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TO GOD BE THE GLORY

Our chairman, Gordon Kennedy, strikes a note
of praise to the Lord for the recent Civil Part-
nership results.

o God be the Glory—this was the con-

stant theme of the e-mails and phone

calls we received as the results of Pres-
bytery votes became known. These emails and
phone calls told us the story of 45 Presbytery
debates. The final numbers are 9 Presbyteries
voted to approve the Overture, 36 voted to not
approve. The head-count, though it does not
change anything constitutionally, was 1007 for,
1563 against.

We give thanks to God that he has guided his
church through this process of Presbytery de-
bates. Our God is eternally faithful to his word
and has kept his church from error by a work of
his grace. We give thanks to God that he has
given grace and wisdom to those of his people
who spoke: some with carefully crafted
speeches, some with pointed questions, some
with just a few hesitant words uttered in de-
pendence upon their faithful God. Through
each one God has achieved his purposes and
declared once more his word in our church.

Some debates did focus on matters of biblical
interpretation and Christian theology. Many
did not. Certain Presbyteries, recognising the
work of the Doctrine and Worship study group
on Human Sexuality, decided to leave off such
debates until their report 1s received. Therefore,
this vote and this result 1s not the end of our
labours or our need for prayer. Please do cry
out to God for the work of this Human Sexual-
ity working group.

Let me repeat what I have said before, and no
doubt will say again: Our contribution to the life
of our church and our presentation of a biblical
perspective on issues of debate will be made
more effectively from within the Councils and
study groups of the church than from the floors
of Presbyteries or General Assembly. We need
more evangelical members willing to serve on
Councils and study groups, we need more
prayer meetings to take up the regular task of
interceding for those already serving, and pray-
ing in others to join them. We need to encour-
age one another to participate, to go to meet-

Ings, to read the reports, to contribute to consul-
tations. This is a hard calling and at times it is
heart-breaking. Yet this is a work God has for
us to do and we have seen the need for it in this
debate.

In our Presbytery debates we found unexpected
partners joining us in voting against this Over-
ture. Many rightly felt that something in the
nature of parish ministry was being changed
with talk of intrusion and the so called ‘freedom
of pastoral conscience’. The need for vigilance
1s great. Without it, we will wake up one day,
and find our understanding of ministry changed.
The time has come for us to begin to discuss
amongst ourselves what we think ministry is
and how it should be practiced in our church
and in our nation so that we might be well pre-
pared to engage with positive contributions
when questions about the practice of ministry
come before us in the future.

The time has also come for us to take off the
boxing gloves and lay aside the baseball bats
and recognise in others partners given us by our
God who may not tick all the boxes we tick or
sing all the hymns we sing but are nonetheless
brothers and sisters in Christ who will stand
with us if we speak to them patiently and sensi-
tively, with all the grace that Christ gives us.

From the day your Steering Group learned of
the Legal Questions proposals, through an his-
Jtoric General Assembly debate, through months
of Presbytery meetings, have we not all learned
once again that we need to depend upon God
alone? Who 1s sutficient for such things? Since
when were the words written by Gordon Ken-
nedy in emails or web sties powerful to achieve
anything? Which one of us will stand up and
say we achieved something? Once again hum-
bled before the greatness of our God I am an
unprofitable servant. We are all earthen ves-
sels. But the glory of the Gospel is that God
takes such as you and me and fills us with the
unsurpassed riches of his grace so that when his
power 1s seen at work amongst us we know that
it is his power and his grace.

Therefore, all the glory is to be his alone. God
has blessed us by letting us share in this work
he has done. God will bless us again as he calls

us to continue to share in his work of renewing
and restoring this Church of Scotland. Our task
is not finished, God’s work is not yet over. His
Church of Scotland is not yet as pure as he
would make her. Does your heart not burn
within you, longing that God would give you
that chance to serve him in the renewal of his
church?

Brothers and sisters in Christ, be of good heart.
Our God i1s powerful and 1s at work in his
church. Do not be downcast in your soul. Put
your hope in God and praise him who alone is
your Saviour and your God. As we stand to-
gether under the showers of his grace pray that
our voices might be added to the hosts of all
creation singing:

To him who sits on the throne
and to the Lamb,
be praise and honour
and glory and power
for ever and ever.
Amen

We give thanks to God
that he has guided his
church through this
process of Presbytery
debates. Our God is
eternally faithful to his
word and has kept his
church from error by a
work of his grace.



Jerry Andrews is one of three pastors serving
First Presbyterian Glen Ellyn, a suburb of Chi-
cago. A number of his congregation come from
nearby Wheaton College. Jerry is also Modera-
tor of the Presbyterian Coalition, the evangeli-
cal grouping within our sister church the Pres-
byterian Church (USA). With a membership of
2.5 million, the PC (USA) is the largest
mainline Presbyterian denontination in the US.
Not surprisingly, evangelicals there are facing
exactly the same issues we are in the Church of
Scotland. The FT Steering Group invited Jerry
to spend 24 hours with us in Dingwall, to share
experiences and learn from one another. Dur-
ing a break in proceedings, 1 grabbed the
chance to ask Jerry a_few questions.

AN INTERVIEW
WITH
JERRY ANDREWS

by the editor

Jerry, many thanks for being willing to come to Scotland to share something of the experiences of
evangelicals in the Presbyterian Church (US.). How did the Presbyterian Coalition come to be

Sormed?

Fifleen vears ago evangelicals and others in the P.C. (USA) admitted a difficult truth in our com-
mon life—our voice was scldom heard well, if at all. Though we were 25-40% of the whole (a mi-
nority certainly. but the largest minority in a Church that has no majority), by exclusion and by our
own choice we were not influencing a denomination that by its Presbyterian form of government
invites and values broad participation {rom its Ministers and Elders. We noted that while nearly all
ot us were highly invested in leadership in our congregations and some of us in our presbyteries,
few of us were invested 1n leading the denomination.

Most of us had practiced the adage that we needed to earn the right to be heard and only then from
positions of respected trust a due influence could be offered. But all of us came to the conclusion
thal our presence was intentionally excluded and that carning the right to be heard had a hmited
value in a Church where lew are listening to anyone but themselves. We also recognized that we
were part of the problem—Dby choosing to remain on the outside and whining constantly about the
direction of the denomination. Further. it appearcd to us that the distinctly non-evangelical wing of
the Church was more than well represented in the positions of official denominational leadership
and thus were organized.

So we organized. We called together the leadership of largest congregations. the various national
renewal groups. mission organizations, and the few evangelicals who were in denominational lead-
ership and we (ormed the Presbyterian Coalition and invited all who were willing to join with us in
providing a clear, firm and gracious witness that was evangelical and reformed.

Weren’t you tempted to walk away? After all, there are plentv of conservative Reformed Churches
in the USA.

From the beginning the questions of forming a new denomination or of joining with a more evan-
gelical expression of the Reformed family were addressed. Though earlier generations of American
Presbyterians had chosen this route, we strongly concluded that our call was to be an instrument of
Christ's renewal by our responsible and strong presence within our own fellowship. We reasoned
that the presence of wolves in the bush should not dissuade the shepherds {rom caring for the (lock.
Is not the constant presence of danger a constituent part of the shepherds' call?

The announcement of our presence and our increased participation in denominational matlers was
welcomed by some who would not call themselves "evangelical" because they shared our concern
for the faithfulness of the Church. The presenting issue of our generation - homosexuality and ordi-
nation standards - helped to form an alliance broader than the cvangelical coalition. Others. it has to
be said, did not receive our renewed commitment to the national fellowship well.

Some argue that the very existence of a defined grouping within the Church is un-Presbyterian.
How would you answer their concern?

Throughout all this we have reserved the right to act together separately from the centre. often tor
the sake of the integrity of the gospel and indeed our own. But it is always with the hope that such
action (global mission initiatives. theological reflection and publication) can be both part of as well
as independent of the whole and might theretore be an eflective witness to the whole. We offer our
distinctly evangelical commitments as a gift to the denomination. We sometimes fail. We are not an
mnocent people or always as competent as we would like to be. but even in our failings we pray
that God may renew the faithfulness of the Church. Because ol this hope we do all our work—




actions. and dcliberations. including all our meetings—in the open. inviting the presence of denomi-
nattonal leaders and those with whom we are cross purposcs.

Within the Church of Scotland, evangelicals tend to be characterised as the new kids on the block.
We are accused of introducing new (American!) thinking. Is this true?

Though American evangelicalism 1s otten innovative, entreprencurial. experimental. and program-
matic. with both the bane and blessing of such characteristics, and sadly with technique sometimes
trumping theology, at our best we bear witness to the historic faith of the Church which 1s one holy
catholic and apostolic. We believe and declare in our common life that the Church has a Faith with-
out which she can not live faithfully.

It 1s our judgment that American Protestant Liberalism 1s not the Faith of the Church. This 1s not to
say that liberals are not Christians or cven that conservative instincts are be preferred to liberal ones;
it 1s to say that Liberalism 1s not Christianity. We anchor ourselves in the ancient creeds ol the
Church and the distinetly Reformed Confessions and Catechisms of our particular heritage. We
carnestly seek to be faithiul stewards in our generation of the precious gift of a Faith for the sake of
the Church and of the world. So, no, cvangelicals are far from being the new kids on the bloc!
Quite the opposite.

Have vou learned anything about communicating your message which vou'd like to pass on?

We contfess that our voice is sometimes unnecessarily strident and we have lacked love. Sometimes.
at our worst., we have not trusted the Word to do its work in our midst. trusting our own words
more. We are still learning that thc anger of a man will not accomplish the righteousness of God.
That God would use us as instruments of His reformation of His Church 1s an act of God's mercy
and, to us. sobering and inspiring. We are humbled by such mercy and such a calling.

To be honest, some people think we are wasting our time. Ilave you a word of encouragement for
us?

We tully cxpect God to work His will in our common life. perhaps in spite of us. certainly in spite
of our sins. The sovereign God who keeps all His promises will protect His own Church and guide
that Church into all truth so that not even the gates of Hell will prevail against her. In this we hold
dear a Calvinistic commitment - in the midst of troubling times clinging to nothing so much as to
the promises of God. Two promises shape us more and more - if we preach the Word it will not
return without God's purpose being clfected and it we pray God will answer.

Jerry, although you only spent a week in Scotland, 1t was a fairly intense time. Do you have any-
thing else vou'd like to say to us?

After having met the leaders of Forward Together T am further encouraged for having witnessed
God at work 1n the Church of Scotland in a way that is easy tor me to recognize—a gracious and
certain call from part ot the Church to the whole Church to hold fast the Faith and thus honour the

Saviour by honouring the Word of the Saviour, all for the sake of the flock of which we are shep-
herds serving The Shepherd who perfectly cares tor His own.

It is our
judgment that
American
Protestant
Liberalism is not
the Faith of the
Church.




STEERING GROUP STRATEGY MEETING

n carly November the FT Steering

Group made their way to the Highland

Theological College in Dingwall for a
24 hour strategy meeting. Joining us was
Jerry Andrews, Moderator of the Presbyte-
rian Coalition. the evangelical grouping in
the PC (USA). the mainline American
Presbyierian  denomination, and  sister
church to the Church of Scotland.

We identified several outcomes we hoped
to achieve. The first was simply to get to
know each other better. We come from
different parts of the country. minister in
different parishes. and have different per-
sonalities and ways of thinking. We tend
only to see cach other at Steering Group
meetings. There is no doubt that this con-
centrated time. worshipping, relaxing, eat-
ing and talking together enhanced our
sense of unity and trust in one another.

Secondly. we wanted to identify what con-
cerns us about the Church of Scotland. In
what was sometimes an emotional discus-
sion. we shared these concerns: that our
church is leaderless and lacking direction,
1s not mission orientated, is devoid of spiri-

tual hunger. does not respect the authonty
of Scripturc. is heading towards radical
liberalism. and therefore disillusionment
may lead some to leave.

We then identified our hopes for FT. Put
simply our hope and prayer for FT is that
we can reverse the trend—give leadership.
instil respect for Scripture. support and
encourage evangelicals, be united in voice
and action. Towards this end. we will start
to produce briefing papers descnibing how
the Church would look if she returned to
Biblical standards and proposing ways in
which this can be achieved.

Lastly, we wanted to listen to Jerry An-
drews to {ind out what we could learn from
the American situation. We leamed a lot!
You can read Jerry’'s thoughts in the ac-
companying question and answer article.
The main benefit Jerry brought to us was to
remind us that as evangelicals were are not
a fringe group. We are as much a part of
church as anyone. We have a night to be
heard. Complaining doesn’t get us any-
where. Do not be discouraged if progress
is slow—look how long we've wandered

from the path. Jerry encouraged us to plan
for the long-term.

All in all. this was a very valuable 24
hours. and we are grateful to Andrew
McGowan and the HTC staft for their hos-
pitality.

we wanted to identify our
concerns about the Church
of Scotland...leaderless,
lacking direction,
not mission orientated,
devoid of spiritual hun-
ger...disillusionment may
lead some to leave.

COMMUNITY BIBLE
STUDIES

ecently we received an e-mail from

Peter and Ielen Jane Peters who repre-

sent Community Bible Studv Intcrna-
tional in the UK. They are hoping to develop
the work of CBSI here in Scotland. I myself
was involved in a CBS for a while when | was
in North Carolina. and can commend it as an
excellent method of getting into the Bible in a
way that is structured. They have alrcady led
their first Scottish class in Leith.

Pete writes: “CBSI is an interdenominational
community Bible Study that seeks to make
disciples for Christ around the world through
in-depth Bible Study in the context of a caring
community. Our vision is to have “Evervone in
the world ...in the Word”. As regional repre-
sentatives we plan to encourage and facilitate
the establishment of CBS International classes
in Scotland.”

CBSI has developed a number of 6, 12. and 18-
week studies along with eight 30-week courses.
CBS International looks to develop a closer
relationship with our hiving God through a [ive-

way study of scripture.
The five keyv features of our study include:

Individual Study: members answer study
questions on their own using only the
Bible.

Weekly Group Sharning: led by a trained
leader

Concise Teaching: after sharing, by a
trained teacher.

Commentary and Study Questions: give
further insights regarding the current
lesson and questions for the follow-
ing week

Loving Community: the group leader and
others lovingly care for each member
in the class.

Pete and Ilelen Jane are “retired” grandparents
who have a heart for God's Word and a desire
to see this ministry expand into Scotland. Helen
Janc's parents both have Scottish roots. Ier
Dad and his family are from Aberdeen and her
mother’s family from Cairnie and Huntly.

Both are experienced CBS small group leaders.
Pete is a former CBS teacher and currently
oversees the regional work in the US central
states. They state. “We have seen God's Word

change our lives both for today and eternity. We
continue 10 be blessed and grow spiritually
through the systematic study of the Bible.”
They will be visiting Scotland in April 2007 and
would appreciate the opportunity to share how
CBSI may be used in your area.

Their contact details are:

Pete & Helen Jane Peters
2234 Garland
Svlvan Lake, MI 48320 USA
248-681-9368
petepeters7(@comeast.net

UK-Scotland Mobile Phone
07706 954 881

UK-virtual number for contact in
Michigan 0141 404 6403

You can visit the CBSI Web
site:www.communityvbiblestudvuk.com




THE HISTORY OF A DEBATE

rkney, not generally considered a

trend-setting Presbytery. was first. We

recerved the news direct from the clerk
and FT member. Trevor Hunt—>5 votes for the
overture. 12 against.  The significance of this
vole was nol lost on us. The Presbytery of Ork-
ney 1s nol known as an cvangelical stronghold.
If Orkney voted against the overture we might
hope lor a similar result in similar presbyteries.

Hope was not disappointed. By the end of Oc-
tober, the tally was 3 tor and 7 against. We had
predicted that Edinburgh. England and Europe
would be for the overture: and that the presby-
teries of the Highlands and Islands voting that
month would be against.  The surprise was
Dumbarton. a central belt presbytery.  New
Steering Group member. Ramsay Shields, was
able to report that Dumbarton had rejected the
overture by a margin 59% to 41%. Could this
be a sign of things to come?

It most certainly was.  November saw 14 pres-
byteries reject the overture with only 3 support-
ing. The former mcluded Glasgow and Iamil-
ton, the second and third largest presbyleries in
the land. The tally stood at 21 against and 3 for.
It 24 presbyteries rejected the overture it would
fall.  Everything hung on what was dubbed
“Super Tuesday™, 53" December, when 12 pres-
byteries would vote (with one the next day).

In order to have the results as soon as possible.
FT supporter Peter Humphris organised a mem-
ber of each of the presbyteries to text him the
result on the night. Peter then passed the news
to our web-master, Andrew Philip, who posted
the score on our web-page. By morning every-
onc knew that 12-out-ol-12 presbyteries had
voled against the overture. Peter and Andrew
recetve our warmest thanks for all their hard
work.  With Dumiries following the trend on
the Wednesday night. the vote “against” leapt to
34, with the vote “for” remaining at 6. The
remaining five presbyteries voted 3 for and 2
against. This mcans that 80% of presbyleries
voted against the overture.

Let us be clear: this 1s not a victory for Forward
Together. F1' made the debate possible. Be-
causc we had carly notice that the Legal Ques-
tions Committee would be bringing the legisla-
tion to the Assembly we were able to prepare
our opposition. and. crucially. to argue that
whatever the Assembly’s decision. the Barrier
Act should be invoked. Aller that, it was up to
the members ol the presbyleries themselves. By
all accounts. presbyters grabbed the opportunity
with both hands.
some of the finest  debates presbyteries have
had in years. We have heard how the scriptural
case [or marriage as the only legitimate context
for sexual relations was argued reasonably and
persuasively.  We have hcard how certain
elders. believing  they were alone in their
convictions, were renewed in their faith. as

We have heard reports of

ministers spoke up for Biblical holiness.  We
have hcard how throughout the nation

cvangelicals have been filled with a sense of

godly optimism.  For the first time in many

generations the evangelicals 1 the Church of

Scotland have been like-minded. being one in
spirit and purpose (Phil2v.2). We pray that
this spirit of unity will not be lost, but will
continue as we seek to reclamm our Kirk and our
nation for the Lord.

YOUR QUESTIONS
ANSWERED

What is a civil partnership?

According to s.1 of the Civil Partnership Act
2005 a civil partnership s a rclationship be-
tween two people of the same sex.”

What benefits does a civil partnership give
the parties?

The parties are placed in the same legal position
as married couples. This includes a nght to a
share in their partner’s pension: a right to re-

main in a deceased partner’s property: rights of

inheritance. Their joint circumstances are taken
into account for tax and benefit purposes.
Where there 1s abuse within the relationship, the
abused partner can apply for an Exclusion Or-
der and Injunction against the abuser.

Why is a civil partnership often called a “gay
marriage”?

The government have been at pamns to stress
that a civil partnership 1s not a gay marriage.
Iowever, in forming this new legal relationship
they have by and large simply applied the law
relating to marriage. While i1t 1s not necessary
for a couple to be engaged in a sexual relation-
ship in order to register a civil partnership. it
should be noted that the law of prohibited de-
grees. forbidding close relatives to marry. also
applies to civil partnerships. Civil partners arc
not compelled 1o give evidence against each
other in court. Finally. being 1n a civil partner-
ship s an impediment to marriage (and vice-
versa).

What did the Kirk’s Overture Anent Civil
Partnerships seek to do?

It sought to declare that a minister or deacon
who conducts a service marking a civil partner-
ship 1s not committing a disciplinary ollence
under church law. It sought to allow ministers
and deacons to conduct such a service mn a par-
ish other than their own without being accused
of mtrusion into another’s sphere of ministry. It
also declared that no minister or deacon could
be compelled to conduct such a service.

Why did FT oppose the overture?

First and foremost. our opposition to the over-
ture was based on scripture. The vast majority
of cwvil partnerships are between homosexual

couples. To mark such a rclationship would [y
in the face ol the clear teaching of scripture.
From the beginning. the Bible presents God’s
best for sexual fulfilment as between a man and
a woman in a comnmuitted relationship. All other
forms of sexual activity. be they hetero or ho-
mosexual, do not receive God’s blessing. This
was endorsed by the Lord Jesus in Mark 10:6-8.
Flowing from this 1s the recognition that the
homosexual life-style 1s harmful. It keeps the
practitioner out of the kingdom of heaven (1
Cor.6v.9). and 1t 18 physically damaging to the
human body.

What arguments did those in favour of the
overture employ?

Those in tavour of the overture were not united
in therr arguments.  There were those who
frankly admitted that the evidence of scripture
ts against them. However. they argued that the
Biblical writers did not have 1n mind those of a
homosexual orientation m loving. stable rela-
tionships.  There is bad homosexuality (rape.
paedophilia) and therce 1s good homosexuality
(wherc there 1s commitment).

Others suggested that it was time to reinterpret
the Bible. For example. the story of Sodom
should not be read 1n terms of sexual deviance.
but as a breach of the ancient laws of hospital-
ity.

Still others found themselves motivated by the
love and compassion of Christ.  “What would
Jesus do?” they asked. They have no doubts
that Jesus would aftirm the active homosexual.

What next?

T will be pressing the case that in view of the
massive rejection of the overture, ministers and
deacons are not free to mark a civil partnership
with a religious service. and that to do so would
be to exposc themselves to disciplinary proce-
dures.

“a civil partnership
1s a relationship
between two people
of the same sex”







