather than conflict. 
 
The signatories of this NoM are committed to overseeing the implementation of the project 
and to report back to the Conference of 2023. 
 
Proposed: Deacon Angela P Allport 
Seconded: The Revd Catherine H Bird 
(Signed by 4 other members of the Conference)  
1. The Revd Ian S Rutherford 
2. Mrs Elizabeth J Hudson 
3. The Revd Phillip J Warrey 
4. The Revd Rory J Dalgliesh 



 

Notice of Motion 2022/110: Amending reply to Memorial M8 
The Conference is aware of the complex issues in Israel Palestine.  In the light of the 
statement of the Council of Christians and Jews regarding Memorials 8 and 9 (Memorial 9 
is already suggested to be declined), which is reprinted below, and recognising the 
increasing number of anti-Semitic incidents in the UK, the Conference acknowledges the 
concerns of the Sheffield Circuit but declines the Memorials on this occasion, and commits 
itself to further dialogue with the British Jewish community and other affected communities.   

In the past and in the present, Methodists have been supporters of good relations with 
British Jewry. The Council of Christians and Jews’ first director, the pioneering Revd WW 
Simpson, was Methodist, and Methodists make up our members, supporters, staff 
members, Branch leaders, and friends, and contribute to the current state of good 
interfaith relations enjoyed in the UK. CCJ has also benefitted from generous grants from 
the Methodist Church to encourage better understanding of the complex issues facing all 
communities in the Holy Land, including the publication of a recent resource, Listening and 
Learning. This resource presents a balanced view of core issues like Zionism, occupation, 
and settlements, and, crucially, features Jewish voices throughout, as well as Christian 
ones. 

The Conference fears that positive interfaith relationships in the UK to which the Methodist 
Church has contributed are threatened if the measures in this memorial to support 
boycotts, divestment, and sanctions of Israel are accepted. The Conference remains 
concerned for justice and co-existence for Palestinians, but asks Methodists (and all 
Christians) to be sensitive to the often fragile interfaith balance in British communities, and 
to the reality that statements about Israel can have negative consequences here in the 
UK, especially for the Jewish minority. Without meaning to, Christian rhetoric can polarise 
and divide where it might bring insight and encourage conversation.  

Inevitably, a memorial like the one proposed is a broadbrush treatment of a hugely 
complex issue. The issues raised are worthy of open debate in certain contexts, but we 
are concerned that highly charged, inaccurate and unhelpful terms like ‘apartheid’ will shut 
down that discussion before it starts, and will not result in nuanced positions in the pews. 
Fearing that the memorial will ultimately hinder the ‘sustained dialogue’ that the memorial 
wording rightly calls for and recognising the ability of Methodists to bridge church divides 
and speak across an ethnically and religiously diverse nation and that the UK needs safe 
spaces of listening and learning, the Conference declines the memorial. 

Proposed: Mr James D Blackhall 
Seconded: The Revd Bruce D Thompson 
(Signed by 4 other members of the Conference)  
1. Mrs Elizabeth J Hudson 
2. The Revd Ann L Lett 
3. Mr Michael May 
4. The Revd Dr Bonni-Belle Pickard 
 
Budgetary implications  
There are no significant connexional budgetary implications. 
 
 
 


