Why Have So Many Christians and
Churches Become Pro-Gay?
Sue Bohlin

A recent email from a friend: “Sue, I’m seeing more and more ‘evangelical’
churches come out in support of gay marriage. Also, Christian friends are
changing their views on the validity of the LGBT lifestyle being acceptable for a
Christ-follower. I start worrying that I’m missing something, and even start
questioning my beliefs.”
No, my dear friend, you are not missing something, but it is a good time to
question (not doubt) your beliefs so you can be more convinced than ever that the
Creator God has not changed and neither has His word.
I think there are two big reasons so many confessing believers in Christ have
allowed themselves to be more shaped by the culture than by the truth of God’s
word, drifting into spiritual compromise and even into apostasy (abandoning the
truth of one’s faith). This is not a new problem; the apostle Paul urged his readers
in Rome, “Don’t let the world around you squeeze you into its own mold, but let
God re-mold your minds from within. . .” (Romans 12:2, Phillips).

Reason One: Rejecting the Authority of God’s

Word
The bitter fruit of several decades of shallow preaching, teaching and discipleship
is that many believers have been especially vulnerable to Satan’s deceptive
question to Eve in the Garden of Eden: “Did God really say . . .?” When Christians
ignore or flat-out reject the unmistakably clear biblical statements condemning
homosexual relationships, they are playing into the enemy’s temptation to justify
disobedience by making feelings and perceptions more important than God’s
design and standards.
There are now two streams of thought on same-sex relationships and behavior,
the Traditional View and the Revisionist View. The Revisionist View basically says,
“It doesn’t matter what the Bible actually says, it doesn’t mean what 2000 years
of church history has said it means, it means what we want it to say.”
People are redefining the Bible, gender and marriage according to what will let
them do what they want, when they should (in my opinion) be asking the
insightful question posed by Paul Mooris in Shadow of Sodom, “[A]m I trying to
interpret Scripture in the light of my proclivity, or should I interpret my proclivity
in the light of Scripture?”
The Bible
Traditional View

Revisionist View

The scriptures which traditional
Christianity understands to condemn
homosexuality [such as Leviticus 18:22
The Bible is inspired by a Holy God and
and 20:13; Romans 1:26-27; 1
is inherently true and trustworthy. The
Corinthians 6:9-10; 1 Timothy 1:9-10]
Bible is written by men, but divinely
have either been mistranslated,
inspired by the Holy Spirit and is sealed
yanked out of context or were only
by a God of truth and authority.
appropriate to the culture of that time.
Therefore, we no longer have to follow
passages we don’t like.
Sexuality
Traditional View

Revisionist View

Sexuality and sex are God’s good gifts
to men and women. While sexuality is
an essential attribute of human nature,
our Creator did not intend it to be the
defining characteristic of humanity.

Sexuality—the feelings and attractions
one feels for other people—is God
ordained, diverse, deeply personal and
morally permissible. One’s sexual
orientation, whatever it is, should be
celebrated as one of God’s good gifts.

Gender
Traditional View

Revisionist View

God created both male and female in
His image, and each gender reflects
different aspects of the imago Dei.
God’s sovereign choice of gender for
every person reflects His intention for
that person’s identity; it is one of the
ways in which he or she glorifies Him as
Creator.

We are free to make a distinction
between sex and gender. Sex is
biological maleness or femaleness at
birth, and gender is how one feels
about their “true” maleness or
femaleness internally. Based on
Galatians 3:28, “there is no male and
female, for you are all one in Christ
Jesus.”

Marriage
Traditional View

Revisionist View

Marriage is God-ordained between one
man and one woman in a lifelong,
monogamous, covenantal relationship.
The Bible begins with the marriage of
Adam and Eve, and ends with the
marriage of the Lamb (Jesus) and the
Bride (the church). The

Homosexual behavior is appropriate
within the confines of a committed,
loving, monogamous, lifelong, Christcentered relationship.

complementarity of husband and wife
express God’s intention of both genders
in marriage.
Both individual Christians and churches have drifted into endorsing same-sex
relationships because it always feels better to follow one’s flesh than to follow
Jesus’ call to “deny yourself, take up your cross and follow Me” (Matt. 16:24).

Reason Two: Snagged by the Gay Agenda
In addition to those several decades of shallow preaching, teaching and
discipleship I mentioned earlier, many believers have not been submitting
themselves to the truth of the Word of God. By default, then, they were easily
shaped and swayed by the six points of a brilliantly designed “Gay Manifesto”
spelled out in a book called After the Ball: How America Will Conquer Its Fear
and Hatred of Gays in the 90s. Originally published as an essay called “The
Overhauling of Straight America” that was published in a gay magazine, the
authors laid out this plan which has been executed perfectly in the United States.
(The quotes below are from the essay, found here)
1. Desensitization and normalization of homosexuals in mainstream America. Talk
about gays and gayness as loudly and often as possible.

“The principle behind this advice is simple: almost any behavior begins to look
normal if you are exposed to enough of it at close quarters and among your
acquaintances.
“In the early stages of any campaign to reach straight America, the masses should
not be shocked and repelled by premature exposure to homosexual behavior
itself. Instead, the imagery of sex should be downplayed and gay rights should be
reduced to an abstract social question as much as possible. First let the camel get
his nose inside the tent—only later his unsightly derriere!”
2. Portray members of the LGBTQ community as victims. Indoctrinate mainstream
America that members of the LGBTQ community were “born this way.”
“In any campaign to win over the public, gays must be cast as victims in need of
protection so that straights will be inclined by reflex to assume the role of
protector.”
“Now, there are two different messages about the Gay Victim that are worth
communicating. First, the mainstream should be told that gays are victims of fate,
in the sense that most never had a choice to accept or reject their sexual
preference. The message must read: ‘As far as gays can tell, they were born gay,
just as you were born heterosexual or white or black or bright or athletic. Nobody
ever tricked or seduced them; they never made a choice, and are not morally
blameworthy. What they do isn’t willfully contrary – it’s only natural for them.
This twist of fate could as easily have happened to you!'”
3. Give protectors a just cause: anti-discrimination
“Our campaign should not demand direct support for homosexual practices,
should instead take anti-discrimination as its theme.”
4. The use of TV, music, film and social media to desensitize mainstream
Americans to their plight as gay people

Over the past 25 years, gay characters, on TV especially, have captured the
hearts of American viewers because they were attractive, funny, smart—the kind
of characters viewers would like to be. No one was shown the dark underside of
gay bars and bathhouses, or same-sex domestic violence, or having to get one’s
HIV+ status checked.
5. Portray gays and lesbians as pillars in society. Make gays look good.
“From Socrates to Shakespeare, from Alexander the Great to Alexander Hamilton,
from Michelangelo to Walt Whitman, from Sappho to Gertrude Stein, the list is
old hat to us but shocking news to heterosexual America. In no time, a skillful and
clever media campaign could have the gay community looking like the veritable
fairy godmother to Western Civilization.”
Use celebrities and celebrity endorsement. And who doesn’t love Ellen
DeGeneres?
6. Once homosexuals have begun to gain acceptance, anti-gay opponents must be
vilified, causing them to be viewed as repulsive outcasts of society.
“Our goal is here is twofold. First, we seek to replace the mainstream’s selfrighteous pride about its homophobia with shame and guilt. Second, we intend to
make the antigays look so nasty that average Americans will want to dissociate
themselves from such types.
“The public should be shown images of ranting homophobes whose secondary
traits and beliefs disgust middle America. These images might include: the Ku
Klux Klan demanding that gays be burned alive or castrated; bigoted southern
ministers drooling with hysterical hatred to a degree that looks both comical and
deranged; menacing punks, thugs, and convicts speaking coolly about the ‘fags’
they have killed or would like to kill; a tour of Nazi concentration camps where
homosexuals were tortured and gassed.”

This is how I see how we got to this place where so many people have been
deceived. They didn’t anchor themselves to the Truth of the Word of God, and
they opened themselves to the cultural brine of Kirk and Madsen’s plan to
overhaul straight America.
And it worked.
I will close with three personal observations about this situation:
Christians have bought into the culture’s worship of feelings over God’s
unchanging revelation
People love how being a protector of the underdog makes them feel
Not enough of us Christ-followers are living lives that demonstrate the
beauty and satisfaction of abiding in Christ
To my sweet friend who asked the question, let me say: God’s good gift of sex and
the intimacy of the marriage relationship is still intended ONLY for one man and
one woman for life. In the beginning, one (Adam) became two (when God formed
Eve from Adam), and then the two became one again. That is a deep mystery that
makes all variations and deviations on God’s intention wrong.
I am indebted to Hope Harris for her insight and analysis of this question.
This blog post originally appeared at
blogs.bible.org/engage/sue_bohlin/why_have_so_many_christians_and_churches_b
ecome_pro-gay
on June 30, 2015.

How Should We Think About
Texas’ First Same Sex Wedding?
Sue Bohlin

Last week saw a front-page story of Texas’ first gay marriage. I asked my friend
Hope Harris to guest blog for me, responding to this event out of her decades of
experience and perspective as a former gay activist before Jesus changed
everything in her life.
For well over 25 years I lived openly as a lesbian, advocating for gay rights and
Marriage Equality. Just over six years ago I trusted Christ, and since then I have
wrestled in depth with resolving my faith and sexuality, gender roles and
Marriage Equality. Because of my belief that God’s Word is true, I have landed on
the side of the Biblical view of these issues. I can’t even begin to express what a
transformation God has made in me, that He would bring me to the place where I
embrace the Biblical definition of marriage as between one man and one woman.
Last week, on February 19, 2015, Suzanne Bryant and Sarah Goodfriend became
the first same sex couple to legally wed in the state of Texas. Shortly after the
ceremony, the Texas Supreme Court responded with a stay, making it clear that
this same sex marriage license is illegal and is not legally binding. This was a onetime marriage license granted by a probate judge based on the fact that one of
the women is battling ovarian cancer, because it is possible that Ms. Goodfriend
may not live to see same sex marriage legal in the state of Texas.

How should we think about this?
Let’s start with the premise by which this couple was granted a marriage license.
It is based on Ms. Goodfriend’s cancer battle; there is limited information
available as to what stage her cancer has progressed to. In its article “Women
Wed in Texas”{1}, the Dallas Morning News states,
“Goodfriend, policy director for state Rep. Celia Israel, said during a news
conference that her last chemotherapy treatment was 4 1/2 months ago. But,
she added: “All of us wonder if the cancer grows back along with the hair
growing back.”
I am sorry that Ms. Goodfriend is suffering from ovarian cancer and my prayers
are with her for full restoration of health. Furthermore, this not a personal attack
on Ms. Goodfriend or her partner Ms. Bryant.
From my experience as an advocate for Marriage Equality, I see this as a public
appeal to gain sympathy for same sex couples in Texas. After all, who would deny
a “dying woman” and her faithful partner of 31 years the right to make medical
and legal decisions? On the surface this sounds like a valid reason to side with the
couple—after all, this is a one—time exception.
First, the couple themselves are well educated individuals. Ms. Bryant is an
attorney who graduated from Duke Law School. She specializes in second parent
adoptions for alternative families, meaning same sex couples. Ms. Goodfriend
holds a Ph.D. in Economics from UNC.
It is a fact these women are long term partners and based on their level of
education and positions, it would be hard to believe that they have not long ago
obtained medical power of attorney and given each other the legal right to make
medical decision should the other not have the fortitude to do so. Additionally I
am sure they have had the foresight to make funeral arrangements as well.

Let’s look at another aspect of this situation that appeals to our sense of equality
and justice.
Bryant said Thursday that being legally married to Goodfriend, who has ovarian
cancer, would ensure inheritance. . . “Financially, now we’re intertwined, and we
will have community property that we will share.”
As mentioned above, the couple is well educated, and they have the ability—apart
from marriage—to legally ensure that their joint property goes to the parties they
intend it to, such as the remaining partner and their two adopted daughters. I see
this as a ploy to gain the compassion and understanding of their fellow Texans for
the larger agenda of granting all same sex couples the rights, responsibilities and
portability now granted to heterosexual couples in the State of Texas.
What should our response be as Christ followers who want to uphold the Biblical
definition of marriage?
It is crucial that we have each resolved that the Biblical definition is God’s best
plan for humanity. I can assure you that the battle is just gaining momentum in
Texas. As it does it will also bring many heated and harsh exchanges between
people on both sides of the issue, in public forums, town meetings, churches and
personal conversations. Anger will be most intense towards those who stand on
the side of Biblical marriage.
Understand that those advocating for Marriage Equality often view Christians as
unkind, uneducated and intolerant. Because of this, I believe it is all the more
necessary for God’s people to become educated. Learn to effectively demonstrate
a balance of love and truth. Become men and women who can exercise empathy
and compassion without compromise to those with opposing views. Below are
three common positions most often brought to the forefront of the Marriage
Equality argument.
Social Constructs Argument: Men and women are equal and able to effectively

carry out the roles of the opposite gender in traditional marriages.
Understand that gay marriage dilutes the value of marriage by insisting that there
is nothing intrinsically essential about the balance of male and female. It will
further weaken the family bonds that God ordained.
Civil Rights Argument: Gay rights and same sex marriage are civil rights issues
parallel to the 1960s civil rights movement.
Same sex marriage is not a civil right, by definition; civil rights are based on
socio-economic changes rather than emotional wants and physical attractions.
I have always found this position personally offensive to men and women of color
who fought tirelessly to gain equal footing to their counterparts here in the
United States. From the perspective of one formerly immersed in the gay culture,
I can attest that the majority of the LGBT community are well educated
Caucasians who have not suffered the civil injustices people of color have.
Religious Argument: It is necessary to redefine marriage and sexual identity as
a cultural norm in order to justify living as one’s “authentic self,” according to
one’s primary attractions.
God created sexuality as complete and perfect; however, as the result of sin
entering the world, humanity now lives with sexual and relational brokenness.
People are using the term “authentic self’ to describe what is actually flesh, the
part of us operating independently from God and His intentions for us.
The cultural tide is sweeping the church, not only accepting but affirming men
and women who chose their primary identity as gay rather than as a redeemed
child of God. Furthermore, many so-called “gay Christians” are advocating
redefining God’s design for marriage and sexuality as it is stated in the Bible. (So
many people have become desensitized to this label or identity that it fails to
disturb any more. How would we respond if a group started a “Christian

swingers” or “KKK for Christ” movement?)
This position diminishes the integrity of the Bible as absolute Truth and Godinspired, with the ability to evaluate and direct our lives to become the people
God calls us to be.
For those who embrace the Biblical definition of marriage being between one man
and one woman, there are moral, ethical and theological implications—for
Christians, churches, and pastors in Texas, the United States and beyond. We
must not succumb to the cultural tidal wave challenging God’s definition of
marriage. Be brave and courageous, friends. Stand firm in God’s Truth. Keep a
level head and a calm spirit, and speak the truth in love.
1.
www.dallasnews.com/news/state/headlines/20150219-women-wed-in-texas-first-sa
me-sex-marriage-but-union-contested.ece
Follow Hope’s blog, Hope’s
hopespathway.wordpress.com/
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