
4. How did we get here? The
cultural creeds that led us to
our current situation

We have arrived at our current cultural and societal situation
imperceptibly and incrementally over the course of the past forty
years. The following five creeds have inexorably and insidiously

damaged marriage and family in incalculable ways.
The creed of “free” love has spawned a laissez-faire attitude toward sex

and morals. What we are now learning is that, statistically speaking, free
love hasn’t been very free. It has come with a high price tag attached: cases
of rape, child abuse, teenage pregnancy, and sexual abuse of women are all
sky high and directly related to the promotion of free love. This doesn’t
even factor in the emotional trauma and consequences of such reckless
behavior. As a pastor, I only get to deal with these matters long after the
damage is done. My experience in counseling those caught in this web of
deceit is that the term “free love” is another in a long line of transvalued
notions that much of society has bought without realizing the cost.1

The creed of convenient divorce follows close on the heels of the dogma
of free love. This has produced the era of disposable relationships. It gives
marriage the air of drive-through convenience. Many rationalizations are
used by those who seek an easy way out of a bad relationship. This mindset
has cheapened the whole idea of marriage and spawned a great deal of
skepticism about marriage in the populace at large.2

The creed of feminism is another icon of our current culture that has
greatly contributed to promotion of SSM. It was Gloria Steinem, an early
pioneer for the feminist cause, who said, “A woman needs a man like a fish
needs a bicycle.”3 Ironically, she herself got married. Betty Friedan
(National Organization for Women) likened being a housewife to being in
a “comfortable concentration camp.”4 Such statements evidence a high
degree of cynicism for the God-ordained institution of marriage.5
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Forty years of radical feminist thought has demeaned masculinity and
confused femininity. Now we live in a world where the men have been
feminized and the women have been masculinized and many are perplexed
about their gender identity. It is in this vacuum that we have seen the rise
and promotion of androgyny, transgenderism, transsexuality, and
transvestism. These deface the God-given distinctions between the
genders. To erase the distinction between male and female is to trivialize
God and his image-bearing qualities which are resident in both men and
women.

The creed of tolerance is another “value” that is highly esteemed by
promoters of SSM. To this I might add “uncritical tolerance.” Young and
Nathanson give this warning: “… no society could endure if tolerance were
taken to its ultimate conclusion: the belief that ‘anything goes.’ In addition
to tolerance—otherwise known as ‘love,’ ‘caring,’ or ‘compassion’—every
society must be guided by wisdom. And that requires citizens to be as
reasonable as they are tolerant.”6
What is meant by the term “tolerance” today is that we accept almost

any behavior or thought, no matter how bizarre or off-the-wall—like a
woman marrying herself. No judging will be tolerated. Such is the non-
sequitur (it doesn’t follow), hypocritical logic of our postmodern world.7
In large measure, the church’s acceptance of homosexuality has been

promoted by an aberrant understanding of God’s love. The question is
often lodged, “Isn’t God a loving God?” The logical implication is that,
because God is loving, he therefore will not judge the homosexual, or
anyone else for that matter. But as John MacArthur so insightfully reminds
us, “Love has been redefined as a broad tolerance that overlooks sin and
embraces good and evil alike. But this is not love; it is apathy mixed with
compromise … Remember the supreme manifestation of God’s love is the
cross, where Christ ‘loved us and gave himself up for us, a fragrant offering
and sacrifice to God.’”8
The Bible, not culture, must determine the Christian doctrine of love.

God’s love is ultimately defined by his other attributes, such as justice,
righteousness, mercy, and the like. To divorce God’s love from his other
defining characteristics is to entertain a warped view of both God and his
love. The predominant cultural understanding of God’s love more closely
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resembles the sentimental sonnets one hears from modern pop songs. The
pop-song mentality of love is part of the problem, not the solution. Let the
cross, not culture, define your view of God’s love!
Sadly, the church at large is not always a part of the needed solution to

the above-mentioned influences. The creed of indifference is partly to
blame for the atmosphere that endorses SSM. In short, the church has let its
guard down while timidly failing to speak the truth in love:
“Homosexuality has risen to the top of the social policy agenda because of
the utter wreck we all have made of family life over the past fifty years.”9
The one institution that should have been leading the moral vanguard in

the opposite direction to SSM is the church. But the church has been too
busy celebrating its new-found “freedoms.” As 1 Peter 4:17 declares, “For
it is time for judgment to begin with the household of God; and if it begins
with us first, what will be the outcome for those who do not obey the gospel
of God?”
A defective view of the Bible (bibliology) and an incorrect,

philosophically laden hermeneutic (method of interpretation) have
contributed, in large part, to the dilemma we now face. The result is that
many mainline denominations are split over this issue. Most recently, the
Dutch Reformed Church in South Africa endorsed “non-practicing
homosexuals” in the ministry.10 This issue of SSM does not provide the
luxury of taking a middle ground. To sit on the fence here, as many in the
church are doing, is tacitly to endorse the SSM creed. Once the first
concession to homosexuality and SSM is made, the journey down the
slippery slope has begun, with little hope of return.11 Now that the camel
has forced its head into the tent, we must all prepare for a very restless
night.

Notes

1 See Appendix 3, “Heads up from the Headlines,” which cites many present-day examples of

the fruits of free love.

2 Some SSM advocates go to great lengths to try to convince their readers and themselves that

SSM will somehow strengthen the whole institution of marriage. From a biblical perspective,

SSM cheapens and trivializes the “one man and one woman for a lifetime” concept. I believe
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that, in time, statistics will reveal a very unflattering view of SSM in this regard.

3 Cited by Robert Heskett, “Gloria Steinem Got Married!”, at

familynonviolence.org/articles/gloria.html.

4 Cited by Wendy McElroy, “Saying ‘No’ to Feminist Stereotypes,” July 11, 2001, at

foxnews.com/story/0,2933,29161,00.html.

5 This is not to say that bad marriages aren’t prevalent today. In South Africa, the headlines

bear testimony to the fact that domestic abuse and violence are on the rise. This is, in part,

because many couples get married for all the wrong reasons. Add to this substance abuse

and ignorance about biblical principles for governing the marriage relationship, and you have

the recipe for relationship ruin. Feminism has further added to the crisis in failing marriages

by promoting gender confusion.

6 Katherine K. Young and Paul Nathanson, “Marriage à la Mode: Answering Advocates of

Gay Marriage,” 2003, p. 16, at marriageinstitute.ca.

7 What I disagree with is not tolerance itself, but the uncritical or mindless tolerance that has

become so pervasive and produced many decisions and actions that can only be described as

nonsense-on-stilts. Certainly, I agree with social tolerance, meaning that I respect one with

whom I may stridently disagree. In addition, I can support the notion of legal tolerance,

which is the right for a person to follow whatever faith he or she wants. What I reject here is

the uncritical tolerance that has produced the relativists’ creed that, ironically, targets those

who vigorously disagree with them.

8 John MacArthur, “God’s Word on Homosexuality: The Truth about Sin and the Reality of

Forgiveness,” The Master’s Seminary Journal, 19:2 (2008), p. 155.

9 Dr. Jeffery Satinover, in Marvin Olasky, “Mental Disorder to Civil-Rights Cause, World

Magazine, February 19, 2005, World Magazine, p. 31.

10 The term “non-practicing homosexual” is an oxymoron. Given the unbridled desire that

usually accompanies the lifestyle, it is unrealistic and naïve for the Dutch Reformed Church

(DRC) to think that such is possible. This is well illustrated by a recent event in the Evangelical

Lutheran Church in America (ELCA). ELCA had a similar position to that of the DRC. But it

(ELCA) has now urged bishops to refrain from defrocking gay and lesbian ministers who

violate the celibacy rule. This has allowed defrocked ministers, such as Bradley Schmeling at

St. John’s Lutheran Church in Atlanta, to go back to work. Schmeling called this decision a

“crack in the dam.” No doubt the DRC will follow suit in the days to come. My question for

the DRC hierarchy is: How is it going to police this? Taking such a position is only trying to

appease both sides of the debate. Compromises are fine where preferences are involved. But

when moral principle is at stake, compromise poisons the well. Such is the case here. See
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Dorie Turner, “Lutheran Congregation Keeps Gay Pastor,” August 12, 2007, at

washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2007/08/12/AR2007081201041.html.

11 My humble advice for those in denominations and churches that have conceded very

valuable ground in this debate is to flee, just as Lot fled Sodom. Then find a church that

unapologetically preaches the whole counsel of God’s Word. Second Corinthians 6:14–7:1

makes it clear that fellowship is not possible when the constraining love of Christ (2 Cor.

5:14) has been obscured by worldly thinking and ungodly cultural accommodation. Once a

church or denomination makes such cultural accommodations, we know that the authority

of God’s Word has long since been abandoned and that a relativistic hermeneutic has been

adopted. This is the only way the promotion of homosexuality and SSM can be endorsed.

Quite frankly, once the doors to SSM are flung open, the battle to reverse it has probably

already been lost.
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