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INTRODUCTION

The momentum toward the full legalization of same-sex marriage seems to only intensify with every 
passing month.  This notion of the redefinition of marriage is no longer a private issue only discussed in 
small and insignificant circles, but it is by all indications the moral debate of our day.  While for years 
practicing homosexuals seemed to only want the government out of their lives (and bedrooms) altogether, 
the proverbial closet door is now wide open.  Homosexual characters take the lead in TV sitcoms, they 
have been elected to Congress, and even now sit on the President’s cabinet.

  
With this obvious increase in the familiarity with and normalization of the homosexual lifestyle in American 
culture, the likelihood and acceptance of same-sex marriage seems inevitable.  Massachusetts, Connecti-
cut, and Iowa supreme courts have allegedly found a right to same-sex marriage in state constitutions.  
New Hampshire and Vermont have passed laws legalizing same-sex marriage, and one state, New Jersey, 
has created civil unions that are the legal equivalent of marriage. 

The long-term consequences of this trend are tragically unthinkable, not simply in terms of protecting the 
sanctity of marriage, but even as it relates to the potential overall collapse of American society as we 
know it.  The significance of the creation order is central to this discussion; God is seen creating and 
establishing the institution of marriage before He establishes cities, nations, courts of law, or human law.  
Because marriage is given priority in creation over other institutions of human society, it follows that 
marriage is foundational to the establishment and preservation of civilization.  As a result, when the 
foundation (marriage) begins to crack or is compromised, it is only a matter of time until the society being 
held by the foundation falls along with it.  Wayne Grudem asserts:

 It is hard to overstate the importance of laws concerning marriage.  The future of the nation’s   
 children depends in large measure on how we define marriage and whether we continue to  
 encourage and protect it. The future lives of millions of men and women in society will be affected 
 by the way we define marriage.  It is the foundational institution in our society, and it affects 
 everything else.

What then is the Christian response, or do we even respond at all?  This is not simply an academic or even 
theological question, but one that will inevitably impact, at least on some level, every single Christian 
church and family.  The Christian response cannot be one of simply hiding from the issue, or worse, ignor-
ing its existence.  In fact, even if we attempt to shelter ourselves from the culture, the culture will certainly 
find us.  According to Albert Mohler, “This is no time for silence or for shirking our responsibilities as 
Christians.  Ominous signs of moral collapse and cultural decay now appear on our contemporary horizon.  
A society ready to put the institution of marriage up for demolition and transformation is a society losing 
its most basic moral sense.” 

  

...the proverbial closet door is now wide open.  

A society ready to put the institution of marriage 
up for demolition and transformation is a society

losing its most basic moral sense.

��������	
�����	��������������������������	�����	�������

�������������  �

!���"���	������	����#�����	�$��%�����&

1

2

3

1



For Christians just to have an opinion on the issue is insufficient; we must possess a biblically informed, 
intelligent, and well-articulated defense.  It is not enough to say homosexuality or same-sex marriage 
simply is not right, not natural, or God is against it. Why isn’t it right? Why isn’t it natural? Why is God 
against it?  Christians must rightly respond to the countless objections thrown our way – objections such 
as “Jesus didn’t speak against homosexuality,” or “Same-sex couples just want equal rights.”   We must 
be prepared to give answers to these objections (and others) or the Christian view will die in its own 
ignorance.

While the Christian response is essential, the tone and manner of the response is equally important.  
Same-sex marriage advocates often describe the Christian position as hostile and mean-spirited, com-
monly claiming we are hate mongers or homophobes.  But the shame lies not in the accusations them-
selves; rather, the accusations themselves sadly are often accurate and appropriate. 

The proper Christian response to this issue must be Gospel-centered, biblically based, and ultimately 
bathed in the grace and love of Jesus Christ.  Our response must not be one fundamentally condemning 
in nature, but one fundamentally redemptive in nature.  That is, the Christian view on this issue cannot be, 
“To hell with homosexuals.”  Rather, our motivation and ultimate goal must be like that of the Apostle 
Paul when dealing with sexual sin in the church at Corinth: “so that [the sinner’s] spirit may be saved in the 
day of wrath.”  Salvation for all sinners, not simply homosexuals, is not found in moral reform, guilt-driven 
change, or behavior modification, but only found in the blood and righteousness of Jesus Christ.

A THEOLOGY OF SEXUALITY AND MARRIAGE?

What does the Bible say about God’s intention for sexuality?

In many Christian churches, homes, and circles, to simply mention the word sex is often considered 
borderline sinful, inappropriate, or incredibly uncomfortable.  This is precisely because individual’s under-
standing and impressions of sex often come from Hollywood and the larger secular culture.  The world has 
perverted and distorted something God created as beautiful, wholesome, and healthy (Genesis 2:24-25).  
But when understood and treated according to the design of God, sex is neither dirty nor degrading.  Sex 
should not make Christians blush, nor does it exist as merely a necessary, shameful evil for the propaga-
tion of the human race.  Sexuality and the enjoyment of the human body are not fundamentally pagan; 
rather, biblical Christianity is likely the most body-positive religion in the world.   God made the human 
body, and God made sex.  He created our bodies with a drive towards sex, and He said all these things 
were very good (Genesis 1:31).

g

We must be prepared to give answers to these objections
or the Christian view will die in its own ignorance.

Our response must not be one fundamentally condemning
in nature, but one fundamentally redemptive in nature.
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Tim Keller is right to say “the Christian sex ethic can be summarized like this: sex is for use within 
marriage between a man and a woman.”   In the act of sex, God is seeking to create a magnificent picture 
of oneness.  In marriage, the Bible says the husband and wife “shall become one flesh” (Genesis 2:24).  
While this one flesh union between a husband and a wife symbolizes a life-long covenant (which is more 
than sexual in nature), it is most literally realized in the sexual act itself.  That is, in the sexual act, the man 
and woman truly and most fully become one flesh.  This act reflects not only the oneness between the 
Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, but even the oneness portrayed in the relationship between Jesus Christ and 
His church (Ephesians 5:31-32).  For this reason, when two people come together in the sexual act outside 
the context of marriage, the picture of the one flesh union between Christ and His church is marred.  
When Christ is united to His bride, this union cannot be separated (Romans 8:38-39).  Likewise, the sexual 
act, which should point directly to the eternal union between Christ and His church, is only God-glorifying 
so long as it exists in a similar God-ordained relationship that will not end, namely marriage.

This picture of oneness in the marital sexual act is exceptionally profound - perhaps the most powerful 
God-created way to enable one person to entirely give themselves to another.  Sex is God’s appointed 
way for two people to reciprocally say, “I belong completely, permanently, and exclusively to you.”  God 
never intended for man to unite physically with a woman apart from uniting in every other way: emotion-
ally, personally, spiritually, economically, and legally.  According to the Bible, a marriage covenant is not 
simply helpful, but altogether necessary for sex.  

But sex is not only intended for oneness; God also gave sex for the purpose of procreation.  The moment 
God brought Adam and Eve together in marriage, He gives them the gift of sex and instructs them to “be 
fruitful and multiply and fill the earth and subdue it…”  This is at least in part why the cosmic pull for sex is 
so strong - to ensure population of the earth with humans made in the image of God, for the glory of 
God.  Children are a blessing from God (Psalm 127:3), and in His kindness, God allows husbands and 
wives to conceive children at the moment of their deepest and most enjoyable connection.

While procreation is an incredibly beautiful purpose of marriage, children are not the only purpose.  As a 
gift of grace for the good and preservation of the marriage covenant, God created sex for pleasure – a 
pleasure neither to be denied nor felt guilty about.  In the most erotic book in the entire Bible, the Song 
of Songs, children are not mentioned, and yet the whole focus of the book is simply marital passion and 
pleasure.  Speaking of the Hebrew language used in Song of Songs 5:10-16, Tremper Longman says, “The 
Hebrew is quite erotic, and most translators cannot bring themselves to bring out the obvious 
meaning…This is a prelude to their love-making. There is no shy, shamed, mechanical movement under 
the sheets. Rather, the two stand before each other, aroused, feeling no shame, but only joy in each 
other’s sexuality.”  

Sex is God’s appointed way for two people to reciprocally say, 
“I belong completely, permanently, and exclusively to you.”

����������������	�


����������������

�����������	���

�������������������������������������		��

	����������������

6

7

God created sex for pleasure – a pleasure 
neither to be denied nor felt guilty about.
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What does the Bible say about homosexuality?

Pop-star Katie Perry famously sings, “I kissed a girl and I liked it.”  This cultural icon’s words are indicative 
of the overall trend in our society, a trend that has accepted and promoted the outright normalization of 
homosexuality. No longer a taboo behavior, homosexuality is incredibly common and even celebrated.  
Perhaps most disturbing, however, is the move towards the normalcy and embracement of homosexuality 
in Christian circles.  For example, Jennifer Knapp, a former Christian musician and Dove Award recipient, 
“came out” in April of 2010 confessing she is a lesbian.  Additionally, she boldly declared this public 
declaration was the best thing she had done for her Christian faith.  Is biblical Christianity conducive to 
homosexuality as Knapp suggests?

A quick survey of both the Old and New Testaments overwhelmingly affirms that homosexuality is indeed 
a sin and is entirely contrary to God’s original intent for sex.  In Leviticus 20:23, God says, “If a man lies 
with a male as with a woman, both of them have committed an abomination, they shall surely be put to 
death; their blood is upon them.”  An abomination is a term of strong disapproval, something detested or 
hated by God, and we even see that under Old Testament law, the practice of homosexuality resulted in 
the death penalty.  

In Genesis 19:7, homosexuality is referred to as wicked.  Judges 19:23 refers to it as wicked and vile. 
Romans 1:26-27 considers homosexuality a dishonorable passion that is contrary to nature, and a shame-
less act in error.  Paul, in 1 Timothy 1:9-10, refers to those who practice homosexuality as “lawless, disobe-
dient, ungodly sinners, unholy and profane,” and considers the act itself contrary to sound doctrine.  Jude 
7 speaks of homosexuality as an unnatural desire that, in the case of Sodom and Gomorrah, resulted in a 
punishment of eternal fire. The Holy Spirit would even go so far as to say in 1 Corinthians 7:9 that men 
who practice homosexuality will not inherit the kingdom of God. Therefore, apart from a blatant dismissal 
of the authority of Scripture, one cannot read the Bible with any degree of honesty without unmistakably 
admitting homosexuality is sinful and entirely outside God’s design for sexuality.

  

These verses by no means suggest that a legitimate follower of Jesus Christ is beyond struggling with 
homosexual tendencies or thoughts any more than another Christian is beyond struggling with any 
number of sins.  In fact, due to the power and reality of remaining sin in the life of every believer (Romans 
7:20), we should not be surprised when some Christians might struggle with the temptation of homosexu-
ality.  However, the key word is struggle.  A true Christian cannot simply give in to this sin (or any other 
perpetual sin) and freely and totally succumb to it for the remainder of their life (1 John 3:9).  Instead, by 
the power of the Holy Spirit and through the grace of repentance, they can resist this temptation and 
ultimately overcome it by the power of the blood of Jesus Christ (Romans 8:13).

y pp gg

...homosexuality is indeed a sin and is entirely 
contrary to God’s original intent for sex.

    

...apart from a blatant dismissal of the authority of Scripture, 
one cannot read the Bible with any degree of honesty without 

unmistakably admitting homosexuality is sinful and 
entirely outside God’s design for sexuality.  
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Objections

To suggest homosexuality is a sin not only offends many, but this proclamation also raises a number of 
objections – many allegedly derived from Scripture.  For example, a very common argument against the 
notion that Scripture condemns homosexuality states that Jesus never directly referenced homosexuality 
in His teachings, thereby silently giving his approval. Another suggests homosexuality was only deemed 
sinful under the Old Testament law – a law no longer applicable today. 

Regarding the Mosaic Law, a distinction must be made between ceremonial and moral laws.  Ceremonial 
laws such as sacrifices, circumcision, and the Passover lamb were simply shadows and types pointing to a 
greater reality fulfilled in Jesus Christ (Colossians 2:17).  Thus, these laws were not intended to define sin, 
but rather to separate Israel from other nations and serve as types of the Christ to come; therefore, 
ceremonial laws no longer “apply” today under the New Covenant.  There is no biblically substantial 
reason to assign the prohibitions of homosexuality to this temporary category of ceremonial law.  The fact 
that homosexuality was punishable by the death penalty in Israel clearly places it in the arena of a moral 
offense, not merely a ceremonial one. 

Additionally, Jesus was clear that He comes not to eradicate or do away with the law altogether, but to 
fulfill it.  He did not come to lower the moral standard, but to raise it (Matthew 5:17-20).  Jesus Christ was 
and is the God-Man; accordingly, His understanding of righteousness and holiness is entirely consistent 
with His Father.  In Leviticus 18:22, God refers to homosexuality as an abomination, consequently Jesus 
regards it likewise.  God would not find something detestable in one period, only to approve of it in the 
next.  As a result, Jesus doesn’t have to explicitly reference homosexuality in His teaching because the 
moral components of the Mosaic Law are simply assumed by His audience.  Neither did Jesus speak 
against bestiality, genocide, child molestation, or gang rape because these things were morally assumed.  
However, in no way would anyone suggest that any of these practices are now allowable simply because 
“the Old Testament spoke against them, but Jesus did not.”

What does the Bible say about God’s intention for marriage?

Wayne Grudem rightly says, “God’s purpose in marriage from the beginning was a lifelong, committed, 
faithful relationship between one man and one woman.”   At its pinnacle, this one-flesh union between a 
man and a woman is intended to represent the relationship between Christ and His church (Ephesians 
5:32-33).  Marriage is not simply a tradition to produce children and prevent loneliness (although these are 
wonderful benefits and motives in marriage).  God is after something greater and more glorious in 
marriage than the happiness of human beings; He is ultimately after His own glory as displayed in the 
Gospel of Jesus Christ.  One cannot rightly understand marriage apart from rightly understanding the 
Gospel.  In the words of C.J. Mahaney, “We don’t look to marriage to understand the relationship 
between Christ and the Church.  Instead, we seek a clear, biblical understanding of the relationship 
between Christ and His church so we can better understand the purpose of our marriage.”  
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Neither did Jesus speak against bestiality, genocide, child 
molestation, or gang rape because these things were morally 

assumed. However, in no way would anyone suggest that any of 
these practices are now allowable simply because 

“the Old Testament spoke against them, but Jesus did not.” 
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According to the Bible, the one-flesh union of marriage, replicating the relationship between Christ and 
the church, is clearly a one-flesh relationship explicitly between one man and one woman.  We see this 
from the very beginning in Genesis 2:21-23: “So the LORD God caused a deep sleep to fall upon the man, 
and while he slept took one of his ribs and closed up its place with flesh. And the rib that the LORD God 
had taken from the man he made into a woman and brought her to the man. Then the man said, “This at 
last is bone of my bones and flesh of my flesh; she shall be called Woman, because she was taken out of 
Man.” In the very next verse, Genesis 2:24, we see this union between Adam and Eve (male and female) 
as the pattern for marriages generally.  As it says, “Therefore a man shall leave his father and his mother 
and hold fast to his wife, and they shall become one flesh.”

This Old Testament text clearly defines marriage as the union between a “man” and “his wife.” When 
Jesus was asked about marriage, not only does He refer back to these same words from Genesis 2, but 
He inserts, “Have you not read that He who created them from the beginning made them male and 
female.”   Thus, when Jesus discusses marriage, He does not merely refer back to the first marriage 
between Adam and Eve in the garden, but He is careful to point out that it was “male and female” 
brought together as one flesh.  “That Jesus was committed to heterosexual marriage could not be more 
evident.”

Scripture not only plainly speaks of God’s intention for heterosexual marriage, but this exclusive union is 
implied in other passages as well.  For instance, both Romans and Jude tell us homosexuality is not 
natural (Romans 1:26-27, Jude 7).  In what sense would same-sex marriage not be natural? Genesis 2:18 
speaks of Adam standing around lonely in the garden, and God says, “It is not good that the man should 
be alone; I will make him a helper fit for him.”  When God says Adam needs a helper fit for him, He 
doesn’t simply mean fit emotionally and spiritually, but fit for him physically as well.  The two naturally 
becoming one flesh only takes place within the context of a heterosexual relationship.  Without this kind 
of sex, human civilization ceases to exist, and God’s command to multiply and fill the earth is rendered 
impossible (Genesis 1:28).  Not only does same-sex marriage nullify God’s intention for marriage, but 
taken to its fullest implications, a purely homosexual view of marriage and sexuality leads to the cessation 
of humanity.

Objection – What about polygamy?

In order to reject this exclusive marital arrangement, many will look to examples of polygamy in the Bible 
to support a flexible view of marriage.  “If polygamy is seen in the Old Testament,” they say, “then how 
can we speak against same-sex marriage with such certainty?  If God condones other marital arrange-
ments outside of one man and one woman, why not approve same-sex marriage?” The fact is, in no way 
does the Bible ever command or approve of polygamy.  Instead, for a temporary time, God allowed 
polygamy to occur, but He did so apart from giving it any sense of moral approval.  Not surprisingly, the 
cases in the Old Testament when a man had more than one wife invariably led to a very difficult marriage 
situation.   Finally, polygamy clearly does not follow after the pattern for marriage developed in the 
Genesis account.  

“Have you not read that He who created them 
from the beginning made them male and female.”
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How does the Gospel affect homosexuality and same-sex marriage?

One principle unmistakably clear in Scripture is this: God is not primarily after behavioral modification, but 
heart change.  In Matthew 15 when Jesus is dealing with various sins, including sexual immorality, He 
clearly says these sins originate in the heart (Matthew 15:19).  In other words, homosexuality, like all sin, is 
ultimately an issue of the heart.  Jesus first comes addressing the sinner’s heart, because only after a heart 
is transformed can behavior change in a sincere and lasting way.  We may condemn many sins, including 
homosexuality, and guilt-trip people into quitting temporarily, but this approach simply serves as a 
momentary band-aid.  By simply teaching morality and behavioral modification in the area of sexuality, we 
are merely treating the symptoms, not the disease – a sinful heart.

Thus, the hope for the sinner lies not in new policy, new rules, or stricter levels of accountability; the hope 
for the struggling homosexual is the new birth.  This new birth, one where Ezekiel says God removes the 
heart of stone and gives us a heart of flesh (Ezekiel 36:26) only comes through the life-changing power of 
the Gospel of Jesus Christ.  This is why Jesus can look at the woman caught in adultery and not stone her 
as the crowds insisted, but bring her forgiveness through his impending death.  However, Jesus doesn’t 
simply come bringing forgiveness, but He allows this good news of forgiveness to change the woman’s 
heart, freeing her to go and sin no more (John 8:11).

Similarly, in 1 Corinthians, Paul writes to a group of Christians in which some had previously lived in homo-
sexuality.  He says in 1 Corinthians 6:9-11, 

Or do you not know that the unrighteous will not inherit the kingdom of God? Do not be  
 deceived: neither the sexually immoral, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, nor men who practice homo-
 sexuality, nor thieves, nor the greedy, nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor swindlers will inherit the 
 kingdom of God. And such were some of you. But you were washed, you were sanctified, you 
 were justified in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ and by the Spirit of our God.

Paul, writing to followers of Jesus in the church at Corinth about homosexuality, says, “such were some of 
you” - meaning, some of the Christians in the church at Corinth used to be homosexuals.  However, 
something happened and they were no longer homosexuals.  What happened to them is seen in verse 11 
where Paul says, “But you were washed, you were sanctified, you were justified in the name of the Lord 
Jesus Christ and by the Spirit of our God.”

These people were not told to reform their behavior so Jesus would accept them.  Instead, they met 
Jesus dirty, sinful, and caught up in homosexuality, and Jesus forgave and changed them in spite of 
themselves.  They weren’t told to simply clean themselves up; they were told to go to the One who could 
truly clean them from the inside out.  The goal of the Gospel is not to get the righteous to Jesus, but the 
sinner (Mark 2:17).  Jesus Christ did not come initially to throw stones at the homosexual; Jesus came to 
die for the homosexual.  Yet, his death accomplished more than the forgiveness of sins; it brought free-
dom from the slavery to sin that we might live for God and not the passions of our flesh (Ephesians 
2:1-10).

p

God is not primarily after behavioral modification, but heart change.
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...the hope for the struggling homosexual is the new birth.
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Contrary to the non-Christian perception, Jesus does not call sinners to a dreadful, miserable life void of 
happiness and joy.  Perhaps sin’s greatest lie is the promise of happiness; a lie incredibly believable 
because sin does in fact bring temporary happiness.   However, these momentary pleasures are fleeting 
(Hebrews 11:25) and leave us empty and broken. Like the fish that takes the bait disregarding the conse-
quences of the hook, we too are often carried to our ruin by cheap, temporary pleasures.

However, the hope of the Gospel is not in denying the temporary pleasure of sin, but in the promises of 
superior pleasures that won’t fade when the night is over.  Following Jesus Christ in obedience is not a 
burden; rather, this way is the essence of an abundant life (John 10:10). One of Satan’s greatest tactics is 
to promise pleasure to the sinner, and yet David says that in the presence of God, “there is fullness of joy; 
at your right hand are pleasures forevermore.”   The great hope of the Gospel is not merely a change of 
heart, but superseding and eternal joy, pleasure, and happiness unmatched and unknown by sin and the 
world. As C.S. Lewis aptly remarked, 

 Indeed, if we consider the unblushing promises of reward and the staggering nature of the  
 rewards promised in the Gospels, it would seem that Our Lord finds our desires, not too strong, 
 but too weak. We are half-hearted creatures, fooling about with drink and sex and ambition when 
 infinite joy is offered us, like an ignorant child who wants to go on making mud pies in a slum 
 because he cannot imagine what is meant by the offer of a holiday at the sea. We are far too easily  
 pleased.

What about other sins?

A common objection regarding the biblical stance on homosexuality is this sin is utterly no different from 
any other sin.  For example, it might be said, “Who are Christians to pick on homosexuality, when they 
struggle with gossip and selfishness?”  This is a legitimate question and one to which both parties must 
give the utmost attention.  First, although Scripture consistently teaches that all sin separates us from 
God, sins sexual in nature are uniquely harmful.  For example, multiple times when God lists sins we are to 
war against, sexual sins are exclusively listed at the top and often repeated (Galatians 5:16-19, Colossians 
3:5, 1 Corinthians 6:9-10).  Additionally, in 1 Corinthians 6:18 Paul seems to put sexual sin in a category by 
itself when he says, “Flee from sexual immorality. Every other sin a person commits is outside the body, 
but the sexually immoral person sins against his own body.”

Jesus Christ did not come initially to throw stones at the 
homosexual; Jesus came to die for the homosexual.  
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The great hope of the Gospel is not merely a change of heart, 
but superseding and eternal joy, pleasure, and happiness 

unmatched and unknown by sin and the world. 
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While the Bible warrants the unique nature, warnings, and consequences of sexual sin, the Christian 
nonetheless must proceed with great care, patience, and introspection when addressing the issue of 
homosexuality.  While homosexuality is sinful and antithetical to God’s intention for sexuality, sadly, many 
Christians tend to get so consumed with sins like homosexuality that we fail to look at our own sin.  We 
may not be engaged in homosexual acts, but our hearts may be consumed with lust – lust that can make 
us adulterers, even if we never find ourselves in another person’s bed (Matthew 5:27-28).  It is incredibly 
easy for Christians to merely trade sins for other sins that are easier to hide.  However, Jesus says that 
when we see others’ sin more deeply than our own, we have altogether negated our right and privilege to 
invite the other person into a different kind of life (Matthew 7:3-5).

Even if our hearts are not filled with lust, our hearts can be filled with self-righteous pride because we do 
not struggle with a sin like homosexuality.  However, when our opposition to homosexuality leads us into 
self-righteousness, we have effectively become like the Pharisees (Matthew 23:27-28), and less like Jesus.  
If we will humbly acknowledge our own sin and the grace already afforded to us, then we can reach out 
with true compassion and create a context where individuals feel open to reveal their homosexual strug-
gles, hear the truth, and find hope.  Tragically, many in our churches are struggling with homosexual 
tendencies and thoughts, yet remain silent, precisely because they assume we will hate and shun them.  
Christians must provide grace-saturated environments so sinners are freed to open up about their sin.  
Then, and only then, can the Gospel be presented with credibility.  Then, and only then, is there hope for 
change.

�

...many Christians tend to get so consumed with sins like 
homosexuality that we fail to look at our own sin.
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ANSWERING COMMON QUESTIONS, OBJECTIONS AND ASSERTIONS

Having examined how classical Christianity speaks to marriage and sexuality, let’s now turn our attention 
to the practical. Christians may be well equipped to quote Bible verses and doctrine – and there certainly 
exists a place for this – but one must also be ready to engage the secular culture if we expect to have an 
impact. This engagement involves answering questions, objections, and assertions that come from inside 
and outside Christian circles. To be effective ambassadors for Christ, attractive and winsome character 
must be combined with truth, reason, and persuasion (I Peter 3:15). With that in mind, let’s consider the 
most common objections.

Shouldn’t Christians Just Preach The Gospel And Not Concern Themselves 
With Homosexuality And Same-Sex Marriage?

Christians often assert that we should not spend our time trying to shape the moral landscape of our 
culture, but rather focus our efforts on telling others about Jesus, knowing He will impact the behavior of 
individuals. While it is true that the Gospel possesses the power to transform behavior, this assertion is 
misguided for several reasons. First, in order for the Gospel to be properly proclaimed and understood, 
one must have an understanding of sin, of which homosexual behavior is a type. We must not condone or 
take lightly any sin, but speak the truth of the guilt all sin creates before our Creator. The Gospel message 
first begins with the knowledge and condemnation of all wrongdoing and then provides the good news of 
forgiveness and restoration. 

Second, the Gospel is not an end in itself, but a means to an end, namely a restored relationship with our 
God and creator – a position from which our first parents, Adam and Eve, fell. The mandate God gave 
man after creation was to subdue creation and take dominion over it, bringing about the Creator’s will 
upon the earth (Gen. 1:28). Jesus affirmed this command when he stated, “Your kingdom come, your will 
be done, on earth as it is in heaven.”   Therefore, as Christians, we are saved from our life of rebellion 
from God to return to our original task of knowing and enjoying Him and bringing about His rule upon this 
earth. Since God is the creator of all (knowledge, relationships, matter, persons, sexuality, marriage, etc.), 
all must be brought back into conformity with His good and perfect will. As Ken Myers wrote, “Precisely 
because we value politics, education, the arts, science, and all aspects of human life, we must not allow 
them to be held captive to dubious assumptions or agendas.”   Although this will not fully happen until 
the second coming of Christ, we are required to work toward that goal, not by force, but through the 
proclamation of truth in word and deed.

Finally, Jesus stated that the second greatest commandment was for us to love our neighbors as we love 
ourselves (Mark 12:31). Boiled down to its essence, this commandment compels Christians to seek the 
total wellbeing of others (spiritual, mental, physical, emotional, familial, etc.). By advancing the moral 
precepts of God – proclaiming and contending for His moral truths – Christians are truly seeking the 
wellbeing of their neighbors, for these godly precepts bring about the greatest good for man. To aban-
don this effort is to relinquish our neighbor to destructive, man-made morality, ideas and precepts that 
ultimately bring harm, not good. 
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As Ken Myers wrote, “Precisely because we value politics, education, 
the arts, science, and all aspects of human life, we must not allow 

them to be held captive to dubious assumptions or agendas.”
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Can Marriage Be Redefined?

As of 2012, polls are showing over half of Americans are supportive of same-sex marriage, including our 
current president and vice-president. An even larger percentage of young Americans are in favor, ensuring 
a continuation of this trend for decades to come. But can marriage be redefined and reshaped to accom-
modate the preferences of culture? Is this an unalterable, natural institution or a mere social construction, 
subject to change at the whims of the majority?

 Consider for a moment the notion that marriage is not a fixed natural institution, but rather an invention 
of society like parks, blue jeans, or perms. To begin, this idea is rooted in a worldview void of a purposeful 
creator; therefore, man can do as he pleases and define any morality that suits him. Second, this elastic 
view of marriage opens the door to all sorts of possible arrangements: same-sex marriage, polygamy, 
polyamory, incest, marriage to children, marriage to pets, etc. Many will interject at this point, stating 
these examples are extreme, but the logic of this subjective view leads us down this road. If marriage is 
not an objective, fixed reality, what prevents man from making it anything he pleases?

But regardless of the logical slippery slope the social construction view of marriage creates, reality reveals 
that marriage is a fixed, natural institution, incapable of being redefined. As a rule, as a group, and by 
nature, a man and woman in a long-term committed relationship bring forth the next generation. Society 
is built upon this unique institution. Therefore, when we look at the union of a man and woman and the 
critical role it plays in society, we call this marriage. We do not create marriage or define it, but rather give 
a name to something that already exists. Greg Koukl, founder of Stand to Reason, states the argument 
this way: 

 The truth is, it is not culture that constructs marriages or the families that marriages begin.   
 Rather, it is the other way around: marriage and family construct culture. As the building blocks of 
 civilization, families are logically prior to society as the parts are prior to the whole. Bricks aren’t 
 the result of the building because the building is made up of bricks. You must have the first before 
 you can get the second. Societies are large groups of families. Since families are constituent of 
 culture, cultures cannot define them. They merely observe their parts, as it were, and acknowledge 
 what they have discovered. Society then enacts laws not to create marriage and families according 
 to arbitrary convention, but to protect that which already exists, being essential to the whole.

Society may attempt to redefine the cultural meaning of marriage, but whatever additions they include 
will not be marriage, indeed they cannot be marriage, for marriage is a natural institution uncreated by 
man. In the same way, paper and plastic can be eaten, but that does not make them food. People may 
observe and celebrate this wonderful institution; however, they have no right or ability to redefine it any 
way they please.

...paper and plastic can be eaten, but that does not make them food. 
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If marriage is not an objective, fixed reality, what prevents 
man from making it anything he pleases? 
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What Is The Government’s Role Regarding Marriage?

Governments, broadly speaking, are institutions put in place by groups of people and ordained by God 
(cf. Rom. 13:1) to carry out certain functions unable to be fulfilled by the individual members of that 
group. Example functions of good government are as follows: carrying out justice, restraining evil, protec-
tion of God-given rights, public works projects, protection from foreign powers, etc. Although the Ameri-
can system of government was designed to be limited, there are certain roles it assumes to ensure the 
success and welfare of the country. One such role is the promotion, protection, and privileging of certain 
institutions, e.g. marriage and corporations. Both institutions play a pivotal role in the long-term social and 
economic welfare of America.

As previously mentioned, marriage relationships – defined as a man and a woman in a long-term, commit-
ted relationship - as a rule, as a group, and by nature, bring forth the next generation. Since the dawn of 
man, this has been the God-given order. Additionally, studies have shown that children raised by their 
biological parents in a loving family setting fair better than children of any other familial arrangement.  
Therefore, the marriage relationship and the children it produces are a vital component of a flourishing 
civilization. The mere thought of a civilization void of this institution invokes images of societal chaos, 
personal instability, and a scarcity of love. Because the traditional family unit is the cornerstone of society, 
government has a compelling interest in promoting, protecting, and privileging this institution. 

Proponents of same-sex marriage yearn for governmental recognition and involvement in same-sex 
unions, but is this a reasonable goal? Should governments advocate for these relationships, giving them 
legal status? The simple answer is no. There are endless relational possibilities, yet the government has a 
compelling interest in promoting, protecting, and privileging only a select few. Consider friendships for 
example. Nearly everyone is engaged in friendships with others - spending time together, sharing a 
devotion to one another, and even sharing living space. Yet, the government has no reason or right to 
interfere in these relationships. What is its compelling interest? None. The government rightly takes a 
hands-off approach in these private matters since there is no societal or economic benefit to involvement. 
The same approach should be applied to same-sex relationships. Government involvement in these 
matters is unnecessary and unreasonable.

Homosexuals Just Want Equality & The Same Rights As Heterosexuals

Proponents of same-sex marriage often complain they are denied equality – deprived of the same rights 
heterosexuals possess. This complaint is usually lodged against the opposition of legalized same-sex 
marriage and the benefits associated. Is this a just charge? Are homosexuals being denied constitutional 
rights because of their sexual preferences? No. As it stands, homosexuals have the same rights as every 
other U.S. citizen – they can marry any eligible member of the opposite sex. The reason this response will 
not satisfy the homosexual lies with his desire for an additional right, a right no other person has: the right 
to marry someone of the same sex. 
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...the marriage relationship and the children it produces 
are a vital component of a flourishing civilization.
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Given the current situation, homosexuals have the right to love and be in relationship with a member of 
the opposite sex without government interference. However, advocates of same-sex marriage are not 
content with this right. They want legal sanction, public approval, and recognition of their relationship, 
something we are not obliged to give. Christians, therefore, are not treating homosexuals unjustly and 
unfairly when defending a traditional view of marriage, for we are in favor of all individuals possessing the 
same basic rights. Rather, we are resisting the call to redefine a natural institution in a manner we find 
erroneous. By opposing same-sex marriage, Christians are refusing to offer a stamp of approval on a 
lifestyle deemed immoral and rejecting the notion that society’s most basic unit, the family, can be rede-
fined to fit cultural preference. The push for same-sex marriage is not about rights and equality, but about 
acceptance, approval, and respect. To be an effective ambassador for Christ, one must uncover these root 
issues and winsomely engage them, rather than focusing on the peripheral notions of rights and equality.

What about the benefits that accompany marriage such as tax breaks? Are same-sex couples being 
unfairly discriminated against through the withholding of these benefits? Discrimination? Yes. Unfair? No. 
As mentioned in a previous section, government has a compelling interest in promoting the family unit, 
for a flourishing society is comprised of families. Additionally, marriage, as a rule, involves children; there-
fore, tax breaks and group insurance help alleviate the costs associated with raising those children. So this 
issue is not that same-sex couples are being discriminated against any more than any other non-marital 
relationship. Rather, traditional marriage relationships are recognized and privileged for their unique value 
and the critical role they play in our society. Koukl sums it up well: “There is no obligation for government 
to give every human coupling the same entitlements simply to ‘stabilize’ the relationship. The unique 
benefits of marriage fit its unique purpose. Marriage is not meant to be a shortcut to group insurance 
rates or tax relief. It’s meant to build families.”

Are Christians Intolerant And Hateful?

Christians who disagree with homosexual behavior and same-sex marriage are often branded as intolerant 
and hateful. But is this a fair assessment? Well, possibly. Let’s first look at the definitions of these words 
and then compare them to Christian behavior. According to Dictionary.com, to tolerate is to “put up with” 
or “permit.” Tolerance presumes a disagreement but the willingness to put up with the other’s actions or 
views. Hate is defined “to feel intense dislike, extreme aversion, or extreme hostility.” Do Christians 
deserve these labels? Is intolerance or hate ever appropriate?
  

-&�����������	�����
		�	
�
������	������	��	�������	�����	�����	��	���������������������������	��	�������	��	�������	��������

23

The push for same-sex marriage is not about rights and equality, 
but about acceptance, approval, and respect.

Marriage is not meant to be a shortcut to group insurance 
rates or tax relief. It’s meant to build families.
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Classical Christianity is a strong proponent of tolerance, advocating it as essential to Christian behavior. 
This notion differs from that of many other religions or worldviews. For example, the Islamic faith and 
communist regimes are often intolerant of differing views, punishing individuals for their dissent. But the 
Bible teaches that God is concerned with an individual’s change of mind and heart, not merely outward 
actions. When there is a true change of mind and heart, a change of actions will follow (Luke 6:45). 
Producing certain actions by sheer force does nothing to change a man’s heart; therefore, Christians 
should be characterized by tolerance. We disagree with and speak out against behavior that is immoral, 
yet we tolerate much of the behavior of non-Christians since our primary concern is their mind and heart. 
Our desire is to see them willingly change their minds by God’s grace, and this only comes through the 
proclamation of truth combined with love and sound reason, not by legislative fiat. The Christian should 
be a picture of tolerance – disagreement about the nature of the behavior yet love and a willingness to 
endure the behavior in hopes of a mind and heart change. A Christian intolerant toward homosexuals is 
one who does not understand the Gospel of Jesus, the Gospel that changes hearts, minds, and actions.

What about hate? Are Christians hateful toward homosexuals? Unfortunately, the answer to this question 
is often yes. Professing Christians frequently treat homosexuals with contempt and hostility, hypocritically 
looking down upon them as the lowest, most vile of sinners. Similarly, the religious people of Jesus’ day 
often thought of themselves as better than the adulterers, drunkards, and other dirty sinners – they 
believed they had no need for Jesus. Yet, Jesus said that judgment day would be more tolerable for 
Sodom and Gomorrah, the cities filled with homosexuality, than for these religious types (Matt. 11:24). 
Jesus never minimized the sins of individuals, always calling people to leave their sin and follow him, but 
he never acted hateful toward even the worst of sinners. In fact, these are the very people Jesus spent his 
time with. The religious crowd ridiculed him for hanging around crooks and prostitutes (Matt. 11:19), yet 
he came to die for these very people and endure the just punishment they deserved. This is true love. 
Given Jesus’ life and teaching, how are Christians to live?

“Christian” literally means “Christ follower.” Claiming to be a Christian means you are claiming to be a 
follower of Christ. Not only do you trust in Him for the forgiveness of your wrongdoings and rebellion 
against God, but you seek to live life as He commands – following in his footsteps, for He is God. The life 
of Jesus was characterized primarily by two different, yet complementary aspects: profound teaching of 
truth regarding life, death, sin, and salvation combined with remarkable acts of mercy, love, humility, and 
service. Jesus spoke the truth about sin, calling people to turn from their immoral ways and follow Him. 
But this is only half of the story. He also loved, served, and died for these same sinners.

If you are to be like Jesus, then yes, you must speak the truth of the immorality of homosexuality and call 
homosexuals to turn from their lifestyle and turn to Jesus, just as you are all called to turn from your sin 
and trust Jesus. But if you expect homosexuals to listen and consider your viewpoint, Christ-like actions 
must follow your speech. Mimicking Christ’s example, you too must love homosexuals, serve homosexu-
als, and give your life for homosexuals. Your words are empty and useless preaching apart from love, 
compassion, and service. As Warren Wiersbe once remarked, “Truth without love is brutality and love 
without truth is hypocrisy.”  

Your words are empty and useless preaching apart 
from love,compassion, and service. 

A Christian intolerant toward homosexuals is one who 
does not understand the Gospel of Jesus, the Gospel 

that changes hearts, minds, and actions. 
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Homosexuals Are Born That Way

Lady Gaga’s song, “Born This Way,” reached the top spot on the Billboard 100 charts in 2011, echoing the 
sentiments of America’s youth. Some of the lyrics go like this: “Rejoice and love yourself today, 'cause 
baby you were born this way, no matter gay, straight, or bi, lesbian, transgendered life, I'm on the right 
track baby, I was born to survive.” The message of the culture is, “This is who I am. I was born this way. 
Don’t judge me for being me.” To be honest, this message possesses tremendous rhetorical force. So how 
have Christians responded to this idea?

Unfortunately, this matter is one frequently misunderstood and mishandled by Christians. Churchgoers 
often view homosexuals and those with homosexual tendencies as second-class citizens. Their arrogance 
has fooled them into thinking gays are somehow inferior persons – persons not worthy of God’s grace, 
not welcome in our church, and not deserving of our friendship. Even worse, those who struggle with 
homosexual desires are often shunned and told to keep quiet. “That’s gross” or “that’s unnatural” are 
common remarks. The church’s reputation of homophobia is often rightly deserved, for many Christians 
stop thinking Christianly when the issue of homosexuality is raised – as if they have forgotten the nature 
of sin and the message of God’s grace in the Gospel of Jesus. So are homosexuals just born that way? Did 
God create certain individuals with homosexual desires? If so, is it morally permissible to act out those 
seemingly natural desires?

Contrary to the belief of many Christians, persons are often born with a tendency toward homosexuality 
or develop a tendency through various life circumstances during their childhood or adolescent years. An 
old high school friend (we will call him Sam) recently described his coming out experience. Sam grew up in 
a loving home where both biological parents were present and active in his life. Although he was involved 
in many traditional male activities, Sam would not have been described as particularly masculine in charac-
ter. As he entered the later teenage years, he noticed a lack of attraction for females and a growing 
attraction for other males. This really bothered Sam, filling him with guilt, which prompted him to begin 
attending church with a friend. He was afraid to mention his homosexual feelings to anyone for fear of 
condemnation, but hoped that church would fix him. Sam even prayed that God would take the feelings 
away. With no change, Sam went off to college and eventually joined a Christian group that told him God 
had made him this way. He should not be ashamed, but rather embrace who he is.

This story is not intended to minimize the seriousness of homosexuality, but to help you understand the 
reality of the personal struggle many individuals face. But why is this struggle present? Where did it come 
from? Classical Christianity teaches that God initially created the world perfect, but man willingly chose to 
rebel against God and go his own way, subsequently plunging all humanity into sin with him. One effect of 
this rebellion was that it caused all men to be born into sin – literally born with a sinful nature. Psalm 51:5 
states, “Behold, I was brought forth in iniquity, and in sin did my mother conceive me.” Likewise, Genesis 
8:21 says, “…for the intention of man's heart is evil from his youth.” All of humanity is deeply affected by 
sin from birth, with different sins affecting different persons in different ways.  

Contrary to the belief of many Christians, persons are often born with a 
tendency toward homosexuality or develop a tendency through various 

life circumstances during their childhood or adolescent years.

15



Given this fundamental doctrine, Christians should understand that being born with homosexual tenden-
cies is simply one outworking of the sin nature we all possess. No one is immune – each person wrestles 
with different sinful proclivities (e.g. anger, pride, bitterness, lust, or envy). Many are plagued for life with 
certain besetting sinful tendencies. A proper understanding of the sin nature should help Christians see 
the reason for homosexual inclinations, but it should also underscore the fact that we too are no different. 
Christians likewise are sinful from birth and in need of the grace and forgiveness of God. All of mankind, 
homosexual and heterosexual alike, desperately need Jesus to change them, to overcome the sinful 
nature, and turn them from enemies to children of God.

But does a tendency justify a behavior? Does being born homosexual justify homosexual behavior? The 
answer to these questions is most certainly no. Two reasons will be given in support, one biblical and the 
other logical. Biblically speaking, God always holds man accountable for his actions, not his temptations or 
inclinations. Regardless of my urge to lust after another woman, I am obligated to suppress that tempta-
tion, and not act on those so-called natural instincts, for the lustful actions are sinful in God’s eyes (not to 
mention my wife). 

We groan for the day when sin will be eradicated (Rom. 8:18-21), but until that time we fight against the 
sin that dwells within (Rom. 7:17,20). In the same way, individuals with homosexual tendencies, those 
“born that way,” must realize that all persons are born into sin and in need of God’s grace. No one is 
exempt, but all need Jesus to overcome the sinful nature inherited from our first parents, Adam and Eve. 
Homosexuals should never be shunned for their inherent feelings, but should be directed to the Gospel, 
the same Gospel all need equally for freedom from sin.

Logically speaking, being born a certain way never justifies any particular action. Individuals are responsi-
ble for their own actions, regardless of desire, tendency, or any other biological impulse. This characteris-
tic sets humans apart from the rest of the animal kingdom – people possess a will to choose, specifically 
moral choices. The notion of morality and justice rests upon the assumption that individuals make choices 
between moral and immoral behavior. Therefore, murderers, thieves, liars, adulterers, coveters, cheaters, 
drunkards, and abusers should never be exonerated of their actions for inherent tendencies toward those 
behaviors, for the individual chose to engage in the action. If any behavior can be justified by appealing to 
inborn tendencies, what prevents society from permitting any behavior? The logic of condoning homo-
sexual behavior because one is “born that way” is a logical slippery slope that will ultimately lead to 
unbridled immorality and corruption. Moral behavior (what ought to be) can never be justified by what 
seems to be natural (what is) – this is known as the is/ought fallacy. If homosexual behavior is to be 
accepted as morally permissible, justification must be sought on other grounds.  

God always holds man accountable for his actions, 
not his temptations or inclinations. 

Christians should understand that being born with homosexual 
tendencies is simply one outworking of the sin nature we all possess.

Moral behavior (what ought to be) can never be justified by what seems 
to be natural (what is) – this is known as the is/ought fallacy. 
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Jesus Said Not To Judge

Regardless of religious belief or conviction, everyone becomes an instant friend of Jesus when his or her 
moral actions or beliefs are condemned. “Hey! Don’t judge me,” they say. “Jesus said not to judge.” Did 
Jesus really say this? The passage referred to is Matthew 7:1-5, part of Jesus’ famous Sermon on the 
Mount. But does Jesus really think judging is off-limits? Jesus seems to imply at least one type of judg-
ment is wrong, but all judging? Let’s examine the passage and draw a distinction between right and 
wrong judgment.

Judge not, that you be not judged. For with the judgment you pronounce you will be judged, and 
 with the measure you use it will be measured to you. Why do you see the speck that is in your 
 brother's eye, but do not notice the log that is in your own eye? Or how can you say to your 
 brother, ‘Let me take the speck out of your eye,’ when there is the log in your own eye? You 
 hypocrite, first take the log out of your own eye, and then you will see clearly to take the speck 
 out of your brother's eye. 

In this teaching, Jesus first begins with a statement condemning a certain type of judging. If he said 
nothing else, we would be left to wonder exactly what he meant. But in order to clarify his intentions, 
Jesus then proceeds to illustrate with an example of someone attempting to remove a tiny speck out of 
one man’s eye while ignoring the large obstruction in his own eye. The obvious condemnation of Jesus is 
not judging per se, but hypocritical judging. The man oblivious to his own major moral failures should not 
be pointing out the minor flaws of others without first addressing his own sin. Jesus did not prohibit 
judging, for in the last verse he implies taking the speck out of the brother’s eye, but he requires Chris-
tians to judge with right judgment (John 7:24).

Intuitively, everyone agrees with Jesus on some level. Humans are moral creatures by nature, and being 
moral creatures, we must make judgments between right and wrong actions. We have no choice. Many in 
our culture proclaim, “what is right for you is right for you and what is right for me is right for me,” but 
these moral relativists are quick to begin judging behavior when personally wronged. Additionally, this 
non-judgmental stance is self-defeating. By telling someone not to judge, you are making a judgment that 
judging is wrong - you are judging someone’s judgmentalism. Although judgments are often wrong or 
hypocritical, the solution lies not in eliminating judgment, but judging with right judgment. As Christians, 
this means humbly realizing and repenting of our own sin first, then confronting the immorality and false 
ideas of culture with love and truth. The question is never whether or not we should judge, but does our 
judgment have proper justification and is it tempered with love and humility?

By telling someone not to judge, you are making a judgment that 
judging is wrong - you are judging someone’s judgmentalism.
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The obvious condemnation of Jesus is not judging 
per se, but hypocritical judging. 
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IMPACTING CULTURE

As Christians armed with knowledge of God’s design for sexuality and rational arguments to defend this 
position, how do you use this information to impact culture?  Mere knowledge of truth is useless apart 
from wielding it to transform lives. Regarding this issue, you must take four specific actions to be an 
effective ambassador for Christ. 

First, agree with God’s design for sexuality and marriage. Most public opinions surrounding homosexuality 
are derived from cheap slogans that carry rhetorical force, but lack substance or truth. The arguments 
presented here are rooted in Scripture and reason – giving you a solid foundation for your convictions. If 
you find yourself in disagreement with one of the defenses given above, ensure your reasoning is 
grounded in the Bible and wisdom, not your own preconceived notions or popular opinions of the day. 
The Bible says that the heart is deceitful (Jeremiah 17:9); therefore, we must examine our beliefs to make 
certain they are justified.

Second, you must love homosexuals. This might be a difficult action for some, but nonetheless vital to a 
proper Christian response. Go in search of homosexuals and intentionally befriend them. Talk to them, 
invite them into your home, and spend time with them. Learn about their life, struggles, cares, wants, and 
needs. Accept them as persons made in the image of God and love them as Jesus loved those around 
him. If you plan to have an impact on the lives of homosexuals, first show them love. Rarely will a man 
listen to another he does not trust; therefore, you must earn their trust through real Christian love.

Third, speak the truth about God’s design for sexuality and marriage accompanied by the forgiveness 
offered in the Gospel. The general message of the entire Bible is the reality of sin and God’s salvation in 
Jesus. Our speech should mimic that redemptive theme – sin brings condemnation and judgment, but 
Jesus brings forgiveness and mercy. Sinful and erroneous ways bring harm; God’s ways bring flourishing. 
Immoral ways result in death; God’s truth gives life. In a day when moral opinions outnumber the sands on 
the beaches, truth is needed more than ever. 

Finally, get involved in whatever spheres of influence you occupy. At a bare minimum, this involves 
children and family, coworkers, local community, the church, and the voting booth. However, often when 
people think of involvement, their mind instantly conjures up pictures of politics; but, although politics 
certainly is important (especially regarding marriage policy), politics is typically downstream from culture. 
Because politics reflects cultures, true and lasting impact generally happens on the individual level. Chris-
tians should fight for policy that aligns closely with God’s moral truth, but this effort should never 
preclude personal relationships.  

Go in search of homosexuals and intentionally befriend them. 
Talk to them, invite them into your home, and spend time with them. 

Learn about their life, struggles, cares, wants, and needs. 
Accept them as persons made in the image of God and love 

them as Jesus loved those around him.
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Because politics reflects cultures, true and lasting impact 
generally happens on the individual level.

18


