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LGBTransgender: What’s All This Fuss about Bathrooms and Locker Rooms?
INTRODUCTION:
            A. Your 12-year-old daughter comes home from her first day at middle school…crying. “What’s the matter, Honey?” you ask. The crying gives way to sobbing, and after several minutes, she is finally able to say only one thing: “It was awful!” 


When she has calmed down a bit the story spills out. All went well the entire day. But she stayed for her first team sport practice, cross-country. And after the practice the coach told the students to take a shower. She noticed one of the boys following the girls into the locker room. The boy started taking off his clothes! Several of the girls were shocked and screamed. Your daughter ran to the coach to report what had happened. The coach explained that the boy was “transitioning,” and that she should do as she was told and go take a shower. When she went back into the locker room, most of the girls had already entered the shower. She held off till the last minute, but then undressed, and tried covering herself with her hands. She darted in and out of the shower.


“But,” she said, “the boy looked at me, looked me up and down and all the other girls as well. And I didn’t want to see his body, but there he was, and I couldn’t avoid it. And I don’t ever want to go back. It was awful!” 


I want to pause at this point for a reality check. If you think that’s crazy, it is. It is insanity and iniquity, wickedness, sexual abuse of a minor. The world has lost its mind.


B. So where do you turn? If you go to the school authorities they will tell you that their hands are tied, that the Obama administration has forced them to comply on threat of withholding federal funds. You may even get a lecture for your “bigotry” and “intolerance.” In some cases your daughter might be suspended from school until she undergoes “reeducation” through “sensitivity training.” 

Far fetched? Not at all. And, lest you think that the current administration only has a few more months in office, who do you think is going to walk this back? Certainly not the Democratic Party and their presumptive nominee. And even if Mr. Trump prevails, did you hear one word against this at his Republican National Convention? Neither did anyone else. Nor did you hear any discussion about overturning homosexual marriage. None. So what’s going on here? How did it come to this? 

I. THE SEXUAL REVOLUTION.


A. We are nearing the end (or maybe we’re only in the middle) of a protracted sexual revolution that has been underway for over a century. Ordinarily I do not go in for conspiracy theories, but when the revolutionaries publically trumpet their agenda, it’s hard not to take notice. The current agenda is the normalization of every conceivable form of sexual aberration, and it goes by a continually lengthening acronym: LGBT. The T stands for “transgender,” and that’s how that boy got to shower with your twelve year-old-daughter.


L is for “lesbian,” women who prefer to have sex with women, and G is for “gay,” men who prefer to have sex with men. You used to hear something about the B, but the B for “bisexual” has become a bit of an embarrassment for the sexual revolutionaries, so you don’t hear much about that any more. And the T is for “transgender,” in some cases “transsexual,” which refers to people who for some reason or no reason at all have decided that their gender does not match their genitalia, and so they want to start living the role, the identity of their preference, including the use of public restrooms, locker rooms, and showers, with or without the benefit of sexual “reassignment” surgery.  



B. Now a revolution must revolt against something, usually the dominant ideology, and in this case it is a revolution against the reigning sexual morality that has stood virtually unopposed for thousands of years: one man and one woman in the context of marriage. Certainly the deviant behaviors of promiscuity and adultery were always known, as was homosexual practice, even from the most ancient times, clearly addressed in the Bible. But the point is that these all were deviations from the moral norm: one man, one woman in the context of marriage. Pagan cultures by and large figured this out from God’s general revelation in nature—there are men and there are women: 1+1=2. Those cultures that had been influenced by Judaism and by Christianity adopted this moral norm with more biblical certainty and clarity. 


God has created his world. And so God has determined that there would be two genders, male and female. He gave to our race the good gift of sexual pleasure, but also regulated its enjoyment to the context of one man and one woman in the covenant of lifelong marriage. There are three other biblical stipulations to this rule: namely that one must not marry close relatives, one must be of age and mind of consent, and a Christian may only marry another Christian. 


C. What of those who wish to live outside of this rule, God’s rule, the rule given by our wise and good Creator? The basic goal of this new sexual revolution is this: “I want to have sex whenever and with whomever, how ever and for whatever reason, and I don’t want anyone criticizing or condemning me for it.” Now that kind of absolute moral anarchy would be difficult to sell to the general public, and so the proponents of this new sexual revolution must then come up with some alternate rule, an alternate morality, and it has been quite interesting to see the development of some kind of rule among those promoting the sexual revolution. 


Let me point out that any alternate rule will never, ever work for the simple fact that this is God’s world and he designed it according to his good will. So any other proposed rule will 1) be inferior, and 2) be incompatible with the world we live in. It would be like trying to drive on the right side of the road in England. You may get away with it for a block or two, but a collision is inevitable. And what if you abolished all traffic laws altogether? Not only would there be many collisions, but traffic would snarl to a standstill.  


D. And so in trying to live according to some other, inferior, man-made rule, the sexual revolution is overflowing with inconsistencies and downright hypocrisies. And let me point out a few. 


1. In the 1960s we were told that marriage was on the way out, that it was passé and a useless relic. “I don’t need a piece of paper to prove my love.” That’s when the sexual revolution was seeking to legitimize heterosexual promiscuity. But now that the agenda has shifted to homosexual legitimacy, marriage, and especially homosexual marriage is suddenly the most important, most essential, most fundamental human right. So which is it? The hypocrisy and inconsistency is astonishing. 


2. Early on, to sell the legitimacy of homosexual practice, we were told that these folks had no choice, certainly no one would choose to practice homosexuality, so this must be genetic in nature. Researchers eagerly sought to discover a gay gene (which they never did). The main problem with this is that if human beings are only genetically pre-programmed robots, then what happens to human freedom and dignity? And now that homosexual practice and marriage has become widely accepted, interestingly, nobody’s looking for the “gay gene” anymore. So which is it? 

3. And that’s why you haven’t heard much about the B in LGBT, “bisexual.” What is a bisexual? Is it someone who has been genetically pre-programmed to desire both genders? Really? What if a bisexual is just somebody who likes to have a lot of sexual pleasure, who bores quickly, and likes to  experiment, to mix it up a bit? Must that be a protected status? And what would true fulfillment for a bisexual look like? One of each? Multiple marriage partners? This doesn’t fit the template of homosexual marriage between two committed partners. So you don’t hear much about “bisexuals” today even though the “B” remains in the acronym. It’s a bit of an embarrassment. 

4. A significant piece of the new morality is radical feminism which often views men as potential rapists and predators. Yet now the new morality is deliberately placing men in women’s restrooms, locker rooms, and showers. Remember when we used to condemn these men as perverts, as “peeping toms” and “flashers”? Don’t you think the dream world of these perverts would be to shower with women? Where is the feminist outcry? This is rank hypocrisy.

The point is that the rules keep shifting depending on which aspect of the new morality is being promoted at the moment. And the rules have to keep shifting. An alternate morality cannot be consistent because it refuses to submit to the morality of the Creator and his design for the world. It cannot fit the world we live in.  

E. What is the new rule for the new, alternate morality? “Consenting adults.” Notice what has happened. God’s rule, God’s only design for morality is: “one man, one woman in the lifelong covenant of marriage of those who have reached the age of consent and who are not close relatives (and Christians may only marry Christians).” 

The new, alternate morality has erased all of that except for one thing: “one man, one woman in the lifelong covenant of marriage of those who have reached the age of consent and who are not close relatives (and Christians may only marry Christians).” “Age of consent” is now the only standard. Those who wish to engage in sexual activity must be consenting adults. Period. 

What we will find as this thing progresses is that the “age of consent” will be gradually lowered as we see in some of the European nations who are much further down the road in the sexual revolution. The legal age of consent in Spain is 13, it is 14 in Italy, Germany, and Austria, and 15 in Sweden and France. In the USA the lowest legal age is 16 in any state with some states currently as high as 18. 

F. If “consenting adults” is the only standard, then what goes? Well, virtually anything and everything goes as we now see by the full-blown strategy of the sexual revolution. It is not simply LGBT anymore, but it has now gone way beyond that to LGBTQQ2IA which stands for Lesbian, Gay men, Bisexual, Transgender/Transsexual, Queer, Questioning, 2-Spirited, Intersex, and Asexual. 

Some of those terms need definition. I certainly had to look them up. “Queer” used to be a slur against gay men, but now many have taken this term back to refer to anyone who is LGBT. It is a catch-all category, but unless you yourself are “queer” don’t ever use the term because it is extremely offensive in some contexts. “Questioning” means just that. People who are questioning their sexuality. This now must be a protected status. 


The next one, “2,” was completely new to me and I had to look it up and not leave it to my imagination. It stands for “two-spirited.” Apparently among some native Americans there is the belief that some people have two spirits, one masculine and one feminine, and so this also must become a protected status. 


“I” for “Intersex” refers to those who are born with both male and female genitals or internal parts that may not be evident on the outside.  

And “A” stands for those who are “asexual” who have no desire to have sex with anyone. It’s hard to see why these folks need to be a protected class. Does anyone have to advocate for the right to not have sex with anyone? Is anybody discriminating against people who don’t want to have sex with anyone? 

But we must understand that this is only the beginning. What about those who prefer sadomasochism? There are virtually endless additional letters to be added to the acronym. Let me suggest four that are just waiting in the wings: PBMI. 


1. The only reason marriage was traditionally limited to two was because there were two genders. But now that all that’s off the table, we are starting to hear arguments for polyamory and polygamy, multiple people in combination. You can check that all out at: www.lovemore.com

2. And what about animals? Some people care more for their pets than for their children. Don’t animal lovers have rights as well? So bestiality is likely to become a protected status. Last month (June 9, 2016), the Supreme Court of Canada ruled that most sex acts with animals were legal as long as they did not involve penetration. The people most concerned about this were animal rights activists. 

3. We’ve already mentioned the move on minors. Let’s face it, some people are attracted to boys and girls. How can we deny them fulfillment? “M” is for minors, and you can check all that out at www.nambla.com.  

4. And one of the enduring arguments given against incest is the problem of genetic defects. If a brother and sister marry, their children are prone to genetic problems. But what about homosexual incest? Since homosexual sex cannot result in reproduction, why stigmatize father-son, mother-daughter, uncle-nephew, sister-sister relationships? Who are you to judge? “I” is for incest. 

And there is no end in sight. Don’t forget about sadomachism which was mainstreamed by the film “Fifty Shades of Grey.”

Once you deviate from God’s own standard, “one man, one woman in a lifelong covenant of marriage,” you’ll never get it right again. Then every conceivable (and inconceivable) aberration will argue for its legitimacy, as we find now with the ever-lengthening acronym, and the ever-stranger combinations. And that’s what’s been the driving force behind 12-year-old boys and girls showering together in public schools. 

Where is all of this going? Will sanity ever rise once again? I doubt it. The power behind the new sexual morality is that it claims to be a “morality,” the TRUE morality. If you express discomfort or disagreement with any aspect of the agenda, then YOU are immoral. You are a bigot, a hater, phobic, probably you are LGBT yourself but are repressing it with self-loathing. That’s a fairly common narrative.  


G. What I think may happen is that these inconsistencies will start to fray at the edges. For example, I’m thinking that the feminists are going to start reacting against the transgenders. Can a man who dresses like a woman then claim to identify with the hardships of women? Would a woman who dresses and acts like a man be considered a traitor to the feminist cause? Author Mark Steyn points out that the patches of the diversity quilt start fighting each other. On June 13 of this year a Muslim (read “minority” and “victim”) opened fire in a gay (read “minority” and “victim”) bar killing 49. Which “victim” is at fault? Some with sober face alleged that conservative Christians were really to blame. 

H. This revolution is really a religious revolution or an anti-religious revolution that has been developing for over 100 years. Since this is really a revolution of ideas, of religious principles, four dominant norms had to be overturned. 


1. The first is the rejection of God’s authority in Scripture. Though it can be derived from nature the explicit source of the one sexual ethic of one man, one woman in lifelong marriage clearly comes from the Bible. And as long as the Bible was widely revered as the Word of God, the sexual revolution could make no real headway. But now the great majority in our land no longer believe the Bible is the Word of God. Only 17% attend any church regularly in our land, so the number of those even hearing God’s Word is greatly diminished. 


2. The second is the rejection of God’s order in creation, making us male and female, and blessing marriage. For most people today, God is not our Creator. Rather we are the result of the random forces of evolution. If anything, we created ourselves. So for these folks there is no divine design, and we can now feel free to make up our own combinations and create our own identities as we see fit. 


3. A third factor is the rejection of any objective standard. Someone has noted that in the pre-modern world unbelief was impossible. Once we passed into the modern world where natural forces were given credit for our origins, then unbelief became possible. But now we are in a post-modern context in which any truth claim is suspect and there is no such thing as objective truth or even reality, now belief is impossible. So we went from “unbelief is impossible” to “unbelief is possible” to “belief is impossible.” And that’s where we are right now.

4. And the fourth prerequisite for the new morality to prevail is the exaltation of the autonomous self. The self has now replaced God. The self now IS god. The self is its own authority and is inherently good. So the self is its own standard and has the absolute right to self-determination. “I am whatever I say that I am. And you may not challenge me or correct me or criticize me. I have the civil right to determine my own existence as I see fit. There is no objective reality to correct or refute me.” 

I. How successful has the sexual revolution been? I have to congratulate it with a nearly perfect success rate. It has overwhelmingly convinced the public of its case, and I don’t ever envision it being overturned in my lifetime. And it has made rapid strides in a very short time. Our current president was elected with the promise that he upheld traditional marriage. He quickly “evolved” on the issue after he was elected, and now he celebrates homosexual marriage as the law of the land in every state. 

What’s more, the public has been both deceived and convinced. While the whole LGBT number combined accounts for no more than 3.8% of the population, most Americans think that the number is around 20-25%. In 2002 38% of Americans approved of homosexual behavior. Thirteen years later in 2015 the number has flipped to 63%. In 1999 only 35% of Americans favored homosexual marriage. In 2015 60% approved of it. Democrats champion the LGBT agenda. Republicans run from it. The success of the sexual revolution is nearly complete. 

II. THE CHURCH’S CAPTIULATION. 


As we said earlier, this is really a religious revolution, an anti-religious revolution. Albert Mohler in his book, We Cannot Be Silent, points out that the sexual revolution could not have taken place had not a great part of church gone along with its agenda. This is the part of my presentation that you may not want to hear, but you have been patient this far, so I would ask for your indulgence. 

A. The first innovation in the church that permitted the sexual revolution was the surrender of the Scriptures of as the Word of God. This capitulation began in the late 1880s as liberal theologians began to question the historicity and so the authority of the biblical texts. They sought to create a new religion stripped of a slavish dependence on the doubtful words of Scripture and boiled it all down to the “essence” of all religions: “the universal fatherhood of God and the universal brotherhood of man.” Scripture contained some truth amidst a wasteland of error, the kernel in the husk. 


Neo-orthodoxy came along purportedly revising liberalism, but actually making things worse. All Scripture was now considered mere human words, but somehow the word of God comes subjectively and speaks to us through these fallible human words. Religion is now not tied in any way to the various words or commands of the Bible, but truth is what I perceive it to be, entirely subjective in nature. So specific commands about sex and behavior can be safely dismissed if I do not feel that they are the word of God to me. What the church does, then, is to forfeit any unique, objective word it may have from God for the culture at large. 


B. Similarly, a large portion of the church has now forfeited any claim to there being any objective truth, any universal truth that is always true for all people at all times. No truth is absolute, all truth is relative, and this paves the way for reexamining and revising every aspect of our faith and practice, and sadly this is often along the lines of the prevailing winds of popular culture, virtually mirroring it. 

C. Thirdly, a large portion of the church has now agreed with the world by asserting the self as of primary importance. Self-esteem, self-fulfillment, and self-actualization have become the highest goals in these churches. The underlying assumption is that the self is always good and true and that self-fulfillment is a guaranteed promise of God. From this context it’s hard to challenge or to deny the argument from the person who self-identifies as a homosexual or a transgender and declares that this is who they truly are, and that they must be allowed to be and to behave this way in order to find true fulfillment. If the self is always true and good, if we can trust our feelings, if fulfillment is the goal of life, then how can you refuse? 

D. And fourthly, much the church has capitulated to the world in the rejection of God’s order in creation with respect to gender and to sexual practice. And this is in at least six ways.


1. First, the church has accepted the separation of sexual pleasure from the good gift of children. I recently learned that when birth control was developed and proposed in the early 1900s “its use was condemned by every single Christian denomination.” Did you know that? 


Why? Al Mohler writes: “Historically, the Christian church condemned birth control because it has always sought to uphold the worth and dignity of children. Christians have consistently understood that children are, in every circumstance, a divine gift. This affirmation was so central to Christianity throughout the centuries that the issues of birth control, abortion, and infanticide were largely considered to be one and the same. The Christian church has always been concerned to promote the notion that children are to be welcomed and that any failure to welcome a child is itself an act of unfaithfulness.” (18)


He goes on to demonstrate how widespread birth control for married couples opened the door for promiscuity among the unmarried. “So long as sex was predictably related to the potential of pregnancy, a huge biological check on sex outside marriage was removed, sex and children became effectively separated and sex became redefined as an activity that did not have any necessary relation to the gift of children. It is impossible to exaggerate the importance of the separation of sex and babies from the moral equation.” (20) He goes on to say that “evangelicals must affirm that every marriage must be open to the gift of children and that, should pregnancy occur, it is to be seen as an unconditional gift rather than as an imposition.” (21)


To defeat traditional sexual morality which tied sex to marriage, the sexual revolution had to uncouple sex from the possibility of children. The larger church eventually played right along with this.


2. Second, in order to institute a new sexual morality, the revolution had to unhitch sex from the confines of marriage. The world needed no-fault divorce, and the church has largely gone along with the worldly practice of no-fault, no-questions-asked divorce. 

The Bible does permit divorce in limited circumstances. Adultery kills a marriage, even a single act of adultery. So divorce with the right to remarry is permitted in cases of adultery. And in 1 Corinthians 7, the Apostle Paul allows that if a Christian has been married to a non-Christian and the non-Christian wants out, the Christian is then free from the marriage obligation, presumably with the right to remarry another. But that’s it. 


But the world, of course, demanded more, easy in and easy out marriage. Remember the only biblical expression of sex is between one man and one woman in the context of lifelong marriage. But the larger church has completely compromised on this matter, permitting the sexual revolution to roll on unchecked through no-fault divorce. 


3. The larger church has confused the issues even more by violating God’s design for the genders in the church. I’m talking about women serving in church office as elders and pastors. The Bible is unambiguous: only men may serve as elders and teachers in the church. All of the qualifications for elders in 1 Timothy and Titus assume that they will be men, “the husband of but one wife.” And Paul is explicit in 1 Timothy 2:11-12: “11 Let a woman learn quietly with all submissiveness. 12 I do not permit a woman to teach or to exercise authority over a man; rather, she is to remain quiet.” If we depart from God’s design for the genders in the church, why should we complain when the world suffers from widespread confusion with respect to gender?

4. The larger church has also retreated from the biblical norm with regard to the genders in marriage. There is an indisputable objectivity to “male” and “female.” But there is great uncertainty today with respect to masculine and feminine. The Bible is quite clear that the husband is to be the head and the authority in the home who is to love his wife, and the wife is to submit to her husband. But this is very politically incorrect and flies in the face of the feminist aspect of the sexual revolution. 


I want to say a lot more about this in two weeks when we take up the subject of marriage, but both biology and the Bible teach us that masculine and feminine is really a matter of penetration. To be masculine is to desire to penetrate and inject life and vitality into another as progenitor, provider, and protector. To be feminine is to desire to be penetrated, receiving and responding to her husband’s penetration by producing fruitfulness, felicity, and a flourishing environment. 

But a typical view of “masculinity” today is the bumbling, self-centered brute who seeks three things: ESPN, beer, and sex in that order, and who expects his wife to take care of him and clean up after him, to be a sort of mother/slash/temptress. In other words, he wants to be feminine. And since the church is afraid to buck the prevailing winds of feminism, it refuses to promote and project true, biblical masculinity and femininity. Is there any wonder why .3% of the population has become so confused that they want to change their gender? 

5. The larger church has also refused to speak up in opposition to the widespread practice of cohabitation. One pastor told me that when a couple comes to him requesting marriage he assumes that they are living together. Some churches have surrendered on this issue because they have confused love with tolerance. Others fear that if they speak up, the couple will simply go to another church, which they probably will. And still others are afraid to be seen as bigots, judgmental haters, who think they are better than others, the very script of the sexual revolution. They are cowardly churches who refuse to believe the Word of God and trust the Spirit of God. And if the three marks of the true church are indeed the pure preaching of the Word of God, the right administration of the sacraments of grace, and the exercise of church discipline, then these churches which refuse to discipline have become false churches and no true churches of Christ. 

6. And, of course, there is the whole capitulation of the larger church to the sexual revolution. The United Church of Christ is a homosexual church, as is the Episcopal Church USA, the Presbyterian Church USA, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, and the Reformed Church in America totters on the brink. This year’s General Synod was considered a victory for conservatives in the RCA, but they actually shot themselves in the foot. While they did strengthen their stance that marriage is between a man and a woman, they also rejected the practice of “reorientation or reparative” therapy which seeks to assist those wishing to change their orientation from homosexual to heterosexual. In other words, don’t act on your homosexual desires, but don’t try to change them, either. Because—you really can’t. 

And this leads to the next dreadful capitulation of the church to the sexual revolution:

E. Fifthly, a large portion of the church has become confused about the nature of fallen humanity and the origin of sin and sinful desires. 


Sometimes, when it was convenient, the sexual revolution wanted us to think the sexual aberrations were the result of inescapable genetic pre-programming. “Hey, if I got the “gay gene” (still undiscovered) from birth, then I could do no other and it is not my fault. So I must have a right to practice homosex because that’s how I was from birth. To be true to my identity, I must be affirmed in my same-sex preference.” And a large portion of the church quickly agreed with this reasoning.


What may be surprising is that the Bible clearly agrees with some of this. All people are born genetically predisposed toward sin of all kinds. We have all inherited from Adam both the guilt of sin and the corruption of sin. All of us are bent toward one sin or another, and none of us is excused for any of our sins. In Mark 7, Jesus declared ““What comes out of a person is what defiles him. 21  For from within, out of the heart of man, come evil thoughts, sexual immorality, theft, murder, adultery, 22 coveting, wickedness, deceit, sensuality, envy, slander, pride, foolishness. 23 All these evil things come from within, and they defile a person.” 


James explains the origin of sin (1:13-15(: “13 Let no one say when he is tempted, “I am being tempted by God,” for God cannot be tempted with evil, and he himself tempts no one. 14 But each person is tempted when he is lured and enticed by his own desire. 15 Then desire when it has conceived gives birth to sin, and sin when it is fully grown brings forth death.” 

What Jesus and James are saying flies in the face of the sexual revolution which assumes that all of our desires are right and true and good and noble. God says that many of our desires are in fact wicked and sinful and we must practice self-control and not indulge those sinful desires. And if the gospel is true, then people can change. People can learn new and godly ways and can acquire new desires for holiness and godliness. As a church we entirely give away the farm if we allow that certain kinds of sinful desires are just too strong for the Holy Spirit to overcome, that they arise with no fault to the person, and so we conclude that they must be allowed to fulfill those sinful desires, despite the clear and contrary warnings in the Word of God. 


This leads us to the most egregious of the church’s errors when it comes to the sexual revolution. 


F. I’m referring to the church’s failure with respect to the Great Commission—to make disciples of all nations, those who have been evangelized and converted, baptized into his church, and then who are taught and trained to obey everything that Christ has commanded them. 


Why has the church faltered and failed? The collapse was from within, make no mistake about that. The church became embroiled in politics, in moral crusades, in relentlessly commenting on and criticizing every aspect of the world around it, when we should have been obeying the Lord Jesus and giving ourselves to sharing the gospel with non-Christians and teaching and training believers to be Christ’s disciples, those who gladly obey all that he has commanded. That would necessarily include disciplining those members who refuse to obey Christ, and eventually putting out those who persist in their rebellion. How can we expect to enjoy the blessing of Christ, the Head of the church, when we neglect something as central as his Great Commission?! 


The world will always be the world. The question is: will the church be the church? It is sad and pitiful to see the world twist and contort and desperately grasp for some kind of fulfillment through the next form of sexual perversion. It is heart-breaking to know that Jesus Christ offers the eternal and abundant life that these pitiful, lost souls are seeking to acquire through sexual immorality. But when the church is afraid to be the church and simply apes the world adopting its causes and goals and agenda, then the church forfeits any hope it may once have had to offer.


Two years ago at our denomination’s General Assembly, a young man stood to address the whole group. He said as youth he had struggled with same- sex desires, but that two PCA pastors befriended him and counseled him, and he acquired new desires through faith in Christ. He went on to marry, to become a father, to attend seminary, and now he pastors a church. I’m so glad those two pastors obeyed Christ’s Great Commission and lovingly evangelized and discipled that young man. I had an occasion to speak with him after the meeting. I told him I had formerly been in a denomination that would have affirmed him in his same sex desires. “They would have offered you no help,” I said. And he replied, “And no hope, either.” 

III. THE WAY FORWARD.


So after all this doom and gloom I want to tell you that I am supremely hopeful at this point for many reasons, not the least of which is the promise of God that he reigns and that his Son will one day rule over all the earth. But I am also hopeful because the church of the Apostles was sent forth to conquer the world in a similarly wicked and perverse cultural context. And one of the reasons why the church grew so rapidly in the first century was that contrast. The pagans lived in complete moral anarchy. Their Caesar Nero was a homosexual and a child molester who married a young boy. He took two men to bed with him at the same time, one to play his husband and the other his wife. 


And then there was a company, a community of people who loved their families and lived holy, godly, upstanding lives of sacrificial service. And many world-weary pagans wept at the hope of such beauty and purity and faithfulness and begged to join them and were welcomed as dear brothers and sisters in the household of the redeemed. 


But it was the contrast that drew them. Paul writes in Philippians 2:14-15: “Do all things without grumbling or questioning, that you may be blameless and innocent, children of God without blemish in the midst of a crooked and twisted generation, among whom you shine as lights in the world….” It’s the contrast. Do you see it? God has foreordained the world to get wickeder and his church to grow holier, that we might “shine as lights in the world.”  


A. So the church must repent of its collusion, capitulation, compromise, and complicity in embracing the worldly, sexual revolution. It must return to biblical faithfulness and reassert in the church the one, consistent, biblical ethic of one man and one woman in the context of lifelong marriage. Politics is not the answer. I do not see this turning back in my lifetime. My children and grandchildren will live in this morally upside down world that will push to the very limit the only, already-eroding standard today of “consenting adults.” 


B. The church must be the church. The church must offer a true alternative to the weary world which is drowning in its own moral filth and the misery that necessarily attends it. Only 17% of Americans go to church regularly, and a large number of those go to liberal, compromised churches! 


We must become Great Commission churches. 


1. We must evangelize, witness, share the gospel and urge all people to repent and follow Christ as the only Lord and Savior. It is a mistake to simply denounce sin and sinners. That’s the dead message of moralism. We must instead proclaim Christ as the loving Savior of sinners who will accept you as you are and then make you who he wants you to be. 


2. We must teach the truth—within the church. We must not be embarrassed or apologize for asserting the biblical truth of God’s design that men and women are different and are called to different roles in the church and in the home. If people don’t like that view, their argument is with God, not with us. There are many churches who have compromised the Word of God and have compromised on the issues of gender and sexuality, and they are free to join those churches. This is the land of religious freedom. God will cleanse and purify his church, and we should welcome it. 


3. And if we are to “make disciples” of those who have been baptized into Christ, then the church must discipline her members. Discipline involves commending that which is right and correcting that which is wrong. And if those who are corrected refuse to repent, then we remove them from the membership of the church until they do. Our Lord Jesus himself commanded this and shows the way in Matthew 18:15-20: “15 If your brother sins against you, go and tell him his fault, between you and him alone. If he listens to you, you have gained your brother. 16 But if he does not listen, take one or two others along with you, that every charge may be established by the evidence of two or three witnesses. 17 If he refuses to listen to them, tell it to the church. And if he refuses to listen even to the church, let him be to you as a Gentile and a tax collector. 18 Truly, I say to you, whatever you bind on earth shall be bound in heaven, and whatever you loose on earth shall be loosed in heaven. 19 Again I say to you, if two of you agree on earth about anything they ask, it will be done for them by my Father in heaven. 20 For where two or three are gathered in my name, there am I among them.” That means the church is likely to get smaller before it gets stronger and purer. 


4. Which means that the church must be a living alternative to the hellish party of perversity the world has now become. There can only be one result of the triumph of the sexual revolution: increased misery and pain. And the Christian gospel has a great word for those who have become weary and heavy-laden under the false promises of the paradise of sexual liberation. Our Lord calls forth with the promise: “Come unto me all you who are weary and burdened and I will give you rest. Take my yoke upon you and learn of me, for I am meek and gentle of heart, and you shall find rest for your souls, for my yoke is easy, and my burden is light.” 

You realize, of course, that the “weary and burdened” refers not to those who work too much or who need a vacation. Jesus is talking about those who have become tormented and disillusioned because their pornography, promiscuity, cohabiting, adultery, homosexuality, trangendering, their sexual rebellion and immorality have made them weary and sick at heart. And Jesus is offering not only forgiveness so they can go back for more misery and shame, but true freedom through taking up the yoke of discipleship and following him into a life of holiness and purity. 


5. If we are to be the church, a living alternative to the sexual revolution, then we must also be prepared to suffer. The sexual revolution is a totalitarian, take-no-prisoners revolution. It is willing to reward its friends and to punish it enemies. Most politicians have been cowed into silence. The silence of the Republican National Convention on these matters was astonishing. For the present, the punishment has been largely in the form of shaming, calling opponents bigots, haters, extremists, judgmental, and phobic. But more is coming. If I gave this presentation a few hundred miles north in Canada, for example, I likely would be arrested and prosecuted for hate-speech. If bakeries and photographers are being fined hundreds of thousands of dollars for not playing along with the sexual revolution, I don’t know what will shield the rest of us from it. 

I do believe, though, that we have a moral obligation to protect our wives and sisters and daughters from the sexual abuse of those would-be peeping toms and flashers. And the government ought to be in the business of protecting the innocent. Hopefully there will be enough sanity left to achieve at least this. But if it requires the removal of our wives and sisters and daughters from situations where these sexual predators may be allowed and this sexual abuse may occur, then so be it. 
<Q&A>
____________________________________________________________________________________________


