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Hello to my dearest friends, confidantes, and loved ones: 
 
I'm writing to you all in request for prayer, deep, thoughtful consideration and 
meditation, and to challenge all of us to look closely at things.  I have been very 
disturbed over the past week or two, especially, as major human rights issues 
are being fought over, debated over, voted on, and discussed HEAVILY in the 
world.  
 
First of all, you are to be commended that you are paying attention and that you 
care. Your response is a thoroughly Christian response to events that concern 
how human beings are being valued. They confront us everyday in the news. 
Whether it’s the trial of the murderer in Norway, who is cloaking his barbarity in 
the language of nationalism, or the trial of the murderers in Guantanomo, who 
are cloaking their barbarity in language of religion, they expose the devaluing 
(and dehumanizing) thought processes that allow these murderers to feel 
justified in their destruction of certain humans while exalting others. Questions of 
human rights similarly involve how human lives are to be valued.  
 
The presupposition behind the protection of human rights is that human beings 
are inherently valuable and that by reason of their humanity they have rights 
that are to be respected. Such thinking is enshrined, for instance, in the 
Declaration of Independence: “We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all 
men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain 
unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of 
Happiness.” The cruel irony, of course, is that not all of the signers of the 
Declaration consistently applied those words. They applied the doctrine to 
themselves in relation to King George but did not apply them to the human 
beings a number of them held as slaves. The inconsistent application of the 
principles, however, does not undermine their potency. Human beings, because 
they are human beings, have rights.  
 
That being said, what those rights are and upon what ground those rights are 
asserted, have been variously understood. For the signers of the Declaration the 
rights were “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” The ground of those 
rights, they teach, is the assertion that the human being’s Creator endowed 
them with certain rights that are “unalienable” to them. That is, you cannot justly 
divorce the articulated rights from the human for they come with the territory of 
being a human. Historians say that such ideas were greatly influenced by the 
political philosopher John Locke and notions of natural law. Others point to 
different influences.  
 
At the very least, the notion that human rights exist and that they reflect a belief 
in the value of each human seems inextricable from Western society, whatever 
one believes those rights are, or wherever those rights come from. 
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For my part, I, too, have been disturbed because I feel as though our society has 
increasingly substituted malleable criteria for deciding what those rights are and 
from where they derive. Though the signers of the Declaration did not apply 
them consistently, it seems that they sought the establishment of those rights on 
something universal, something outside of themselves, which applied equally to 
all precisely because they were not dependent upon who was controlling the 
argument (in their context, King George). I am not saying they did it well, or that 
they necessarily chose the right standard, but the principle is important. Is there 
anything fixed upon which we can build our case for what is right and what is 
wrong when it comes to talking about the rights of human beings? 
 
The Christian asserts that there is: the revelation that God has given of himself 
and his purposes found in nature, the Scriptures, and in the incarnation of the 
Son of God, Jesus Christ. This assertion, though Christian, is not to be 
considered a private set of beliefs that are binding on the Christian alone, for as 
the apostle Paul states, “of him and through him and to him are all things, to 
whom be glory forever. Amen” (Romans 11:36). This means that what God has 
to say about human beings and their rights include all human beings for they are 
the result of his creative activity and they live in a universe that he brought into 
being, upholds, and governs. 
 
So, as we seek answers to human rights questions that are asked, we should 
return to the source(s) that have been given to us by a gracious God to answer 
such questions. As we look to those modes of revelation, however, we will find 
that one will be authoritative, namely, the Scriptures. This might seem odd at 
first as we would certainly not want to assert that anything is of a higher 
authority than Jesus, to whom all authority in heaven and earth has been given. 
But it is not so odd when we consider that it is in the Scriptures that we learn of 
Jesus. The Bible is the record of who Jesus is, and what he taught, and how 
what he did proves that he was who he was and that what he taught was truth. 
Similarly, we can contemplate creation and find there clues about the One who 
made it all, but it will be the Scriptures that will bring clarity to our musings 
about God based upon what we observe. As such, we have one reliable source to 
which we can turn in order that we might draw conclusions about the nature of 
our existence, including what rights we have as human beings. 
 
 I am immersed deeply into the culture and world of theatre; it is the most 
wonderful community I have ever experienced.  My theatre friends are the 
funniest, bravest, most loving and SMARTEST people I know and I respect them 
beyond measure.  Of course, much of the theatre community and many of my 
friends are gay.  If they aren't gay they are certainly for gay rights and see our 
homosexual friends as equals...brothers and sisters in this family.  I have the 
unique experience to simultaneously have a WONDERFUL community of church 
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friends who I grew up with in . . . , grew together with at . . . , and am growing 
with at . . . in NYC.  These are some of my other closest friends and, 
unfortunately, the 2 groups rarely intersect, with the occasional exception to that 
rule. The past few years have been a remarkable experience in being part of 
these two worlds, trying to bring them together, introducing them to one 
another, and explaining my equal, unending love for both.  It's been heart-
breaking at times, but mostly extremely rewarding and wonderful.  
 
This is one of the greatest challenges that we have as Christians, apart from 
trying to walk in holiness and faithfulness to the Lord. To be in genuine 
relationships with the non-Christians around us, loving and honoring them, while 
at the same time maintaining our convictions and commitments to the Lord. The 
time we spend with other Christians are times when we gain greater knowledge 
of the Lord, get refocused, are encouraged to press on in our walk, as well as 
gaining insight into how we relate to the non-Christians on our lives. We are not 
called, as Christians, to withdraw from the world. Rather we are called to be in 
the world that we might be used of God to make the gospel known to others 
who do not yet know the Lord. 
 
Christians can be guilty of having too few friends who are non-Christians. On one 
level it is understandable that we could have more believing friends than non, 
but it does not have to be so. We can and should have strong, genuine 
relationships with those who do not know Christ. Such relationships will 
inevitably challenge our convictions for we cannot expect the others to live lives 
that are in accordance with the will of God. As such, we will be confronted with 
circumstances that the other will presume we approve of but which we know we 
can’t really give a stamp of approval. In such cases, we will have to rely upon 
the consistent kindness and love that we, it is hoped, have been exercising to 
compensate for the fact that we cannot extend a blessing on something vitally 
important to our friends. We will be asking them to respect our convictions and if 
they are friends one hopes that they will. 
 
When it comes to gay friends there are particular challenges. I was in the theater 
for a number of years and so can relate to your love of the community that 
actors can experience and can also relate to the experience of working in an 
environment in which everyone around you assumes that you agree with their 
point of view. In truth, I have am still subject to that phenomenon. I have been 
living in a neighborhood in New York for over 30 years in which that dynamic has 
been in play. Many of my neighbors are gay and it seems that even if they are 
not gay, the agenda associated with the gay community seems to have full 
acceptance. Since I live in the neighborhood that I do my neighbors assume that 
I stand with them on those particular issues. 
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 I am, as of late, struggling more and more with bridging these two worlds over 
one particular issue that is so incredibly important in our culture today: 
homosexuality, and, more specifically, marriage equality.   
 
This is indeed a huge issue, made so because of decades of homosexual 
activism. As a movement, they set out to change very specific things about the 
culture, marriage being one of the remaining cultural institutions that they 
sought to influence. Among others were the military, the clergy and church (this 
has happened in the mainline churches), and the halls of education. One of the 
remaining cultural institutions that they targeted was marriage and now they 
appear to be turning the tide on that. The only remaining demand that was 
articulated back in the early 70’s that has yet to happen is the lowering of the 
age of consent to allow for sex between adults and minors. 
 
All of this has been an attempt to bring homosexuality from the margins of 
society into the mainstream; to replace the label of abnormal with normal. 
Though their numbers are quite small (less than 3% of society, though as you 
have experienced, among the arts the percentages are far higher; the often 
touted 10% based upon faulty research by Alfred Kinsey has long been 
debunked and one does not hear that number thrown around much anymore) 
their influence has been extraordinary. As you say, they are creative, smart, 
committed and they have the ear of and participate in very influential culture 
shaping institutions in our society, such as academia, and print and broadcast 
media. 
 
A couple days ago North Carolina passed an amendment, banning gay marriage. 
 My facebook and daily conversation in the theatre EXPLODED.  Marriage 
equality has been a hot-button topic for years, but is really picking up and 
becoming a MAJOR issue in our world today.  Every conversation over the past 
few days has been about it.  My facebook has articles posted over and over, 
statuses of outraged friends of mine, heartbreaking stories of abuse, bullying, 
and judgment.  Everyone is SO MAD and sad about the state of things.  Mostly 
people are blaming the church because the voters tend to say that gay marriage 
should not be allowed because of Christian beliefs.  The are mad at ignorant 
Christians and judgmental Christians, people using the name of Christ to 
condemn, judge, and put people in bondage over love.  I've really never seen 
anything like it.  Everyone is talking about it.  Everyone.... except my Christian 
friends.   
 
I've been waiting to see who would post about it or talk about it.  I brought it up 
to my small group this week and asked for discussion.  Some discussion was 
had, but not much.  This evening I saw the first post from a Christian woman 
who I grew up with that finally addressed the issue.  She wrote a large post 
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about her (very conservative) views.  I was so glad to see someone respond.  
 
I like to offer three possible explanations for this lack of response. The first 
reflects the work of German political scientist Elisabeth Noelle-Neumann who 
coined the phrase: “Spiral of silence.” Her theory was summarized as follows: 

Most people are able to estimate (although not always correctly) 
what majority opinion is on most issues, or whether a particular 
opinion on an issue is gaining or losing ground. Those who see 
their own views as becoming more widely accepted tend to voice 
these views in public, and with increasing confidence. Those whose 
opinions seem to be losing ground are reluctant to speak out. The 
silence of the “losers,” in turn, increases the confidence of the 
other side. Finally, only a hard core is willing to defend the minority 
opinion in public. 

The second has been called framing: 

Frank and Bowen authors of an article entitled “Same-Sex Marriage and Public 
Opinion: Spirals, Frames, and the Seinfeld Effect” suggest that “Noelle-
Neumann’s ‘spiral of silence’ theory doesn’t treat only the increasing dominance 
of opinion that already commands a majority, but can also account for any 
opinion that is “gaining ground.” But how does an opinion gain ground, if it 
begins as the minority view? . . . others who have studied the mass media can 
help us out here. Communication scholar Jim Kuypers, for instance, has written 
of the rhetorical phenomenon known as “framing”: 

Framing is a process whereby communicators, consciously or 
unconsciously, act to construct a point of view that encourages the 
facts of a given situation to be interpreted by others in a particular 
manner. Frames operate in four key ways: they define problems, 
diagnose causes, make moral judgments, and suggest remedies. 
Frames are often found within a narrative account of an issue or 
event, and are generally the central organizing idea. 

Frank and Bowen continue: 

“There can be little doubt that the dominant institutions in the American news 
media—the leading newspapers, magazines, and television network news 
divisions—have been at work for years in framing the question of same-sex 
marriage in ways that advantage its advocates. In the dominant media ‘frame,’ 
for instance, it is always the opponents (and never the supporters) of same-sex 
marriage who are described as employing the controversy as a ‘wedge issue,’ the 
implicit moral judgment being that those who push such controversies to the 
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forefront are being divisive and working to destroy the harmony of the American 
community by pitting neighbor against neighbor. The advocates of same-sex 
marriage are never described in similarly loaded language, although the 
radicalism of the proposition that men can marry men and women can marry 
women is self-evident.”1 

I will suggest a third reason for the lack of response: “No room for discussion.” 
It is a closed argument. For those who advocate for same-sex marriage there is 
a moral certitude. As a result, they would be no more willing to discuss the 
legitimacy of heterosexual, monogamous marriage as the only mode of marriage 
than you would be willing to discuss the possible legitimacy of human trafficking. 
The public discourse on the subject suggests that the period for debate is closed. 
The only thing let to do is act. 
 
So, I am suggesting that the lack of response is not necessarily due to a lack of 
caring about the issue. Rather it can be accounted for by the spiral of silence 
phenomenon in which an ascending position, gaining traction serves to 
embolden its proponents while at the same silencing the opponents, and by the 
framing of the debate in terms that makes the opponent to the radical idea, the 
radical in the debate, and, lastly, the scuttling of debate over the issue because 
an asserted from a position of moral certitude that sees continued discussion of 
the topic as inherently “homophobic.” 
 
 Here is where I am:  I think homosexuality is possibly the most difficult topic to 
discuss or try to figure out in today's world.  I have researched a lot on the 
subject and try to stay informed because it affects so many of my friends. 
 
It’s true. What was once seemingly obvious regarding homosexuality (that it was 
morally wrong or at the very least out of the norm) no longer seems to be so 
obvious. And the plea for tolerance has now become the demand for acceptance. 
People are being forced to accept something toward which they have strong 
traditional, moral, and creational objections. That is often the case in a pluralistic 
society but it is not always that the case that when one objects to a point of view 
that you are then labeled and categorized in terms that seek to silence you. 
 
It is difficult because, increasingly, one is not being allowed to hold a position 
other than the one that is gaining prominence.  
 
This is what I believe:  God designed marriage to be sacred and blessed and holy 
between one man and one woman.  I truly believe that is best because it is 
designed by Him.  
 
                                                
1 Same-Sex Marriage and Public Opinion: Spirals, Frames, and the Seinfeld Effect by Matthew J. Franck 
and Gwen Brown. http://www.thepublicdiscourse.com/2010/08/1551 
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That is absolutely true. That is how it was designed and that design is reaffirmed 
by Jesus is his discussion about divorce in Mark 10 when he quotes the seminal 
language from Genesis 1 & 2: One man, one woman, life-long, monogamous 
marriage. 
 
But there is more than this to consider. You use the language of design and that 
is good language to use, for there was a purpose behind God’s creating human 
beings as he did and then bringing them together in a conjugal relationship. It 
was not just for the purpose of human beings sharing love. It was, additionally, 
so that human beings would have children in order to fill the earth and subdue it 
(subdue the earth has dark connotations these days, but let’s assume we can 
find a good reason for God to use that kind of language). Procreation is an 
integral part of human sexuality. Now, human beings have had a lot of sex that 
never had the intent of creating new life, and human beings have conceived of 
numerous ways to prevent conception or rid themselves of the children 
conceived through sex, but that just demonstrates all the more how the 
possibility of progeny is woven into human sexuality. Specifically, it is part and 
parcel of why God created human beings as they did.  
 
The efforts at disengaging that component of sexuality in the modern era by 
Alfred Kinsey and the free love movement has had devastating consequences: 
40+ million abortions in this country alone, exponential growth of STDs, broken 
marriages, serial adulterers, numerous out-of-wedlock births, the list could go 
on. Few cultural shifts have had such negative effects on society as the recasting 
of sexual activity solely as physical gratification with no thought for tomorrow. 
 
God designed marriage with a purpose in mind. A purpose that does not always 
have to be a possibility every time a married couple has sex, nor will it be the 
case that all married couples will be able to conceive given the sin and corruption 
that was unleashed in the world, but the design is evident in the language of 
Scripture and in the physical and potent complementarity and of the male and 
female. 
 
One other thing to note from the Genesis accounts: The female was built upon 
the rib of the male, according to the account. There is what one might call a 
disunity establish by this separating a part of the male from the male to make 
the female. This adds extra weight to the language of “the two shall become one 
flesh.” That description certainly involves the sexual union that they were 
designed for but it also suggests that what was separated from the man is 
brought back to him through his marriage with the woman.  
 
It is hard to envision how any of the God-given intentions for marriage are 
reflected or fulfilled in same-sex intercourse or same-sex marriage. 
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 I also know that in scripture Jesus NEVER discusses homosexuality.   
 
I see that you are continuing to bring Scripture into the discussion. I am glad, for 
the Bible will be the authoritative source for settling some of these questions, at 
least for us as believers in Christ. 
 
You state that Jesus never discusses homosexuality. This is true. He does not 
directly mention homosexuality. But an argument from silence is not a strong 
one. He also never says anything about human trafficking. Are we to assume 
therefore that he approves of it? We, of course, would not assert such a thing. 
We can rightly infer from the teachings of Jesus that he would be against such a 
practice. Similarly we can infer from his teachings that Jesus would not approve 
of same-sex intercourse or same-sex marriage. 
 
As stated previously, Jesus affirms the Genesis account of the nature of marriage 
in his teachings on divorce: One man, one woman, life-long, monogamous 
marriage. There is no ground for us to assume that he envisions same-sex 
marriages, or that his teachings on divorce extend to same-sex marriages.  
 
Additionally, Jesus was a man of the Torah. He taught that he did not come to 
abolish the law but to fulfill it. He would not need to mention homosexuality or 
bestiality, for that matter, because both practices were outlawed. His affirmation 
of adultery as a sin and the rightness of the 7th commandment “You shall not 
commit adultery,” all presume an OT view of human sexuality -- a sexuality that 
is properly expressed in monogamous, heterosexual marriage. 
 
Paul addresses it (briefly), but Jesus NEVER says a word about it and neither do 
any other New Testament writers.  Jesus discusses the sin of divorce.  HE 
discusses the sin of judgment.  He discusses sexual immorality and the role of a 
husband and a wife.  The Old Testament bans homosexuality in Leviticus and 
Deuteronomy in its many lists of laws for ancient Israel.  Among those laws are 
specifics about piercings, tattoos, beards, letting people into church who don't 
have testicles, etc.  Thankfully we believe in the New Testament fulfillment of the 
law through Jesus Christ, giving us freedom, and allowing us a new covenant of 
love, and grace through the blood Christ shed on the cross.  
 
We can be thankful for Christ’s fulfillment of the law. Without it we could not find 
ourselves justified before God. But his fulfillment of the law should not be 
equated with license to do whatever we please. Such libertarianism is strongly 
condemned by Peter and the other apostles. Paul, while striving to be all things 
to all people, still sees himself as under the law of Christ. Peter teaches that we 
are not to use our “liberty as a cloak for vice, but as bondservants of God.” 1 
Peter 2:16. Paul instructs, “you, brethren, have been called to liberty; only do 
not use liberty as an opportunity for the flesh” Galatians 5:13 
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Whatever laws have been put aside through the work of Christ, it is clear from 
his teaching and the teaching of the apostles, the ones governing human 
sexuality have not been put aside. Adultery, sex between members of the same 
sex, and other forms of sinful sexual activity still remain under the ban of the 
law. 
 
 In the NEw Testament I believe the only time homosexuality is addressed is by 
Paul in Romans and 1 Corinthians.   
 
1 Cor. 6:9-10 says "9 Don’t you realize that those who do wrong will not inherit 
the Kingdom of God? Don’t fool yourselves. Those who indulge in sexual sin, or 
who worship idols, or commit adultery, or are male prostitutes, or practice 
homosexuality, 10 or are thieves, or greedy people, or drunkards, or are abusive, 
or cheat people—none of these will inherit the Kingdom of God."   
 
The sin of homosexuality is listed among these sins equally.  Of those listed 
above I could count the majority as sins I have committed.  Somehow, though, 
the church has elevated homosexuality out as the ultimate on the list.  I imagine 
it's because it is the easiest sin at which to point a finger toward our neighbor, 
avoiding our own sin that is listed, glaringly, right in front of us. (Many people 
believe the ancient original translations of these texts may not even accurately 
be talking about homosexuality at all... a whole other topic.)  I believe 
homosexuality is a sin.  I think it's a confusing, hard-to-understand sin and is 
often disguised as love, which makes it even more difficult. 
 
I don’t think Christians have made homosexuality an issue; homosexuals have 
made homosexuality an issue. As one observer, not a Christian, said a while 
back, “The love that dare not speak its name is now the love that won’t shut up.” 
We don’t have pride parades for thieves or greedy people or drunkards or 
virtually any of the other sins in the list you note. Christians talk about it because 
the assertion for the past 30+ years is that it is not a sin.  
 
Another reason why Christians talk about it is because the church is the only 
institution, in this society, that has unwavering grounds upon which to assert 
that it is wrong. If the gay rights movement were located in Egypt they would 
have Muslims to contend with.  
 
I think Christians are honest about their failings and most often are self-
governing and self-correcting. There are exceptions, of course, and they end up 
on the pages of the NYT. But even then it is usually not the case that the church 
tries to support blatant sin when it is uncovered. The recent child abuse scandal 
is one such example. Or take slavery in this country. Certain factions of the 
church legitimized the institution, but it was the church that was responsible for 
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the demise of slavery in this country (and across Europe). 
 
I would like to suggest that you look at the Romans passage you allude to. I 
assume you are referring to the first chapter. I think you’ll find in that passage 
that homosexual practice is understood as a judgment of God, “giving people 
over” to do what they long to do when they prefer to worship the creature over 
the Creator. It suggests that homosexual practice is an ultimate expression of 
self-worship, creature worship.  
 
The picture that Paul paints is that the default position of the human heart is one 
of sinfulness and unless God restrains us, we will pursue just about anything. It’s 
a pretty strong passage. It has a very “Old Testament” feel about it. Reminds me 
of when God gave the Israelites the quail meat they clamored for and then 
“while the meat was still between their teeth, before it was chewed, the wrath of 
the LORD was aroused against the people, and the LORD struck the people with 
a very great plague” (Numbers 11:33). 
 
On the topic of marriage in our country:  I so often hear that we are a Christian 
nation, founded by our forefathers as Christian men.  Our government 
recognizes marriages, though, of people ALL THE TIME, who go against what a 
Christian marriage looks like.  We marry people under our governments' laws 
(and many times in our churches) who have been divorced, who have been 
adulterous, and who have had premarital sex.  All three of these are BLATANTLY 
IGNORED, it seems, out of convenience' sake because so many of us would not 
be allowed to marry.  For some reason, though, we have decided that all of us 
have the right to now decide that someone entering into a marriage that is not 
blessed or ordained by God (that we know of..., since I haven't gotten the phone 
call from God telling me which marriages He is ordaining today) should not have 
that right.  I know that we see this as sinful and not what God wants, but since 
when have we ever made sinning illegal?  Adultery isn't illegal.  Do we really 
think that by making this illegal less people will be burdened with their 
homosexual sins?  Since when has our government really been responsible for 
upholding what individual religious groups believe?  Why don't we just vote to 
make all SIN illegal????  That would really help uphold what we believe!  Last I 
checked that didn’t' make any sense.  If we really wanted our religious beliefs to 
be upheld by the government then wouldn't it be illegal to be a Muslim, 
Buddhist, Jewish, or Hindu American?  I just don't understand how this is 
different.   
 
You raise the very important issue of the role of laws in our society. When you 
think about it, many laws, if not all laws, either directly or indirectly, are saying 
certain things are right and certain things are wrong. Laws are not amoral. To 
the contrary they are inherently moral. Now, we might agree with particular laws 
as believers because we would agree that what is being prohibited is sinful. An 
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easy one is murder. Murder is sinful and society judges it to be wrong. There we 
are in agreement. 
 
It used to be that adultery was illegal, as was sodomy. And a divorce was much, 
much harder to secure. Your observation that adultery is not illegal is an 
acknowledgment that the mores of the society have shifted (though adultery is 
still grounds for divorce). The sexual revolution I spoke of previously has born 
much fruit. 
 
In our democratic society, which allows for citizen participation, the Christian as 
well as the non-Christian can seek to have their convictions carried forward by 
their representatives. They can write letters, lobby, and when the occasion 
presents itself, vote. This is what happened in NC. It has happened as well in 
30+ states when the citizens have been given the chance to make their views on 
same-sex marriage known. Even in liberal states such as CA and ME, the public 
has voted to maintain an historical understanding of marriage. That might 
change, and will change, if the gay rights activists prove as successful in the 
future as they have been in the past. But we need to assert that the Christians of 
NC are no more seeking to impose their morality on the rest of their fellow 
Carolinians than the legislature of NY imposed its morality on the rest of New 
Yorkers when they voted to approve same-sex marriage. At least the public had 
a say in the matter in NC. 
 
It seems to me that this is Christians' attempt to pawn off the responsibility of 
ministering to those facing homosexuality.  We have never expected our religious 
beliefs as Christians to be the law of the land.  Jesus was so cross-culture in His 
time.  Why would we think it would be any different now?  We are not here to 
make the law work for us, but to show freedom, love, and grace through Christ. 
 
I think there are two different efforts at work: one to hold back the flood tide of 
attempts at codifying into law practices that are destructive and unbiblical; and, 
secondly, offering the freedom that comes through becoming a new creation in 
Christ. There are groups who are working to establish laws, and there are groups 
working with people who experience same-sex attraction and want to learn how 
to live with it and remain faithful to Jesus.  
 
In my head the true solution is to make marriage have nothing to do with the 
government.  I think the government should be giving out civil unions to 
EVERYONE: heterosexual couples and homosexual couples.  We would all be 
equal in this manner, receiving EQUAL benefits, titles under the law, etc. 
Heterosexuals couples who have been divorced and remarried over and over and 
over after adulterous affairs would receive the same government benefits as 
homosexual couples who have been in loving, monogamous relationships for 
20+ years.  THEN... couples who believe marriage is that which is ordained and 
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blessed by God would be able to receive their marriage license at a church and 
through a minister, etc.  After all: we as Christians don't tend to view our 
marriages as starting when we sign the legal government documents.  Rather, 
we see our marriages beginning when we celebrate two becoming one flesh as 
God designed it.  Let churches decide what they believe to be sacred and holy.  
 
I am not sure where this is going to fall out as far as the government is 
concerned. I think it not wise to codify into law something that is so contrary to 
God’s intentions and contrary to nature, but in the end we will all have to live 
under the law. That being said, as others have noted, politics is downstream of 
culture. Until the issue is settled, and even after it is settled, we can be busy 
about the business of trying to persuade people to embrace our position. If we 
can change the thinking of people we have a greater chance of changing the 
laws.  
 
My only comment about your statement, “we see our marriages beginning when 
we celebrate two becoming one flesh as God designed it” is that I would say that 
the marriage begins when the covenant is made. Upon the basis of that 
covenant the two are free to enjoy one another sexually.  
 
And here I want to introduce something that I know will not have any traction 
with our gay friends, nor with our co-habitating friends, nor with our adulterer 
friends, but should have traction with us. Paul teaches in Ephesians 5 that 
marriage is a picture of Christ and the church. It is a mystery, as Paul says, but 
somehow the relationship between a man and a woman in covenant marriage is 
meant to proclaim the gospel by reflecting the sacrifice of Christ to redeem his 
people and the appropriate submission that such redeemed people are to have 
toward Christ.  
 
As you noted earlier in your email, the marriages that surround us, in the world 
and in the church, do not do a very good job of portraying the constancy and 
sacrifice that they are meant to portray as they communicate Christ’s love for his 
church and her respect for him. But this does not change the fact that they are 
meant to do so. We would be hard pressed to explain how same-sex marriage, 
with its homogeneity of partners and unbiblical, self-identified sexual practices 
will do that. They will not for they cannot. Marriage, as designed by God, is 
intended to portray the gospel message, a message that declares salvation from 
sin. Same-sex marriage with its attendant same-sex intercourse only serves to 
promote what the Bible calls sin rather than the remedy for sin. 
 
As I said, I do not expect our non-Christian friends to embrace such an 
expectation for marriage, but it should serve to temper our willingness to be 
swept up by the tides of current sentiment. 
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I'm writing all this because I'm scared.  I haven't heard ANY of my Christian 
friends discussing this MAJOR human/civil rights issue.  It's like we are terrified 
to talk about sin, redemption, and grace through Christ.  We are making silent 
decisions at poll booths, but what an opportunity for our faith to be able to come 
to the forefront of discussion!  I know that most of you are not surrounded by 
gay friends everyday, but we need to be having this conversation with our 
Christian friends.  We need to be talking about this with one another and in our 
churches!  My friends posting about marriage equality and the church's 
condemnation of homosexuals seem to be making a big CRY OUT to us as 
Christians.  Speak up, think hard and let's look at this from intelligent, open 
minds.  People are saying that this is THE great big civil rights movement of our 
time.  They are saying in 20 years so many Christians will be ashamed to even 
have been a part of condemning this group in the same way so many people 
defended segregation in the 1960's by using Christ's name.  It is a HUGE time of 
change in our world.  We can't just shut up and hope it blows by.  We MUST 
decide what we believe and talk about it.  Please pray with me for clarity, open 
hearts, minds, and ears.  I pray the Lord would reveal Himself in all of this and 
that we may understand and know Him more through this tumultuous time in 
our country.   Let us show His love and grace more than EVER to those around 
us so that they may be pointed toward Him.   
 
Thank you for your impassioned plea for Christians to have the courage and 
grace to speak about this important issue. It will require a real humility on the 
part of Christians to be able to hold fast to a biblical understanding of the issue 
while remaining genuinely loving and kind toward those who think we are being 
cruel for holding the position we do. It will not seem like it to our friends, but if 
we refuse to call what is biblically described as wrong, right, and we do this not 
because we are trying to protect something for ourselves but because we know 
that if the other persists in this point of view they will stand before God with 
nothing to offer in their defense, then we will be motivated by the gospel and 
Christ’s love. Jesus said to the woman caught in adultery, “Neither do I condemn 
you, go and sin no more.” 
 
Thanks for reading, if you made it through all of this!   
 
Love to you all! 
 
 


