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Abstract
This essay argues that while globality expanded humanity's moral and political horizon, the realities of the twenty-first century require a more precise framework: glocality. Drawing upon a Wesleyan understanding of mission expressed in John Wesley's declaration that "the world is my parish," the essay proposes an extension suited to an age of globalization: "the world is my parish, and my parish is glocal." Glocality is presented not as another issue among many but as a discipline of seeing that enables advocates to recognize the simultaneity of local and global realities and the complex interconnections that shape contemporary life.
The essay explores why glocality has become necessary in an era marked by polycrisis, where migration, climate change, economic inequality, democracy, human rights, public health, and technological transformation are increasingly intertwined. It examines what glocality trains advocates to see, including the relationship between distinctiveness and interconnectedness, the importance of asking deeper analytical questions, and the role of resources and funding in revealing hidden relationships and priorities. The discussion then turns to ecclesial implications, interpreting regional contextualization, historical honesty, and connectionalism as expressions of glocal consciousness within the life of The United Methodist Church.
The essay further argues that glocal advocacy requires specific capacities: public literacy, civic imagination, transnational awareness, and the ability to move between faith-based and civic spaces. It proposes collabowriting as a practical methodology for cultivating glocality through shared inquiry, mutual learning, and solidarity across generations, professions, cultures, and contexts. Ultimately, the essay contends that the most effective advocates are not merely issue specialists but interpreters of relationships who learn to ask what is connected, what intersects, and what influences what. Such advocates embody a form of public discipleship that engages faithfully and responsibly in a world where the local and the global have become inseparable realities.

Introduction: Extending a Wesleyan Horizon
My assigned topic is globality. I begin by honoring that assignment because, for more than a century, and particularly in the decades following the Second World War, churches, governments, civil society organizations, and international institutions learned the necessity of thinking globally. The emergence of the United Nations, the expansion of international law, the growth of global communications, the movement of peoples across borders, and the increasing interdependence of economies, cultures, technologies, and ecosystems all required humanity to widen its field of vision. The twentieth century taught us the importance of globality. The twenty-first century has made that lesson unavoidable.
Yet globality by itself is no longer sufficient. The realities confronting us today require a more precise way of seeing. To explain what I mean, I begin with a Wesleyan insight. John Wesley famously declared that “the world is my parish.” In Wesley’s time, that statement expanded the horizon of ministry beyond the local parish boundary. It challenged the assumption that Christian responsibility ended at the edge of one’s immediate community and affirmed that the concerns of the wider world were also the concerns of the church.
That insight remains profoundly important. Indeed, globalization has made Wesley’s declaration even more compelling. The world is our parish. At the same time, globalization has taught us something that invites us to extend Wesley’s formulation. The local and the global can no longer be treated as separate realities. The local is shaped by the global, and the global is expressed through the local. They are simultaneous realities.
If Wesley were speaking into our own moment, I would respectfully extend his formulation this way: the world is my parish, and my parish is glocal.
The term glocal combines the words global and local. It is not merely a descriptive expression. It is a practical tool for understanding the world as it actually operates. My central claim is that advocates need more than an appreciation of globality; they need the discipline of glocality. Every issue we confront possesses both a local expression and a global dimension. Every issue emerges through relationships that cross boundaries, operates within systems larger than itself, and contains intersections that become invisible when viewed from only one level of reality. Glocality, therefore, is not another issue. It is a discipline of seeing.
Why Globality Must Become Glocality
The necessity of glocality becomes evident in what many observers describe as a polycrisis. We no longer confront isolated problems. Climate disruption affects migration. Migration affects labor markets. Labor insecurity affects democratic participation. Democratic erosion affects human rights. Human rights violations threaten peace and security. Digital technologies increasingly shape all of these realities simultaneously. Nothing stands entirely alone.
The advocate who examines one issue without understanding its relationships to other issues will almost always arrive at incomplete conclusions. This is why a glocal perspective becomes essential. The challenge is not simply that issues intersect. It is that the local and the global themselves have become simultaneous realities.
A congregation accompanying migrant families may be confronting realities shaped by climate-related displacement, international labor systems, conflict, border policies, and economic inequalities originating thousands of miles away. Conversely, what we often call global issues become meaningful only when they are experienced by actual communities and actual people. The global is expressed through the local, and the local is shaped by the global.
This recognition leads us to three questions that lie at the heart of glocality:
What is connected?
What intersects?
What influences what?
These questions move us beyond issue analysis toward glocal analysis. They train us to see relationships rather than isolated events, systems rather than silos, and patterns rather than fragments. When practiced consistently, they become not merely analytical tools but habits of advocacy.
What Glocality Trains Us to See
If glocality is a discipline of seeing, what exactly does it train us to see? I would suggest three things. First, it trains us to recognize that distinctiveness and interconnectedness belong together. Second, it teaches us to ask better questions. Third, it helps us discern the significance of resources, interests, and funding as dimensions of the realities we seek to understand and transform.
One danger of global thinking is abstraction. One danger of local thinking is isolation. Glocality rejects both. A glocal advocate neither assumes that everything is the same nor imagines that everything is entirely separate. Every community, people, and struggle possesses its own distinctiveness. Yet distinctiveness does not mean isolation.
Migration intersects with labor. Labor intersects with economics. Economics intersects with race. Race intersects with colonial histories. Colonial histories intersect with contemporary inequalities. Climate change intersects with poverty, health, food security, and displacement. A glocal advocate learns to hold together two truths at the same time: every reality is particular, and every reality is connected.
This way of seeing naturally shapes the questions we ask. Advocacy begins with inquiry before it begins with solutions. The quality of advocacy is often determined by the quality of the questions that guide it. Whenever advocates encounter an issue, they should ask: What is local here? What is global here? What systems shape this reality? What histories continue to influence it? Who benefits? Who bears the burden? Who speaks? Who remains unheard?
Such questions push us beyond appearances. They force us to examine context, relationships, and structures that might otherwise remain hidden.
Resources, Funding, and the Genealogy of Relationships
The same discipline applies to resources and funding. A glocal advocate learns to follow resources as well as issues because resources often reveal relationships that are not immediately visible.
Budgets are moral documents. They reveal priorities, reflect values, disclose responsibilities, and illuminate the moral orientation of the institutions that produce them.
What an organization, church, government, foundation, or corporation chooses to fund often reveals as much about its moral orientation as its official statements or declared commitments. 

At the same time, resources have a genealogy. Funding tells a story.
A local project may reveal regional networks, national priorities, philanthropic strategies, church relationships, government policies, or international commitments. A global initiative may reveal local communities, grassroots organizations, and local realities that helped bring it into existence.
Funding often reveals more than what first meets the eye. It exposes relationships that might otherwise remain hidden. It helps us trace the pathways through which ideas, interests, priorities, institutions, and communities become connected.
Asking where resources originate, whose priorities they reflect, how they move through institutions, and what relationships they reveal becomes another way of discerning what is connected, what intersects, and what influences what.
For the glocal advocate, following the flow of resources is therefore not simply a financial exercise. It is a way of reading the moral, institutional, and relational landscape within which advocacy takes place.

What Glocality Means for the Church
Glocality is not only a framework for civic engagement. It also has profound ecclesial implications. In many respects, The United Methodist Church itself is living through a profoundly glocal moment.
Regional contextualization reflects a recognition that context matters. Different peoples, cultures, and regions experience reality differently and therefore express faithful witness differently. The same Gospel is proclaimed across the world, yet it is always proclaimed within particular histories, cultures, social realities, and communal experiences.
Regional contextualization is therefore more than a structural adjustment. It represents the church’s acknowledgment that faithful discipleship requires contextual responsiveness while remaining connected to a broader community of faith. Indeed, it may be understood as one of the church’s most significant contemporary attempts to practice glocality institutionally.
At its best, regional contextualization seeks to address a question with which advocates are also familiar: how can communities honor contextual realities without weakening connection? How can they remain accountable to one another while recognizing the diversity of circumstances within which Christian witness unfolds?
Such questions inevitably lead to the issue of historical honesty. Glocality requires memory. No institution exists outside history, and no community emerges without inherited legacies. The church itself has been shaped by histories of slavery, colonialism, racism, patriarchy, and exclusion.
Historical honesty is not about assigning guilt. It is about achieving clarity. Contemporary realities often carry deep historical roots, and present inequalities frequently bear the weight of inherited systems and practices. Glocality challenges advocates to understand not only what exists, but also how it came to exist.
This concern for contextuality and historical honesty is balanced by another distinctive Methodist contribution: connectionalism. Connectionalism reminds us that difference and belonging can coexist, that contextuality and accountability are not opposing values, and that local realities and wider relationships need not compete with one another. The local informs the global, and the global shapes the local. Every part contributes, and every part receives.
Connectionalism, in this sense, is glocality practiced ecclesially.
What Glocality Requires from Advocates
If glocality changes how we understand both the world and the church, it inevitably changes what we require from advocates.
A glocal advocate must be capable of inhabiting multiple publics. Such advocates are simultaneously faith actors and civil society actors. They move between congregations and communities, between theological reflection and civic engagement, and between the language of discipleship and the language of public responsibility. They learn to speak theology and policy, Scripture and human rights, faith and democratic participation.
This requires public literacy. Conviction alone is not enough. Effective advocacy demands understanding how institutions function, how decisions are made, and how accountability can be pursued. Advocates must develop the capacity to navigate complex systems while remaining attentive to those most affected by them.
Glocality also requires a broader civic imagination. Climate change, migration, digital technologies, economic systems, public health challenges, and peacebuilding efforts all transcend national boundaries. For this reason, advocates must cultivate forms of responsibility that extend beyond immediate local and national concerns. Such a perspective does not diminish local commitments. It deepens them by locating them within a wider horizon of shared responsibility.
Developing such a perspective requires practice. It begins by examining issues at multiple scales, tracing relationships rather than isolated events, following both issues and resources, listening to voices beyond one’s immediate context, and cultivating relationships with communities whose experiences differ from one’s own.
Glocality is not acquired through study alone. It is learned through encounter, relationship, and solidarity.
How Glocality Is Practiced
One of the most important practical expressions of glocality is what I have called collabowriting.
As explored in Collabowriting: Toward a Glocal Grammar of Solidarity, collabowriting is less about writing itself than about learning, knowledge formation, and solidarity. If glocality invites us to see relationships among realities, collabowriting offers a method for discovering those relationships through shared inquiry.
Collabowriting begins from a simple conviction: no individual, generation, profession, region, or nation possesses a monopoly on truth. Understanding emerges through conversation, collaboration, and shared discernment. As such, collabowriting shifts advocacy from merely learning about people to learning with them.
The distinction matters. Learning about people can leave us at a distance. Learning with people changes us. It requires humility, attentiveness, openness, and a willingness to be transformed by experiences beyond our own. It acknowledges that understanding remains partial without the perspectives of others.
This insight leads to a deeper understanding of solidarity. Solidarity is not patronage. It is mutual transformation. Everyone has something to contribute, something to teach, and something to learn. The advocate is transformed no less than the community with whom the advocate works.
For glocality to become a habit rather than merely an idea, advocates must cultivate relationships across generations, professions, regions, cultures, nations, and lived experiences. Such encounters expand understanding and challenge assumptions. The local becomes more intelligible, the global becomes more tangible, and the connections between them become more visible.
Ultimately, glocality is not only about understanding the world. It is about participating in it responsibly. It is about recognizing that our futures are increasingly intertwined. Not merely that everything is connected, but that we are connected. Not merely that systems intersect, but that lives intersect. Not merely that realities influence one another, but that our responsibilities influence one another as well.

The Glocal Advocate
What, then, makes a glocal advocate?
After decades of work in United Nations and International Affairs ministry, I have become convinced that the most effective advocates are not merely issue specialists. They are interpreters of relationships. They recognize connections that others overlook and understand that realities which appear separate are often deeply intertwined.
This is why glocality is no longer optional. It has become an essential competence for advocacy in the twenty-first century.
A glocal advocate learns to read realities, relationships, and resources together. Such an advocate understands that every issue has both a local expression and a global dimension, and that neither can be fully understood apart from the other. Such an advocate holds together locality and globality, contextuality and solidarity, rootedness and openness, distinctiveness and interconnectedness.
Yet glocality is not merely a way of seeing. It is also a way of belonging and acting. It calls us to recognize that our lives are bound up with the lives of others, that local concerns often reveal global realities, and that global realities are ultimately lived in local communities.
John Wesley taught us to say that the world is our parish. That insight remains indispensable. The realities of our century, however, invite us to extend it. The world remains our parish, yet our parish is increasingly glocal. The local and the global are no longer separate worlds. They meet in our communities, in our churches, in our advocacy, and in our lives.
Globality widened our horizon. Glocality teaches us how to inhabit that horizon responsibly.
The advocate our church needs, and the advocate our world needs, is neither merely a global advocate nor merely a local advocate. It is a glocal advocate: one who can recognize connections, cultivate solidarity, practice public discipleship, and act faithfully in a world where the local and the global have become simultaneous realities.
To become such an advocate is not simply to acquire a new skill. It is to cultivate a new discipline of seeing, a deeper practice of belonging, and a broader sense of responsibility.
The world is our parish.
And our parish is glocal.
That is the advocate we seek to form.
That is the advocate our church needs.
And that is the advocate our world needs.
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