A Statement from the Oversight of Valley Vineyard re Same-Sex marriage

(28 March 2006)

Recently the South African Council of Churches met to discuss this issue. The Church leaders are radically divided on how to respond. Some of our members have asked where Valley Vineyard stands. As part of the Association of Vineyard Churches and members of The Evangelical Alliance of SA (TEASA, ph 011-403-1228), we support their position: That Biblically speaking, same-sex marriages cannot be justified, and if it goes ahead, it will contribute to a further erosion of our society. TEASA co-sponsors the Marriage Alliance of SA, which is opposing the proposed legalization of same-sex marriages (MASA, ph 033-347-1911; email marriagealliance@ae.org.za). 

We acknowledge the sensitivities and profound struggles around same-sex attraction, gender identity issues and genetic abnormalities (with related debates and social and spiritual acceptance). We acknowledge the history of church intolerance and discrimination against homosexuals, and yet we hold to the Biblical truth of homosexual practice being sinful. Therefore pastoral sensitivity, compassion and a non-judgemental approach is important to us.    

God’s revelation of humankind and marriage in creation and in scripture is clear: God created us male and female in his image, and marriage is between a man and a woman in which the two become one. This is marriage. It’s a covenant before God and people, not a contract. Same-sex “marriage” will fundamentally redefine and undermine the meaning and model of marriage (and family), which has been universally held as self-evident since humankind began. Every religion and culture on earth defines marriage as a sacred bond between male and female. Our marriage law is based on this definition, and will change if the small minority of the SA population—the gay community—succeeds in imposing its will on the massive majority. The consequences can be enormous—socially, spiritually, etc. We believe that gays must have the protection of normal human, legal and civil rights that all people enjoy. Thus we support them in their attempt to legalize their relational unions for the sake of civil and other benefits and protections. We propose a civil contract recognized by the government with its own name, but not to be called marriage, so as respect the democratic majority.      

The underlying issue here is the homosexual question. The fall of humanity into sin has led to a warping of knowledge, morality, corruption, etc (as Paul describes in Rom 1:18-32). We see same-sex attraction in this context as part of the fall, a breaking and warping of God’s image, just as in any illicit heterosexual temptation and sin. We do not believe that homosexuality is genetically determined from conception—scientific research has not conclusively proved this to be the case—just as we do not believe that heterosexuals are genetically driven to have many sexual partners. Biblically, any sex outside of marriage (as defined above) is sinful and destructive, whether homosexual, bisexual or heterosexual sin. 

We unconditionally accept homosexuals, listen to them empathetically, and welcome them into our fellowship, just as Jesus would. But acceptance of the person does not mean endorsement of their choices, behaviour and lifestyle. In God’s community, as relationship and trust grow, and as God works in people, false beliefs, wrong choices and sinful lifestyles come into question, and are challenged by God’s truth and saving grace. Thus we must “speak the truth in love” (Eph 4:15). Lastly, we deplore all forms of homophobia—fear of same-sex intimacy (of the non-sexualised kind) and hatred of gays—but we reject their politicised definition of homophobia: anyone who questions or disagrees with the gay community.

