
 

  
 

Pastoral Statement on Same-Sex Marriage. 
 

‘Should the law be changed to allow same-sex couples to marry?’ 
 
This pastoral statement is written to communicate the thinking of the 
leadership of St John’s (staff and small group leaders) to the congregations 
around the matter of the Same-Sex Marriage Postal Vote, and with a view to a 
number of contexts in the vote debate. 
 
It represents our biblical convictions, but stops short of suggesting a particular 
vote as ‘we distinguish between a church’s response to political issues and a 
Christian’s response by asking church to speak to biblical principle, and 
Christians (individually or collectively) to act on political policy.’ (‘Church and 
State’, St John’s Ministry Paper, June 14, 2016).  
 
CULTURAL CONTEXT 
We recognize that this is a moment of significant culture-clash both within our 
society, and likely within St John’s itself. We recognize it may be a time of 
confusion and cost and which demands much courage from you. 
 
We wish to relate in our church and in our wider society with a culture of 
grace: being quick to listen, slow to speak, yet eager to share the gospel and 
the goodness of God’s word. (James 1:19; 1 Peter 3:15-16) 
 
POLITICAL CONTEXT 
We affirm that Christians seek to live submissively under the rule of law in their 
society, both when it agrees with God’s word and when it also denies it. 
(Romans 13:1-7; 1 Peter 3:13-17)  
 
We affirm that Christians add their voice to the political realm both as citizens 
seeking the common good, but uniquely as foreigners and exiles offering a 
distinctive Christian voice, communicating the goodness of God’s word for all 
(1 Peter 2:11-12, 3:15-16) 
 
SCRIPTURAL CONTEXT 
We affirm that God communicates Himself primarily through His Scriptures, 
which reveals Jesus as Lord of all, and His word as authoritative over all other 
reasoning, cultural tradition, and experience. (Colossians 1:15-20; 2 Timothy 
3:14-16) 
 
We affirm with Jesus that God made marriage for people to be a lifelong, 
mutual and exclusive commitment between a man and a woman. (Matthew 
19:4-6, cf. Genesis 1:27; 2:20-25) 
 
We affirm and wish to encourage the many people in our church community 
who have never married, who are divorced, who are widowed, or who are 
same-sex attracted – and who live lives of faithful devotion and fruitfulness in 
fellowship with others. (1 Corinthians 7:29-35) 
 
We reject the idea that sexual intimacy is essential for personal fulfilment or 
close and fulfilling relationships. We recall that Jesus, who affirmed the 
goodness of marriage and sexual intimacy, was neither married nor sexually 
intimate and yet was the most complete human to have ever lived.  
 



PASTORAL CONTEXT 
We rejoice that St John’s has long been a church welcoming to same-sex 
attracted people, and offer our assurance that all who are same-sex attracted  
are loved by us and welcome in our church. 
 
We commend all efforts to develop a more holistic response to supporting 
same-sex people around us. 
 
We are chastened by the call to a reformation of sexual faithfulness among all 
Christians - whether single, co-habiting, married, divorced, or otherwise – 
which places sexual intimacy within the covenant of a marriage between a man 
and a woman. 
 
We wish to encourage all, at a time of significant personal anxiety, to care for 
both themselves & those around them.  
 
We believe the moment invites us to consider our biblical understanding of 
matters wider than just the issue at hand (including questions of authority, 
equality & rights, unity & disagreement, judgment, sexual discipleship & 
political life). We wish not merely to exercise a vote but to grow as disciples of 
Jesus. 
 

 

Calendar of Engagement. 
 

‘Be quick to listen, slow to speak, and slow to become angry’ (James 1:19) 
‘Always be prepared to give an answer for the hope that you have. (1 Peter 

3:15) 
 
We believe the moment of the national postal vote on same-sex marriage 
invites us to consider our thinking on matters much wider than just the issue at 
hand. We wish not merely to exercise a vote but to grow as disciples of Jesus. 
 
Consider the vote as just one picture in an exhibition. What we think about 
other pictures will influence what we think about this one. We need to stand 
back and take in a wider view. 
 
To this end, we have established several occasions over two platforms in which 
we can engage in discussion around this issue. 
 

SEPTEMBER 17th 
Post-church Q&A   

• ‘The Many Questions Behind One Question’ 
• ‘How to Care in a Controversy’ 

A booklet of resources for small groups will be distributed: 
• ‘The Authority of Scripture & Our Thinking’ 
• ‘Equality, Equity & Rights’ 
• ‘What the Bible Actually Says’ 
• ‘Do Not Judge’?: Judgment & Political Process 
• A Sexual Revolution Reformation 

 
OCTOBER 15th & OCTOBER 22nd POST-CHURCH Q&A’s 

• 15th - ‘The Language of Equality & Rights’ 
• 22nd - ‘Do Not Judge’?: Judgment & Political Process 

 



 
 

The Many Questions Behind One Question. 
 

Q: ‘Should the law be changed to allow same-sex couples to marry?’ 
 
A single question is necessary in a vote, but deceptive in its simplicity. The 
reality is that for a Christian this question is manifold. ‘Manifold’ like the tubey-
part of the car-engine - which goes in many directions. ‘Manifold’ like the 
mercies of God in the Book of Common Prayer service – too many to unpack. 
This single question also has many parts that are difficult to unpack. 
 
And the impact of a manifold question is poor communication abilities 
between us. It means constantly shifting conversations. It means one person 
saying ‘Yes’ is saying a different ‘Yes’ to the next person. A ‘No’ to the question 
may also be an actual agreement to the same criteria that another person 
bases their ‘Yes’ on. It’s confusing, and in manifold ways.  
 
So let’s separate out some of the many questions and understand why even 
some Christians are disagreeing on the answer, when they agree on 99% of the 
matter.  
 
The question for most Christians is not actually, ‘what is the answer to the 
question?’, but ‘which question am I prioritizing in my answer?’ 
 
 
 
Sub-
Question 

 
My Answer  
 

 
Does the 
scripture 
allow the 
idea of a 
same-sex 
couple 
marrying? 
 

 
Not by any orthodox reading. 
 
 

 
 
 
Does this 
change 
reflect the 
legal 
tradition 
of 
‘marriage’
? 

 
I would argue not.  
The history of legislation on marriage does not make explicit the 
historical assumption that marriage is man-woman (until 2004), 
and that marriage is about more than the love of two people. 
However, the historical assumption of man-woman is obvious and 
is reasonably read back into the legislation in 2004.  
The myriad connections of marriage and family law also assume 
that marriage is not an institution independent of the possible care 
of children.  
 

 
Does this 
change 
preserve 
universal 
human 
rights as 

 
Universal human rights are expressed in several key UN 
instruments, especially  
http://www.un.org/en/universal-declaration-human-rights/ 
These include the right to marry in Article 16.  
This legislative change  

1. enacts this right in a new way, on a revised understanding of 



perceived 
by 
contempo
rary 
society?  
 

whose those persons entitled to marry may be, in a changed 
context to that of the formation of the document. (ie. ‘sex’ 
meant only gender in 1947 and not ‘gender/sexuality’).  

2. Rights determinations involve complex balancings of rights – 
in this case, between the rights of same-sex couples & those 
of children – see ‘UN Rights of the Child Article 7 
https://www.unicef.org.au/Upload/UNICEF/Media/Our%20
work/childfriendlycrc.pdf 

 
 
 
 
Does the 
change 
afford 
greater 
legal 
protection
s for 
same-sex 
partners. 
 

 
It will in two ways. In relation to strengthening divorce protections 
for separating same-sex couples, and in granting greater 
‘portability’ of relational protections across more jurisdictions.  
 
This should, however, be held against the existence of roughly 80 
legislative changes since 2007 to create greater equity. The 
trajectory for legal protection is set, and this is a very clumsy and 
over-reaching legislative fix for what remain very small 
discrepancies, and with potentially unforeseen legal consequences. 
 

 
 
 
 
Does the 
change 
threaten 
the legal 
protection 
of 
religious 
freedoms? 
 

 
Early signs give some comfort that legal protections will still be 
upheld formally. However, vexatious actions are clearly on the rise, 
and the conclusion of the senate select report on the marriage 
amendment bill is that here is a ‘need for current protections of 
religious freedom to be enhanced.’ 
 
To stay informed about religious freedom, consider following 
freedomforfaith.org.au 

 
Will a 
‘Yes’ vote 
admit 
Christians 
into an 
inevitable 
reality and 
allow the 
cultural 
conversati
on to shift 
from 
moral 
framewor
ks to 
gospel 
proclamat
ion?  
 

 
 
 
This is a very difficult question to answer without extreme 
speculation. 
 

 
Can 
Christians 
express 
an opinion 
and make 
a 
judgment 

 
Yes, they can. The vote is a simple one person-one vote exercise in 
democratic expression.  
 



on this 
matter 
without 
forcing a 
legally-
enforced 
morality 
on others? 
 
 
If I have expressed the kind of conversations that answer the question that we 
hear in everyday conversations, then I have proved that we are answering 
many questions with a single (and singularly unclear) answer, whether it is ‘Yes’ 
or ‘No’.  
 
Let us be cautious in criticizing each other without clarity when we are talking 
at cross-purposes. And where conversations on a single issue exist – we 
welcome serious discussion about serious matters. 
 

 
 

How to Care in a Controversy. 
 
 
Those who suggested that such a discussion would result in challenging health 
outcomes are correct. The debate occurs repetitively across social contexts, 
and has a controversial nature.  
 
While the debate may produce people who are both more civil and more 
courageous, our doctrine of sin would suggest that it is prone to make many 
people more angry and anxious, and have even worse outcomes for others. 
 
FOCUS ON WHAT IS IN YOUR CONTROL 
Our pride can lead us to feel that we play a grand role on a big stage. For most 
of us, our feeling of engagement is beyond our level of impact. Humility can 
help us here.  
Take actions only on what is in your control. Do not bear the intellectual 
burden of responses you cannot make or actions you cannot take. 
  
DON’T LIVE A SINGLE-ISSUE LIFE 
This issue verges on many issues basic to everyday living for Christians – the 
bible, friendships, family, common cultural conversation. Do foster other focal 
points in life – other points of interest, conversation, action. 
 
Enjoy your work without dragging the issue in unduly. Enjoy rest away from 
the debate-mill. Pray. Read the bible on other matters.  
 
MANAGE WHAT IS NOT IN YOUR CONTROL 
When the issue impedes unhelpfully beyond your control - identify your 
emotions, process them by conversation, prayer, journaling. 
 
CONSIDER THOSE AROUND YOU 
When the issue comes up, do take stock of the people around you and where 
their points of tenderness lie. If you don’t know, be cautious to speak much or 
at length. If you do, take account of them in the way you speak, and consider 
the length of speech. You may serve everyone by artful re-direction at times. 
 



LISTEN WELL  
Do take the time to listen to others if they are burdened. This is a judgment call 
– a rant may not be helpful to either you or them. But many people will need to 
be just listened to without you responding with your thoughts or opinions. 
 
BE SLOW TO SPEAK  
See ‘listen well’. 
 
PRAY FOR THE DISTRESSED – WHATEVER THEIR VIEWS 
This debate will distress people on all sides. Let us pray for all people in 
emotional distress.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

The Authority of Scripture & Our Thinking. 
 

Do	not	conform	to	the	pattern	of	this	world,	but	be	transformed	by	the	
renewing	of	your	mind.	Then	you	will	be	able	to	test	and	approve	what	God’s	

will	is—his	good,	pleasing	and	perfect	will.	
Romans 12:1-2 

 
One of the challenges of being a Christian is not just to believe or act 
Christianly, but to think Christianly. The doctrine of Scripture as finally 
authoritative in matters of life and doctrine is part of this thinking. It invites us 
to think about our thinking. What forms my thoughts? Where do they come 
from? 
A famous summary of John Wesley’s thinking led to a great tool – called ‘The 
Wesleyan Quadrilateral’. Why not use it to think about your thinking? 
 
BRAINSTORM 
Spend a few minutes brainstorming a list of 5-6 things you feel are your settled 
positions regarding same-sex marriage and the postal vote. 
 

•  

•  

•  

•  

•  

•  

UNDERSTAND THE TOOL 
Let me use the question of ‘why I like roast lamb’ as an example… 



 
 

REASON/RATIONALITY 
Some flavours stick to fat 

molecules, and lamb is fat-
licious.  

 

 
CULTURE/TRADITION 

My grandma cooked lamb, and I 
value her thoughts on most 

things. 

 
EXPERIENCE 

 
We had a spit-roast lamb at my 
eighteenth where I first heard LL 

Cool J & met my future wife. 
 

 
SCRIPTURE 

 
I have no scriptural basis for 

loving lamb. 
 

USING THE TOOL 
Again, take some personal reflection time and place the 5-6 settled thoughts 
about Same-Sex Marriage & the Postal Vote in whichever box you think below 
describes the source of your position best. 
 
 

 
REASON/RATIONALITY 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
CULTURE/TRADITION 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
EXPERIENCE 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
SCRIPTURE 

 
 

 
 
SHARING THE DISCOVERIES, SAFELY 
If you are doing this in a small group, why not take just one of your positions 
and describe  
 

• whether you still hold to it or whether it has come under some 
revision. 



• Why it has remained or is up for change. 
• If this exercise has revealed anything to you. 

 
It is the task of the rest of the group to listen without comment (as you are 
sharing vulnerably), and to reflect back in their listening. 
 
PRAY 
Pray for each other.  
Pray that God would work the truths of Romans 12:2 in us.  
Pray for those distressed by the debate on any side. 
Pray for our church that we would grow in our knowledge of Jesus and in our 
likeness to Him as we think through these things. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

The Language of Equality & ‘Rights’. 
  

 
This paper explores the imprecise use of powerful words in our culture, and 
how such imprecision exposes us to confusion and 
 
EQUALITY IS A POWERFUL WORD 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
EQUALITY IS AN IMPRECISE WORD 
 
Attributive (Proportional) 
 
 
 
Distributive (Numerical) 
 
 
 
 
EQUALITY HAS LIMITS 
 
Equality and Suffering 
 
 
 
Equality and Love 
 
 
 



 
EQUALITY & THE GOSPEL 
 
Justice 
 
 
Incarnation 
 
 
 
FURTHER READING 
http://socialissues.org.au/pdf/reports/An_Australian_human_rights_framewor
k.pdf 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

What the Bible Actually Says. 
 
But as for you, continue in what you have learned and have become convinced 

of, because you know those from whom you learned it, and how from 
infancy you have known the Holy Scriptures, which are able to make you 

wise for salvation through faith in Christ Jesus. All Scripture is God-
breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking, correcting and training in 

righteousness, so that the servant of God may be thoroughly equipped for 
every good work. 
2 Timothy 3:14-17 

 
 
 
The question of what different bible passage say, and how to read them 
together has been poured over regularly over the last forty years. It is 
important to note that previously in 2000 years of biblical interpretation, the 
question of homosexual attraction and action has been present, but no debate 
has existed. Agreement has been unanimous. The last forty years have proved 
a very fertile period for controversy. The sexual revolution certainly reached 
some unlikely places, and surely few are less likely than bible colleges. 
Nevertheless, its’ influence has been keenly felt. 
  
 
THE DOCTRINE COMMISSION OF THE ANGLICAN DIOCESE OF SYDNEY  
For a representative response by Sydney Anglicans, the Doctrine Commission 
produced a book called ‘Human Sexuality & the Same-Sex Debate’. Pages 28-
39 contain the relevant outlining of the scriptural material. 
 
https://www.sds.asn.au/sites/default/files/reports/D/DoctrineCommission_Hu
manSexuality_SameSexMarriageDebate_Oct2014.pdf?doc_id=MjY3MjE= 
 
 
FOR SMALL GROUP STUDY  
If you are studying this in a small group, please direct your group to this link in 
the week ahead. It will be difficult to read it on the night, though you could try 
to read a section and discuss briefly as after each section. 



 
AVOID FALSE RESOLUTION  
It is important that group-think does not produce false resolution and cheap 
unity in this matter. 
 
Take the time as you discuss to note the questions that still feel unresolved by 
members of your group. You may  

• bring these to the Q&A at church 
• email them to the staff who will respond to them 
• set aside time as a small group to search the scriptures further on them. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

“Do Not Judge”?: Judgment & Political 
Process. 

 

Do not judge...for with the measure you judge, it will be judged to you. 

(Matthew 7:1-2) 

ON CHRISTIAN JUDGMENT  

There was a time when people cared about justice. It was at 8pm last Sunday 

night. What happened was my girls realised that the boys, who are younger 

than them, were still up and yet they had just been sent to bed. Their pleas 

rose before me, and the question of justice was debated back and forth for the 

next ten minutes or so. So give me ten minutes to tell you about judgment. 

Especially how when Jesus said, ‘Do not judge’, he really meant ‘Don’t judge 

how you presently do. Instead, listen to me and I will tell you how to do it 

better.’  

JESUS ON JUDGING  

It is entirely possible to read this passage and judge that Christians should 

never make judgments. This is now the single more favourite thing Jesus said 

for most people in our culture. They have forgotten almost everything else he 

ever said, but they remember this very clearly. But it can’t be that Jesus rejects 

all judging. Three reasons.  

1. He does it. Matthew 21:12-13 - Jesus entered the temple courts and drove out 



all who were buying and selling there. He overturned the tables of the money 

changers and the benches of those selling doves. 13 “It is written,” he said to 

them, “‘My house will be called a house of prayer,’ but you are making it ‘a den 

of robbers.’” 	

2. He asks us to do it. Luke 12:57 - “Why don’t you judge for yourselves what is 

right? 58 As you are going with your adversary to the magistrate, try hard to 

be reconciled on the way, or your adversary may drag you off to the judge, and 

the judge turn you over to the officer, and the officer throw you into prison. 59 

I tell you, you will not get out until you have paid the last penny.”  

2. Jesus asks us to do it in the next verse! Matthew 7:5 - Do not give to dogs 

what is sacred; do not throw your pearls to pigs.  

Jesus wasn’t talking about animals and ornaments. He was talking about 

people and his words. So clearly he thinks we need to see very clearly that 

there are moments where discretion is required. And discretion demands 

judgment.  

What I want to suggest to you form the outset is that this passage is less about 

not judging at all, than it is about seeing clearly before judging. And the reason 

is because justice is only ever served if truth is served. It is truth which is the 

basis of justice, and truth can only be served if the facts are seen.  

Think for just a moment about how important the eyes are in our view of 

justice. If you want justice to be done, check your eyesight. Consider this 

paradox – if you want justice to be done in a court, then you need 

eyewitnesses (because the facts must be seen) and if you want a judge to 

make just judgments then they must be blind (so to speak).  

So, how does this effect the application of the phrase ‘do not judge’? Simply. It 

can’t simply mean ‘do not judge’.  

‘DO NOT JUDGE’: SEEN MORE CLEARLY  

You just can’t cut-and-paste Jesus’ words. He says more….  

‘Do not judge, or you too will be judged. For in the same way you judge others, 

you will be judged, and with the measure you use it will be measured to you. 

Why do you look at the speck of sawdust in a brother’s eye and pay no 

attention to the plan in your own eye....You hypocrite, first take the plank out of 

your own eye, and then you will see clearly to remove the speck from your 

brother’s eye.’ (Matthew 7:1-5)  

All justice stands on good sight. And hypocritical hearts never see things 



clearly, and don’t want to do anything but feel good about themselves. Clear 

sight is a servant of truth, and truth the only basis for justice.  

So...we can’t take Jesus’ command simply. But as you can see, we must take it 

more seriously. Jesus is judging us here. He is finding us short on truth and 

mercy and He is asking us to be more truthful and much more merciful. And I 

just don’t think we have it in us to judge clearly and truthfully unless we 

remember that Jesus points out our rotten hearts to us, and we begin to judge 

remembering that we are morally blind.  

From there, we have a much better chance of seeing clearly. Judgment that is 

true and merciful might just begin.  

 

WHY CHRISTIANS JUDGE  

Here are some bullet points on the necessity (and unavoidability) of judgment 

that I think are non-controversial, but probably painful. You may take one or 

two of these in the chest. That's OK, Jesus wounds sometimes, but he always 

heals.  

1. The bible expects all relationships to impact upon other individuals and 

other relationships. We live unavoidably in a social network. (Gen 2:24; 

Deut 24:1-4; 1 Cor 5:1-2)  

2. The bible teaches us not to judge people who aren’t Christians in their 

relationships, but to judge people who are Christians in their 

relationships. (1 Corinthians 5:10)  

3. The bible describes judgments about relationships that are both essential 

and helpful. (2 Samuel 12:1-31; Proverbs 1:8-8:36; 1 Cor 5:1-13)  

4. The bible expects that sometimes these judgments will be painful. (1 Cor 

5:11; 2 Cor 7:8-13)  

In light of this, it seems reasonable that Christians might have a little more to 

say about supposedly ‘private’ relationships (among Christians at least) than 

other people will. This may not be make it more likeable, but it does at least 

explain why. But how should Christians do it?  

HOW CHRISTIANS JUDGE  

1. Be clear what the bible says  

Some Christian judgment happens not as Christian judgment, but as a 

social judgment with a thin veneer of Jesus. Before you even consider 

discerning the wisdom of another’s relationship, you would want to know 

the scriptures clearly. This includes being clear that we do judge one 



another, but we do not judge unbelievers.   

2. Be clear about your own life  

One of the things Jesus is very clear about is that we are likely to not see 

clearly when we judge in order to justify ourselves. This explains why 

people looking for specks in other peoples’ eyes miss planks in their own 

(Matthew 7:1-5). We must begin by being clear about ourselves.   

If there is any bitterness between myself and the person I am observing, I 

hold all judgment. If there is any like sin in myself to that which I hope to 

correct in another – I slow right down. The dangers of self-justification in 

judging others are just too great to rush on. In many ways the old rule is 

a good one – judge to the measure of your love, but no further. If you do 

not love someone, do not judge them. Do not let your judgment outstrip 

your love.  

3. You don’t have to judge all the time 

Nothing is more oppressive than someone saying the same thing all the 

time, repetitively. I counsel that letting someone know your concern early 

on frees you up to not point it out every time you meet them. Judge for 

yourself – has my silence been taken as permission? If so, you might want 

to say something again. But saying something every time you are in teh 

presence of a person whom you have a concern about is being a one-

person nanny-state and dripping tap. 

4. Understand ‘timetable issues’	

Beware a lack of context in peoples’ lives. If I have a friend who has 

known Jesus for years and starts living with his girlfriend, then I am going 

to say something and pretty quickly. But if I become friends with a new 

Christian who has been living with their girlfriend for two years, then I am 

going to relate differently – though the same issues are at stake. People 

have timetable issues. It’s a pretty serious time.  	

5. Remember that others’ vulnerability is more important than our anxiety  

One of the things Christian judgment comes from is not faithfulness to 

God, but a fear of doing the wrong thing, or looking like you are. So 

many Christians rush to judgment in their anxiety, to keep themselves 

safe from the terrible cowardliness they fear in doing nothing. This way, 

they know they are not cowards (even if they are now bullies) and they 

have the self-satisfying knowledge that everyone knows they are not 

cowards for Jesus. But this is all too self-focussed. The vulnerability of 

the person being judged is always more important than the anxiety of 

the Christian hoping to correct them. Anxiety makes you bullish, 

maturity makes you gentle.   

6. Remember that holiness is not reinforced by being around holy people.  

I think we think our holiness is helped by being part of a ‘pure’ church. 

But we need to remember that Jesus compromised his looking holy with 



the Pharisees by eating and drinking with people who looked unholy. We 

need to remember that actual holiness will be being faithful to God in the 

presence of people who are not that holy. Holiness that is achieved by 

hanging out with a conforming crowd is just self-justifying group-think. 

Paul says in Galatians 6:1 that ‘if someone is caught in a sin, you who live 

by the Spirit should restore that person gently.’ If this is true for a 

believer who has been caught out by sin, how much more for a person 

who has come to Christ and previously barely knew they were living 

outside his ways?  I pray we will be a church that judges very carefully, 

very clearly and very gently. I pray that we will be discerning enough to 

judge more deeply.   

This was Jesus’ manner among those regarded as ‘sinners’. Let it be ours too.  

 

WHY DEMOCRACY ALLOWS CHRISTIANS A JUDGMENT THAT THE BIBLE 

DOES NOT  

Because you are reading this document in the context of the Same-Sex 

Marriage Postal Vote, you may be wondering why I insist the bible talks about 

not judging those outside the church (1 Corinthians 5:10), and yet here we are 

casting a vote which is an inevitable judgment – whichever way we vote. 

In the media, many people have assumed expressing any Christian opinion in 

this debate is a bullying, unjust and unwanted judgment. 

This might be true, if democracy was on their side. Democracy, however, is not. 

Where Christians might normally be quite reserved in judgment, the fact of a 

democratic political campaign and a democratic vote change the goal posts.  

We are not being asked as Christians, but as citizens to participate. 

Participation is a key tenet of our democracy. It is as key to the system as 

representation is.  

And while we engage in debate and vote as citizens, we also debate and vote 

as Christian citizens. Nothing in democracy requires us to leave this at the 

door. 

It really is just common sense that Christians, with gentleness and love, ought 

feel free to express their judgments on the matter, and vote in judgment, in like 

manner to any other citizen. 

It is certainly no failure of Christian judgment, or the refusal to judge, as they 

case may be. 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

A Sexual Revolution Reformation: 
Meet Wesley, Sam & Ed. 

 
We commend all efforts to develop a more wholistic response to 
supporting same-sex people around us. 
 
We are chastened by the call to a reformation of sexual 
faithfulness among all Christians - whether single, co-habiting, 
married, divorced, or otherwise – which places sexual intimacy 
within the covenant of a marriage between a man and a woman. 

(Pastoral Statement on Same-Sex Marriage) 
 

 
 
This is a great moment to actually get up-to-speed on the great leaps forward 
in pastoral care of same-sex-attracted Christians, led naturally, by same-sex 
attracted Christians.  
 
Blokes like Martin, John and Thomas led a significant reformation of thinking in 
the 16th Century that returned us to a Christianity that was based on scripture 
alone, by grace alone, through faith alone in Christ alone. The ‘Reformation’ 
was a life-giving moment that reminded Christian what it meant to be Christian. 
 
No-one is going to suggest that the names Wesley, Sam and Ed should go up 
alongside the great ones of the 16th century. They are, however, consistent with 
them in returning us to ‘scripture alone’ in the fall-out from the Sexual 
Revolution. 
 
The Sexual Revolution, which some argue began in John Lennon’s bed, but 
more likely began in a great collective post-war sigh of relief, has presented 
innumerable challenges too and re-readings of the scriptures. This has been a 
creative time, and sometimes to good effect. One of the good effects is that it 
has unmasked a largely unnoticed cultural doctrine which taught by sermons, 
conversations and cultural-pressure that Christians may be saved by Christ 
alone, but they sure feel saved by Christ + marriage.  
 



In this we have long-needed a Wesley, a Sam and an Ed. 
 
MEET WESLEY HILL 

Wesley is assistant professor of biblical studies at 
Trinity School for Ministry in Ambridge, Pennsylvania. 
He has written two key books – Spiritual Friendship 
and Washed and Waiting. In particular, Wesley calls 
Christians to remember that Christian fellowship is 
wider than Sunday-sharing and nuclear-family.  
 
He calls us to renovate a depth of fellowship that will 
see celibacy and singleness become much more 
plausible for Christian disciples. In particular, he asks 
us to consider convenanted non-sexual friendships. 
 
He challenges marriage-centred couples & romance-
focussed singles alike. He asks us to trust the 
scriptures more.  
 

 
MEET SAM ALLBERRY 

Sam is pastor of an Anglican church in Maidenhead 
UK and a Christian apologist. His little book Is God 
Anti-Gay? is a good starting point for encountering 
the issues. 
 
One of the things I love about Sam is his ability to 
point out that homosexual sin is sin like all sins, and 
that not a single one of us is ‘sexually straight before 
God’. A humbling and obvious truth. All, of course, are 
loved and might be forgiven.  
 
Sam puts the issues simply and clearly and faithfully 
to the scriptures. Like Wesley, he would love us to 
remove marriage from some essential status in the 
Christian life, a status which it does not, and obviously 
cannot, possess. 
 

 
 
MEET ED SHAW 

Ed is an associate-pastor in Bristol and author of The 
Plausibility Problem: Same-Sex Attraction and the 
Church. For my money, this is the best book around 
for realising that we have things to do as a church to 
make Christian discipleship for celibate same-sex 
attracted Christians plausible. 
 
Ed challenges nine common untruths taught (or at 
least caught) in our churches: 
 
1. Your identity is your sexuality. 
2. A family is mom, dad, and 2.4 children. 
3. If you’re born gay, it can’t be wrong. 
4. If it makes you happy, it must be right. 
5. Sex is where true intimacy is found. 
6. Men and women are equal and interchangeable. 

7. Godliness is heterosexuality. 
8. Celibacy is bad for you. 
9. Suffering should be avoided. 
 
 



I commend these leaders to you. They are as imperfect as the guys from the 
16th Century, and probably not as insightful, but they call us to return to the 
scriptures in a way true to that earlier Reformation.  
 
A reformation is God’s kind of revolution.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


