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A number of parish members have pointed me to a recent article by 

Andrew Bolt, where he mentioned the Queensland Education Department 

sending out a directive to school principals to take action against children 

who talk about Jesus or give out Christmas cards in the school yard.  

The Education Department has a committee which consists of 

representatives of different faiths, which is responsible for advising the 

Department before any policy regarding religion is published. It has since 

emerged that this committee had been bypassed regarding the Education 

Department’s recent directive. The Education Minister Kate Jones has now 

called a meeting of the committee to discuss this and has stated that 

children are free to talk about Jesus and exchange Christmas cards. 

However, as the directives have not been rescinded, it is unclear what their 

current status is.  

It comes as no surprise that it is only Christianity, not Islam or any other 

religion, that has been singled out by bureaucrats. We can only pray that 

such a directive would be rescinded, and so we wait with baited breath. 

It has become an almost daily occurrence to hear or see many media 

organisations bagging Christianity. The media holds a lot of sway and are 

keen to denounce Christianity and its godly morals, while at the same time 

promoting unhealthy, wicked ways of living. However, we must also 

acknowledge that there are also some in the media, while not necessarily 

Christian themselves, who do support Christian principles, will defend 

Christianity, and will acknowledge the benefits society has received from 

Christianity.    

All this is nothing new. We are well aware that the Scriptures tell of 

tribulation coming upon the children of God. God’s Word is full of examples 

of His children being persecuted even to the point of death. This tribulation 

will continue, until the time comes when God says “Enough!” and comes to 
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judge the living and the dead. But I guess, now more than ever, we see this 

hatred toward Christianity gaining traction at an alarming pace. 

When I read of the Education Department’s directive against Christianity, 

the first words that came to mind was what Jesus told His disciples, “you 

will be hated for My name’s sake,” (Matt. 10:22). So true!  

Jesus was preparing to send out the 12 disciples, and He knew of the 

danger that awaited them. In sending out the 12, it was clear they would be 

falsely accused and punished even by their own people. But whenever the 

disciples were persecuted, attacked because of their faith, they did not see 

this as a calamity, but rather as an opportunity to call Gentiles to 

repentance and tell them about the world’s only Saviour. They would not 

have to feel intimidated if they were hauled before gentile officials, because 

Jesus promised that the Holy Spirit would provide them with the proper 

words to speak. So they would speak with authority, and they would say 

the right things. The book of Acts tells us of many occasions when this 

situation occurred and the Holy Spirit came to the assistance of the apostles 

(See Acts 4:8 for an example). 

Christ’s ambassadors would also be in danger even in the family circle. 

Parents would have more to fear than disobedience and disrespect from 

their children. Children would have more to fear from their parents than 

discipline and punishment. Unbelief is not tolerant toward Christian faith; 

it is violently opposed to it. Unbelievers would in some cases go so far as to 

betray and accuse members of their own families and have them put to 

death. This happened literally during persecutions of 

Christians from apostolic times to the very recent 

past and may still be happening in some places. 

Under communist regimes, where atheism is official 

and all practice of religion is forbidden, many a 

Christian has been condemned to death for 

confessing and practicing his or her faith. This sort of 

atrocity will continue until the end of time.  

Because we 

belong to the Lord, 

called through 

Holy Baptism to be 

His dear children, 

we too, can expect 

persecution. 
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Because we belong to the Lord, called through Holy Baptism to be His dear 

children, we too, can expect persecution. It was only a few short years ago 

that such things like homosexuality were taboo. Gay ‘unions’ (I try to refrain 

from using the word ‘marriage’ when it comes to homosexuals – God has 

ordained marriage as between one man and one woman) was not even 

considered, now we have the leaders of our country, the media, and a noisy 

minority demanding that we all accept that abominable way of life. Then 

there is the increasing threat of Islam, another tool of the devil who seeks 

to wipe out Christianity all together. Truly, we are being hated because of 

the Lord’s name.  

Another thing that Jesus said when preparing to send out the disciples 

was this: “I am sending you out like sheep among wolves. Therefore be as 

shrewd as snakes and as innocent as doves,” (Matt. 10:16). A wolf invading a 

flock of sheep could destroy many sheep. A sheep venturing into a pack of 

wolves would face certain death. Yet Jesus told His disciples that He was 

sending them like sheep among wolves. They would face enmity and 

danger. They could go with confidence only because Jesus was sending 

them and He would be with them. But that did not mean that they had no 

responsibility for their own safety and welfare. They were to be shrewd as 

serpents, who quietly flee from danger but also stay and defend themselves 

if necessary. They were to be innocent as doves, which are, very 

appropriately, symbols of peace. They should not attack anyone and start 

trouble. If trouble came to them, it was not because they had started it.  

As it appears more and more that we are the sheep 

among the wolves, we too, pray to God for our own 

safety and welfare as we openly proclaim the Word of 

God and denounce any way of life or law that is 

contrary to His commands. We must obey God rather than men! (Acts 5:29). 

We will continue to gather around the Word of God and the Sacraments. We 

will continue to pray for our fellowmen, wishing for them to repent, 

because, like God, we do not wish that any should perish, but that all should 

reach repentance (2 Peter 3:9).  

We must obey 

God rather than 

men! 
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So much more could be said, but let us close with the words of Paul to the 

Corinthians: 8 We are afflicted in every way, but not crushed; perplexed, but 

not driven to despair; 9 persecuted, but not forsaken; struck down, but not 

destroyed; 10 always carrying in the body the death of Jesus, so that the life of 

Jesus may also be manifested in our bodies. 11 For we who live are always 

being given over to death for Jesus’ sake, so that the life of Jesus also may be 

manifested in our mortal flesh. 12 So death is at work in us, but life in you….. 
5:1 For we know that if the tent that is our earthly home is destroyed, we have 

a building from God, a house not made with hands, eternal in the heavens. 
2 For in this tent we groan, longing to put on our heavenly dwelling, 3 if indeed 

by putting it on we may not be found naked. 4 For while we are still in this 

tent, we groan, being burdened—not that we would be unclothed, but that we 

would be further clothed, so that what is mortal may be swallowed up by life. 
5 He who has prepared us for this very thing is God, who has given us the Spirit 

as a guarantee.  
6 So we are always of good courage. We know that while we are at home in 

the body we are away from the Lord, 7 for we walk by faith, not by sight. 8 Yes, 

we are of good courage, and we would rather be away from the body and at 

home with the Lord. (2 Cor. 4:8-12; 5:1-8).  

Praise God that even though we live in an increasingly hostile world, He 

is still in control. We belong to Jesus, and so we look forward to the day 

when we will join with Him in eternal glory.  

 

To Thee I give my heart’s affection, 

For Thou didst love me unto death. 

Thy fervent love is my protection; 

In this, Lord, do I rest my faith. 

And thus shall my heart Thy heart be 

Now and throughout eternity.  

Hymn 362 V.4 
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The next ULMA conference is being held on September 29-30 in Decatur, Illinois. 

Pastor is planning on attending, and certainly any other AELC members are also 

welcome to attend. Pastors of the ACLC (Association of Confessional Lutheran 

Churches) whom AELC representatives met in 2014, plan to also be at the 

conference. The ACLC is now seeking fellowship with the ULMA, which would 

also bring them into fellowship with the AELC. Pastor is having ongoing 

discussions with the ULMA and ACLC, and it is hoped that further discussions 

can take place face to face in September. Copies of the ACLC’s constitution will 

be handed out shortly. Pastor has just asked for clarification on a couple points in 

the constitution, and once an answer is given, will distribute them. Please pray that 

fellowship may be recognised.  

I only wish that there were Lutherans in Australia with whom we could start 

dialogue with, that could lead to fellowship!  

Once again, the same-sex ‘union’ (as mentioned above, I don’t like using the term 

‘marriage’ when it comes to homosexuals) debate has reared its ugly head. This 

time it will not go away until its supporters get what they want. We can expect that 

in the very near future, same sex unions (SSU) will become legal in Australia, and 

it will be called marriage.  

As Christians, we know that God has ordained marriage to be between man and 

woman (eg. Gen. 2:18, Matt. 19:4-6, Eph. 5:22-33), and we do well to be well versed 

in the Word of God. However, using the Word of God as our defence against SSU 

will not get us far when dealing with the ignorant. Most supporters of SSU dismiss 

the Bible as irrelevant and outdated. Yet this should not stop us, as Christians, and 

also as citizens of our country, from warning our fellow citizens of the 

consequences of opening going against what God has established. There will be 

eternal consequences for those who unrepentantly disobey God.  

While I acknowledge that not everyone likes to sit down and read, nevertheless, to 

help become better equipped in our fight against SSU, two books that I highly 

recommend everyone read are “Stealing from a Child – The Injustice of ‘Marriage 

Equality,’” and Sexual Morality in a Christless World.  

“Stealing from a Child – The Injustice of ‘Marriage Equality,’” is authored by Dr David 

van Gend (a GP in Toowoomba, and President of the Australian Marriage Forum). 

Dr van Gend makes his case solidly against SSU with a wealth of social science 
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data, debunking the numerous myths, half-truths and clichés routinely peddled by 

the homosexual lobby. And it is right up to date, examining the intricately related 

battles we now are involved in with transgenderism, the radical ideology of gender-

fluidity, the “Safe Schools” program, and so on. Ask Pastor for a loan of his copy 

to read, or else ask him to get you a copy.  

Sexual Morality in a Christless World is authored by Pastor Matthew Rueger. Pastor 

Rueger is a Lutheran pastor and has lectured on same-sex marriage and sexual 

ethics at Iowa State University. In a world where traditional views on sexuality and 

marriage are collapsing, how do we stand up for a Christian position when it is 

rejected simply because it is Christian? Dr. Rueger uses Scriptures and early 

Christianity to show that we are not alone, nor is there anything new under the sun. 

His discussions are thoughtful and clear, compassionate and Christ-centred. 

Biblical sexual morality will always be countercultural. Again, ask Pastor for a loan 

of his copy, or ask him to get you a copy.  

Both books are easy to read.  

Below are a couple excerpts from the books:  

 

From “Stealing from a Child – The Injustice of ‘Marriage Equality’” 

The Silence of the Shepherds 

Changing the definition of marriage, which has 

lasted for time immemorial, is not an exercise in 

human rights and equality; it is an exercise in de-

authorising the Judaeo-Christian influence in our 

society, and any who pretend otherwise are 

deluding themselves. The Hon. John Howard, 

former Prime Minister of Australia. 

They say it takes a village to raise a child. That 

means, in order to raise tomorrow's child 

according to the values of the LGBT revolution, it will be necessary to purge 

the village of reactionary moral leaders. That means faithful pastors, priests 

and rabbis. 
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A law for homosexual ‘marriage’ will strike the shepherds and the sheep 

will be scattered. It will intimidate religious leaders (and their insurers) 

with the relentless threat of anti-

discrimination lawsuits; traditional moral 

teaching will become something to be 

whispered in private. There ain’t room in 

this village for both state-enforced 

homosexual orthodoxy and Christian 

moral orthodoxy. 

The revolution’s strategists know that 

once homosexual ‘marriage’ is the law of 

the land, the power of anti-discrimination 

law to silence conscientious objectors and 

indoctrinate children (including those 

from religious homes) into approved LGBT 

views will be complete. In this way, the 

entire moral community surrounding a 

child will be harassed into ideological correctness by ‘human rights’ laws: 

blatant cultural tyranny.  Every revolution knows there are two conditions 

for success: first, obtain control of a child’s education; second, suppress 

dissidents. A law for ‘marriage equality’ makes that possible, at last. 

Canadian Queen’s Counsel, Barbara Findlay, declared years ago: “The 

legal struggle for queer rights will one day be a showdown between 

freedom of religion versus sexual orientation.” Law professor and “activist 

for LGBT rights”, Chai Feldblum, was asked about such a showdown. Her 

views matter because she is an Obama-appointee to the US Equal 

Employment Opportunity Commission. She answered, “In almost all cases 

sexual liberty should win, because that’s the only way that the dignity of 

gay people can be affirmed in any realistic manner.” The editorial of 

America’s leading journal on religion and public life, First Things, 

responded to Feldblum’s comment, “It’s a frank statement that clarifies 

how few restraints progressives feel once they are convinced that they are 

fighting for ‘the great civil-rights issue of our times’.” 

The revolution’s strategists 

know that once 

homosexual ‘marriage’ is 

the law of the land, the 

power of anti-

discrimination law to 

silence conscientious 

objectors and indoctrinate 

children (including those 

from religious homes) into 

approved LGBT views will 

be complete. 
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Laws normalising gay ‘marriage’ will be the big stick needed for “queer 

rights” to beat religious freedom into legal submission. And any who 

pretend otherwise are deluding themselves. 

The trashing of religious liberty 

Ah yes, you say, but if ‘marriage equality’ became law, surely our 

legislators are clever enough to write in protections for religious people? If 

only. Any talk of authentic religious freedom under a regime of homosexual 

‘marriage’ is naive. In 2015 Ireland voted for ‘marriage equality’ while 

promising to protect religious freedom. That truce lasted six months. Under 

Ireland’s Employment Equality Act, a church school can no longer dismiss 

homosexual activists who defy church teaching on marriage. That 

effectively negates the church’s liberty to educate their children according 

to their values and beliefs. 

A few months later, a court in Canada (which has same-sex ‘marriage’) 

ruled that law graduates from a private Christian University, Trinity 

Western, cannot be registered to practice as lawyers because of a pledge 

they make to uphold man-woman marriage. 

At the heart of the dispute was Trinity Western’s “community covenant” 

or code of conduct, which all students are required to agree to. It includes 

requiring students to abstain from gossip, obscene language, prejudice, 

harassment, lying, cheating, stealing, pornography, drunkenness and 

sexual intimacy “that violates the sacredness of marriage between a man 

and a woman.” “The part of TWU’s Community Covenant in issue in this 

appeal is deeply discriminatory to the LGBTQ community, and it hurts;’ the 

appeal court ruling said. “The Law Society of Upper Canada’s decision not 

to accredit TWU was indeed a reasonable conclusion.” The appeal court 

also noted that while the university might find it more difficult to operate a 

law school without accreditation in Ontario, it wasn’t prevented from 

running the facility in accordance with its beliefs. 

Yes, it would be quite difficult to operate a law school when your 

graduates are unemployable, one might think. Note that last contemptuous 

comment from the court, for that is the flavour of things to come: ‘‘You can 
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have your disgusting reactionary beliefs, but don’t let them outside your 

disgusting church walls into the public square, or we will shut you down.” 

And this is happening in Canada, our sister country in the family of once-

free English-speaking nations.  

Here in Australia there are reassuring noises about guaranteeing religious 

liberty within a regime of ‘marriage equality’. Believe that by all means if 

you are a trusting soul and it gives you comfort, but you do not understand 

that the sexual ideologues are playing for keeps. There should be no 

pretense in our Parliament that churches and their associated institutions 

will have lasting exemption from anti-discrimination law. Such pretense 

serves as a sugar coating for the passage of a gay ‘marriage’ pill, but the 

sweetness will soon pass. 

oooOooo 

From Sexual Morality in a Christless World: 

Moral Considerations  

Secular sexual morals are guided by little more 

than vague concepts of consent and feel-good 

emotions. “Morality” is a dangerous topic because 

in today’s climate all morality is subjective, 

determined only by the private experience of each 

individual. What is morally wrong to me may not 

be to you, and who is to judge which view is better, 

especially if God and His Word are automatically 

excluded from consideration? The natural law principle of pursuing good 

and avoiding evil does provide a basis for discussing moral decisions with 

those who do not accept the Bible or the Christian God. Actions that are 

intrinsically harmful to people are generally thought of as morally wrong 

by a majority. A case can be made that sexual promiscuity and sexually 

aberrant behaviour are morally wrong because they hurt people. As a 

pastor with decades of experience, I have dealt with people suffering from 

the effects of their own promiscuity. I have seen the damage it does to 
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families and married couples, to children, and to individuals whose 

conscience struggles with memories of past mistakes. Sexual promiscuity 

leaves a trail of broken people and regret. It also tends to go hand in hand 

with an attitude that sees people as objects for one’s own sexual 

gratification and not as beings worthy of committed love. 

Inherent in the institution of traditional marriage is the pledge of 

monogamy. Monogamy represents something more than a simple promise 

not to engage in sexual acts with other people. Sexual exclusivity implies 

total commitment to the other wherein all that one has and is belongs to 

the other and vice versa. It is going “all-in” and betting everything one has 

on an enduring life with the other. It is also a commitment to care for and 

provide for any offspring produced by that sexual union. Encouraging 

monogamy is in the state’s best interests because it is good for society. 

A view of sexuality that rejects monogamy is immoral because it divorces 

sex from the implied “all-in” commitment that monogamy carries. This is 

not just a problem for those who support same-sex marriage, it is a problem 

for heterosexuals who no longer see the need for marriage as an institution, 

and who replace marriage with cohabitation. Cohabitation does not carry 

the same public declaration of monogamy inherent in marriage. Nor does it 

carry the same legal responsibilities or penalties for breaking the union. 

When the issue of monogamy is brought into 

the discussion of marriage, there is a noted 

difference between same-sex and heterosexual 

marriage. While most heterosexual relationships 

begin with an expectation of lasting monogamy, 

the same is not necessarily true for homosexual 

relationships. Even where there may be initial 

expectations for exclusivity between 

homosexual couples, far fewer of those 

expectations are realized in the long term than 

with heterosexual unions. In 1984, a study was 

conducted by David McWhirter and Andrew Mattison that tracked the 

When the issue of 

monogamy is 

brought into the 

discussion of 

marriage, there is a 

noted difference 

between same-sex 

and heterosexual 

marriage 
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relationships of homosexual couples. They identified 114 couples who 

began their relationship with the expectation of monogamy. After five 

years, 107 of the couples had sexual partners outside of their relationship; 

the seven couples who had not broken their expectations of exclusivity had 

been together less than five years.1 

A 2010 New York Times article entitled “Many Successful Gay Marriages 

Share an Open Secret” summarized a report by a study group at San 

Francisco State University. The report concludes that monogamy is not a 

main concern for many gay relationships.2 However, jettisoning monogamy 

runs the risk of losing the battle for public acceptance by making 

homosexual sex appear “cheap.” So, rather than concede that monogamy is 

not important in many gay relationships, some advocates of homosexual 

unions have redefined monogamy. They speak of monogamy as emotional 

exclusivity to another person, not necessarily sexual exclusivity.3 Placing 

monogamy into the realm of emotions, rather than the act of intercourse, 

allows sex with multiple partners while maintaining the public claim of 

faithfulness. One simply has to have sex without becoming emotionally 

attached. There does not seem to be recognition that this kind of sex 

demeans people and turns them into objects to be used rather than 

individuals to be loved. 

There are clear differences between how homosexual culture and 

heterosexual culture view monogamy and therefore marriage. The number 

one cause for divorce among heterosexual couples is lack of sexual fidelity. 

Monogamy is more than an expectation for heterosexual marriage; it is the 

linchpin for marriage. When that pin is pulled, heterosexual marriages fail, 

but a sizeable percentage of homosexuals get “married” without the same 

                                                           
1 David McWhirter and Andrew Mattison. The Male Couple: How Relationships 

Develop (Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice Hall Inc., 1984), 252, 253 
2 Scott James, “Many Successful Gay Marriages Share an Open Secret,” The New York 

Times, Jan. 28, 2010. www.nytimes.com/2010/01/29/us/29sfmetro.html?_r=0  
3 Trevor A Hart and Danielle R. Schwartz, “Cognitive-Behavioral Erectile Dysfunction 

Treatment for Gay Men,” Cognitive and Behavioral Practice 17 (2010): 70. 
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expectations. Proponents of same-sex marriage argue 

that both views can coexist without one harming the 

other. Why not just let gay couples redefine 

monogamy in emotional terms and live as they want 

and let heterosexuals live by their code of sexual 

monogamy? The problem is that two competing and 

opposite concepts of morality cannot coexist without 

one destroying the other. The more culture moves 

toward defining monogamy in terms of emotional but 

not sexual fidelity, the more marriages between men 

and women will suffer. Since it is within heterosexual marriage that 

children are produced and raised, nonmonogamy will force more children 

to live in broken homes. Families, children, and therefore society itself is 

harmed if monogamy is redefined. 

Proponents of “open” marriages, particularly within the homosexual 

community, claim that sexual openness is a positive practice that leads to a 

stronger marriage bond. Yet, claims that homosexual marriages are more 

enduring than heterosexual marriages are patently false. Norway, where 

same-sex “registered partnerships” (which are legally very similar to 

marriages) have been recognized since 1993, has been the subject of 

several studies on same-sex divorce rates. A study published in 2012 

examined marriage and divorce records in Norway from 1993 to 2011, a 

period of eighteen years. The authors of the study expected to find results 

different from earlier studies, which reported a much higher rate of divorce 

among same-sex couples, particularly among same-sex female couples. The 

eighteen-year period for this study offered a much greater sample base 

than earlier studies, and the fact that such unions had been part of public 

policy for nearly two decades suggested fewer couples would be rushing 

into their legal bonds because of its novelty. To their surprise, results had 

not changed to a significant degree from the earlier studies. They found that 

from 1993 to 2011, divorce rates among male homosexual couples were 

Families, 

children, and 

therefore 

society itself is 

harmed if 

monogamy is 

redefined 
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38% higher than heterosexual couples, and divorce rates among female 

homosexual couples were 128% higher than heterosexual couples.4 

Once more, the evidence supports the position that the model of one man 

and one woman living in a stable monogamous union is the best model for 

society. No other family structure has proven to be as beneficial to the 

overall stability of the community. In fact, other models can be shown to 

create an increased burden on society. 

An argument that roots the discussion in the greater good for society 

soundly favours traditional marriage. This provides Christians a way to 

engage the world around them without citing chapter and verse in the 

Bible. The problem with this approach is that it can and does degenerate 

into a battle of sociological studies, the results of which can be manipulated. 

In a Christian ethic, sociological studies can never replace the force of Holy 

Scripture. However, Christians can find support for traditional views of 

marriage and sexuality in secular evidence. 

The painful truth of human nature is that facts and statistics do not win 

souls. I have had more than one frustrating conversation with individuals 

who admit there is ample evidence favouring traditional views on marriage 

and morality but who also say they do not care. Their hearts want to believe 

that homosexuality is acceptable to God, and He will not judge sexual 

immorality. And because they want to believe it, they dismiss any argument 

to the contrary no matter how logical or statistically verifiable it is. The 

natural law argument may provide an avenue for further discussion with 

the world, but in practical terms, it will probably sway very few. 

One also sees well-intentioned Christians trying to appease both sides of 

the debate. Self-professed Christians have said, “While I’m not in agreement 

with homosexual marriage, what they do in private is their business and it 

                                                           
4 Kenneth Aarskaug Wiik, Ane Seierstad, and Turid Noack, "Divorce in Norwegian 

SameSex Marriages 1993-2011." Discussion Paper (Statistics Norway Research 

Department, No. 723, December 2012), 15. 

www.ssb.no/a/publikasjoner/pdf/DP/dp723.pdf  
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does not affect me.” They say this with the best of intentions, trying to 

maintain their religious opposition to practices that are contrary to God’s 

Word while giving a nod to the world’s expectation of tolerance. They are 

saying in effect, “I believe this way, but can tolerate that way.” Yet, when 

tolerance allows the greater good to be suppressed and allows for practices 

that will harm people, then tolerance itself becomes bad. It is an essential 

element of any rule of law that lines need to be drawn where tolerance ends 

and the safety of others is protected. It is not unloving to say that this or 

that practice should not be tolerated by society because it is harmful. In fact, 

our society does that now with such practices as intercourse with animals, 

marrying blood relatives, polygamous marriage (for the time being), and 

ages of consent. Tolerance can become an excuse for lawlessness (including 

rejection of basic natural law principles) and failure to show love. When 

Jesus described to His disciples how corrupt the world would become prior 

to His return, He described this very scenario. He warned, “Because 

lawlessness will be increased, the love of many will grow cold” (Matthew 

24:12). 

The Fallout 

The effects of the collapse of traditional marriage 

are just beginning to be felt now because we are in 

the initial stages of it. As they manifest, they will 

prove pervasive throughout culture. The core 

understandings of what marriage is will erode. 

Instead of men and women entering marriage with 

the force of social expectation pushing them toward 

sexual monogamy, self-emptying love, and personal 

sacrifice to make the marriage last, they will enter 

their union with society’s new vision of sexual 

permissiveness and the expectation that husbands and wives will seek 

themselves. Divorce rates will increase. Marriage itself will become 

irrelevant and couples will choose instead to cohabitate. Children will 

become less and less the focus of a couple’s love and a reason for couples 

The effects of the 

collapse of 

traditional 

marriage are just 

beginning to be 

felt now because 

we are in the 

initial stages of it 
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fully to commit to each other for life. They will become casualties because 

they are no longer seen as an essential outcome of the marriage bond. 

There will be more consequences felt by anyone who dares to question 

the new cultural standards. As Maggie Gallagher put it, 

Equality is the state’s religion in America.5 Ideas and people who are 

perceived as “anti-equality” do not get to play on a level playing field, 

but one decidedly tilted against their views by government, law, and 

society. Equality arguments do not lead to pluralism but to the use of 

government and social power to suppress dissent, dissenters, and 

dissenting institutions.6 

Already this is being felt by people who refuse to put their stamp of 

approval on same-sex marriage. Bakers are fined tens of thousands of 

dollars for refusing to participate in same-sex marriage celebrations. 

County clerks are walking away from their jobs rather than be forced to 

issue marriage licenses to same-sex couples. Teachers in secular schools 

are fired or suspended for stating their personal beliefs that homosexuality 

is wrong. Such persecution will only increase, and sadly, the generations 

following us will feel the consequences more. 

oooOooo 

The Australian Christian Lobby also has good articles and resources against SSU. 

You can find them here: www.acl.org.au. On their page you will find a form that 

can be filled out, which is then sent automatically to your local member of 

parliament, and also to the government senators of our state. If you haven’t already, 

I urge you also to contact the Prime Minister’s Office, as well as the Leader of the 

Opposition’s Office, and make known to them our opposition to SSU.  

 

                                                           
5 We could easily substitute “America” here with “Australia” PAZ 
6 Corvine and Gallagher, Debating Same-Sex Marriage, 127. © Oxford University 

Press. 

http://www.acl.org.au/
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Reformation Sunday, 29 October 

10.00am HC AELC Service at St John’s Aubigny, 

celebrating 500 years since the Reformation. 

Pastor Ohlson will be preaching. After a shared 

lunch, Pastor Ziebell and Vicar Zabel will be 

presenting short papers with a Reformation 

theme.  

10.00am HC 

11.30-1.00 Lunch 

1.00-2.30pm afternoon session.  

 

Keep an eye on the weekly bulletins, as more events are being organised to 

celebrate the Reformation!! 

 

From the Marburg, Minden, Lowood Parish:    

There will be a movie night on Friday night, 22nd of September at Marburg 

featuring “The Luther Movie.” Time to be advised, bring a friend, bring your 

neighbour. 

Reformation Hymn Singing, Saturday 21st of October at Minden, bring/share, 

arriving at 5pm to start the meal by 5.30pm. 

 

 

 

I know I know! It’s been a while since we have had a Parish Newsletter, but 

better late than never I say! If there is any topic that you would like 

discussed, please let Pastor know. 😊  

 

 

 

 

 


