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Marriage and The United
Methodist Church:
Context for Deliberation
The United Methodist Church is often polarized by
controversies around the issue of same-sex marriage.
Background material and three viewpoints are presented in
this guide. People’s views vary: some of these differences
come from different ways of interpreting scripture.



While not absolutely necessary, pilot testing revealed participants
were able to delve deeper if they had read the foundational
background material prior to participating in a session led by a
trained Deliberation facilitator.
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How was this guide developed?

The 2013 Minnesota Annual Conference of The United Methodist Church authorized the creation of a study guide for Minnesota congregations on the topic of United Methodist marriage that
addresses the multiple perspectives and viewpoints held by clergy and laity on whether marriage
should be reserved for male/female unions or whether other types of unions for prepared couples
should be supported.

To meet this charge, in the fall of 2013, a committee of laity and clergy from across the state
of Minnesota was formed by the Minnesota Annual Conference of the United Methodist Church.
Beginning in January 2014, under the guidance of Harry Boyte, faculty member at the University of
Minnesota Humphrey School Of Public Affairs, the committee began meeting to create a study
guide based on the Kettering Foundation’s National Issues Forums Deliberation format. The committee also considered how Deliberation could be introduced to the Conference as a way to work
through difficult and sensitive issues.
The first step in creating an issue guide is to hear and gather the various and diverse concerns of people on the controversial topic. To do this, committee members went back to their home
churches and either by email or by holding in-person sessions, gathered lists of concerns. In total
about 400 comments were received. The second step was to cluster concerns. Each of the ~400
concerns were printed on individual pieces of paper. The committee then manually considered each
printed concern and sorted them into like areas. These clusters of concerns determined the three
viewpoints outlined in this guide.
The third step in the development of the guide was to expand these viewpoints into a
framework. Many of the phrases found within the text of the viewpoint sections of this guide were
drawn from the actual ~400 individual written concerns. So, indeed, elements of this guide were
written by United Methodist congregants from across the state of Minnesota.
Then, testing began. The initial pilot Deliberation session at a United Methodist church revealed the great need for information about what the Bible and the Book of Discipline say about
this topic. Thus, background information was added. Other resources were developed as their need
was identified.
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Deliberation

Deliberation is a different kind of conversation than what many are used to. Deliberative
thinking is a tool used in other arenas to ‘slow and cool down’ thinking on controversial issues the intent is not to try to convince people to change their views on a topic. Deliberation seeks to
find common ground, to present trade-offs while avoiding rhetoric.
The reason we are using this approach is that it has been shown to be effective in that
“potentially divisive issues can be presented in ways to promote shared and reflective judgments” (Kadlec, Sprain and Carcasson 2012). The focus of the study guide is to start conversations
- not debates. The cooperative spirit of many holds the potential to enable the discovery of wisdom statements about marriage and to find areas of agreement.
The use of this guide allows a space for Minnesota United Methodists to share their concerns, to help congregants get underneath and express what they hold to be most valuable on
this topic. The guide’s intent is to help Minnesota United Methodists deliberate on this topic.

Deliberation: a period of slow and careful thought, consideration and actions

Attributed to Stefano della Bella
(Italian, Florence 1610–1664
Florence)
Two Women Talking
The Metropolitan Museum of Art
Gift from Mrs. William Greenough
The Metropolitan Museum of Art
www.metmuseum.org
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Deliberation Develops Understanding

Enoch Wood Perry

Talking It Over
Date: 1872
Gift of Erving and Joyce Wolf, in
memory of Diane R. Wolf, 1980
The Metropolitan Museum of Art
www.metmuseum.org

Outcomes
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To develop the skills of listening to people with whom one holds a different view,
or even disagrees -- against the grain of the polarized culture



To develop deeper respect for others’ stories



To develop, through practice, the realization that people with conflicting views
on a particular policy can still learn from each other



To develop shared wisdom statements and to find areas of agreement

Terminology

Words are difficult. Words change meaning over time and are used by different groups in different ways.
And, within a group, a word that may be supported by some may be found offensive by others.
Bisexual: Sexual orientation falls along a continuum and individuals who are attracted to both men and women are said to
be bisexual. [Source: American Psychiatric Association]
Gay: of, relating to, or used by homosexuals [Merriam-Webster] Sometimes confined to male homosexuals.
Gender Identity: Sexual orientation is different from gender identity, which refers to the internal sense of whether one is
male or female. [Source: American Psychiatric Association]

Heterosexual: Individuals attracted to persons of the other sex are said to have a heterosexual orientation.
[Source: American Psychiatric Association]
Homosexual: A person attracted to another person of the same sex is said to have a homosexual orientation and may be
called gay (both men and women) or lesbian. In fact, although same sex behavior has always existed, the idea of a homosexual
identity or a homosexual person is only about 100 years old. [Source: American Psychiatric Association]
Lesbian: A term frequently used to describe female homosexuals.
LGBTQ: Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Queer/Questioning [Source: The Free Dictionary]
Queer: (1.) An umbrella term that may refer to a person who is gay, lesbian, bisexual, pansexual, asexual, intersex,
transgender, gender-queer, or gender nonconforming. Persons who identify in any of the above ways, may also identify as
Queer, or it may be its own identity. (2.) A term of self-identity that challenges binary thinking and rejects heteronormative
attitudes and expectations about sex and gender; (3.) Historically derogatory, the word "queer" has been reclaimed as an identity with a political lens that challenges systems of oppression. [Source: Outfront Minnesota 2014]
Straight: Heterosexual [Source: Merriam-Webster]
Transgender: of, relating to, or being a person (as a transsexual or transvestite) who identifies with or expresses a gender
identity that differs from the one which corresponds to the person's sex at birth. [Source: Merriam-Webster]
Transsexual: a person who strongly identifies with the opposite sex and may seek to live as a member of this sex especially
by undergoing surgery and hormone therapy to obtain the necessary physical appearance (as by changing the external sex
organs) [Source: Merriam-Webster]
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UMC Governance Structure:
Global Denomination

The United Methodist Church is a global
denomination, which makes it unique
among North American denominations. We
are governed by The Book of Discipline
which can only be changed by the General
Conference which meets every four years.
The General Conference has voting delegates, lay and clergy, from every part of the
world where The United Methodist Church
exists.
Thus statements about human sexuality and
homosexuality, and policies about ordination and marriage must be formulated by a
group comprised of persons from around
the world.
In 2012, approximately 35% of the delegates to General Conference came from
United Methodist conferences outside the
United States, and many from countries
where the discussions about homosexuality
are very different from the discussions in
the United States. The percentage of delegates from outside the United States is expected to continue to rise at future General
Conferences.
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While in the United States there are a number of places where same-sex marriage is
now legal, in other countries across the
globe any support for gay and lesbian persons has been made illegal (e.g. Russia,
Uganda). Such dynamics complicate conversation and policy-making for The United
Methodist Church.
Some argue that this complex dynamic will
lead us in the direction of a denominational
split, and there is a great deal of fear and
anxiety about this. Others see possibilities
for offering more local decision-making as a
positive way into the future. Our Book of
Discipline already allows Central Conferences to “make such changes and adaptations of The Book of Discipline as the special
conditions and the mission of the church in
the area require” (543.7, see also 31.5).
Could such flexibility be extended to The
United Methodist Conferences within the
United States? Allowing more local flexibility raises a number of questions, along with
other kinds of fear and anxiety.

The Book of Discipline

Currently The United Methodist Church
offers some of the following positions on
marriage and homosexuality in The Book of
Discipline (all references to The Book of Discipline are to paragraph numbers). Some
have argued that our positions are inconsistent, e.g., urging that we be in ministry
for and with all persons while denying clergy and churches the opportunity to offer
marriage to their gay and lesbian members.
Others see no inconsistency at all in these
statements:
“The United Methodist Church does not
condone the practice of homosexuality and considers this practice
incompatible with Christian teaching.” (161.F). This statement, in a
slightly different form, was added to
The Book of Discipline in 1972.
“All persons, regardless of age, gender,
marital status, or sexual orientation,
are entitled to have their human and
civil rights ensured and to be protected against violence.” (161.F)
“We implore families and churches not
to reject or condemn lesbian and
gay members and friends. We com-

mit ourselves to be in ministry for
and with all persons.” (161.F)
“We affirm the sanctity of the marriage
covenant that is expressed in love,
mutual support, personal commitment, and shared fidelity between a
man and a woman…. We support
laws in civil society that define marriage as the union of one man and
one woman.” (161.B)
“Divorce is a regrettable alternative in
the midst of brokenness.” (161.C)
“Ceremonies that celebrate homosexual
unions shall not be conducted by
our ministers and shall not be conducted in our churches.” (341.6) This
statement was added to The Book of
Discipline in 2000.

Various Artists
Bible - (Denmark, Europe), 1757
Gift of Norma (Njus) Egeness B.99.10

Minneapolis Institute of Arts
www.metmuseum.org
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The Bible
The Bible and United Methodists
More foundational to our faith than The Book of Discipline is the Bible. In the foundational documents of our denomination as found in The Book of Discipline we read the following:
The Holy Scripture containeth all things necessary to salvation, so that whatsoever is not read

therein, nor may be proved thereby, is not to be required of any man that it should be
believed as an article of faith, or be thought requisite or necessary to salvation. (104 – Articles of Religion)
We believe the Holy Bible, Old and New Testaments, reveals the Word of God so far as it is nec-

essary for our salvation. It is to be received through the Holy Spirit as the true rule and
guide for faith and practice. (104 – Confession of Faith)
If the Bible is foundational for our faith, what does it say about marriage and human sexuality, particularly same-sex attraction and relationships? It may be helpful to acknowledge that
this continues to be a matter of significant debate with the Christian community. Many Christians,
including many United Methodists, believe “the Biblical” view of marriage is of a relationship between one man and one woman. Many also find textual support for an unequivocal position that
homosexuality is wrong, that it is incompatible with Christian teaching. Other Christians, including
United Methodists, will argue that the picture is more complex and that there are alternative ways
to read and understand the Bible, receiving it through the Holy Spirit.
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The Bible and Marriage
One early text seen in support of the view of marriage as exclusively between one man and
one woman is Genesis 2:24, about a man leaving his father and mother and becoming one flesh
with his wife. Following that, however, the texts of the Bible report God’s people engaging in
diverse practices that might be seen as marriage, particularly the pattern of one man with many
wives (e.g. King David, King Solomon). One scholar cautions modern readers about too easily supposing a simple, single Biblical view of marriage. It is important to distinguish between how marriage is portrayed in the Bible as opposed to today. In the West today, marriage is primarily practiced as a union between two people who profess love for each other. Marriage partners are also
usually chosen by the two partners themselves…. Marriage in the Bible constitutes a contractual
arrangement between two families, rather than simply the union of two individuals who have

“fallen in love.”… It is important not to impute Western 21 st cent. preconceptions of marriage to
these ancient texts, which presuppose very different cultural values and practices. (“Marriage, OT”
in The New Interpreters Dictionary of the Bible). In the New Testament, there are both encouragements to see marriage as between one man and one woman (I Corinthians 7:2; I Timothy 3:2)

and encouragements to avoid marriage altogether (I Corinthians 7:8-9).
A key question for many approaching the Bible for guidance for contemporary faith and for
practice is the question of how much cultural influence there may be in the texts. Are there portions of the Bible that are more culture-bound and thereby do not reflect the purposes of God for

every place and time? This is a subject of significant debate within the Christian community and
often underlies the debates about marriage and sexuality.
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The Bible and Homosexuality
The passages that address same sex attraction in the Bible are relatively few, and an initial
reading of them seems to indicate a negative view of same-sex relationships. To many, the matter
is more complicated. Most Biblical scholars do not believe the story of Sodom and Gomorrah
(Genesis 18:16-19:29) is about homosexuality but about inhospitableness (see Ezekiel 16:49-50).
Leviticus 18:22 and 20:13 both discuss male homosexual acts and render a negative judgment.
The question some raise is whether these passages are more about morality or more about
ritual purity. If they are about ritual purity, then why do we hold on to them when we willingly let
other ritual purity laws from Leviticus go? I Corinthians 6:9-11 and I Timothy 1:9-11 both contain
words that get translated into words about homosexuality and both passages condemn such activity. The words in Greek, however, are problematic. “Whether they refer to all homosexual activity or just some, we don’t know enough about first-century Greek usage to be sure” (William
Placher, Jesus the Savior, 99).
One biblical scholar goes even further, arguing that “neither Paul nor anyone else in the
ancient world had a concept of sexual orientation” (Dan Via, in Homosexuality and the Bible: two
views, 15. This is a good resource, for an opposing view to Via’s is offered by Robert Gagnon). The
final passage often cited in support of a position of the incompatibility of Christian teaching and
homosexual practice is Romans 1:26-27 where Paul writes against what he considers unnatural.
Some respond by asking how much Paul’s understanding of “the natural” was influenced by the

culture and social practices of the day and thus may not represent God’s purposes for all time.

Jaharis Byzantine Lectionary
Date: ca. 1100
Geography: Constantinople, Byzantine
Purchase, Mary and Michael Jaharis Gift and Lila Acheson Wallace Gift, 2007

The Metropolitan Museum of Art
www.metmuseum.org
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The Bible and the Quadrilateral
The subject of Scripture interpretation is complex and sometimes contentious. United
Methodists, in The Book of Discipline, offer a method for reflection on Christian faith and life that
sees Scripture as primary, but aided by tradition, reason and experience. This is sometimes called
“the quadrilateral.”
Here is one statement from The Book of Discipline about it. Wesley believed that the living
core of the Christian faith was revealed in Scripture, illumined by tradition, vivified in personal
experience, and confirmed by reason…. Insights arising from serious study of the Scriptures and
tradition enrich contemporary experience. Imaginative and critical thought enables us to understand better the Bible and our common Christian history. (105) When United Methodists inquire

about the meaning of Scripture, we have the tools of tradition, reason and experience to aid our
reflection.

Bust of John Wesley
Date: 1830–70
Geography: New England,
Bennington, Vermont, United States

Gift of Dr. Charles W. Green, 1947

The Metropolitan Museum of Art
www.metmuseum.org
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Differing Views
So here we are, United Methodist Christians with our differing views on the Bible, human
sexuality and marriage. Some of us support the current positions of our denomination – the incompatibility of “homosexual practice” with Christian teaching, and the prohibition of clergy and
churches offering same-sex ceremonies or marriages. Others of us would like to see these policies
change. Each of us offers our viewpoints based on our understanding of the Bible, and of how the
Bible ought to be read. Our positions also reflect our understandings of Christian tradition, our
reasoning, and our experiences.

What are the possibilities for deep conversation between those of us who hold differing
viewpoints?

The Holy Spirit meets us in particular specific occasions, and we steer through the very concrete paths of life as individuals, making our own decisions about sex in the light of the guidance of

the Church under the Word, with the support and encouragement of the community of faith. This
latter point is more than rhetoric, or should become more than words; the community, if it is to be
an encouragement, must encourage frankness and honesty, adult truthfulness and the bearing of
pain between friends. As individuals we have our unique problems and common problems, and
need to develop honest openness to enable us to face these together. This is the common ground,
painful to both sides of the argument, that must be claimed together and possessed.
(The Way Forward: Christian Voices on Homosexuality and the Church, 220)
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Viewpoint One
The Authority of Tradition
The Bible and the Book of Discipline are authoritative for the Christian life
of United Methodists. Both express a traditional view of marriage that has
served society well for generations.

Marriage is a religious institution reserved for male-female unions – it has stood us well,
and should not be changed. Children benefit from being raised with both a father and a
mother, this provides both male and female role models. Children receive tangible benefits
when raised in a setting that seems hardwired by the natural world and our cultural heritage for their optimal development. Modern interpretation of what constitutes marriage
and who can and should be able to marry doesn't mean that the old values are outdated or
wrong.

Supporters would say
Traditional marriage is a public and social good – it stabilizes adult relationships
and provides a nurturing environment for raising children. Traditional marriages
have been the bedrock of most societies throughout the world: this norm has
well served humanity. Same sex marriage threatens the institution of marriage,
and as marriage goes, so goes society. There may be unintended negative consequences if gay marriage is allowed.

Critics would say
There is a growing body of research that shows that children raised by lesbian
couples do just as well as children raised by heterosexual parents. ‘Traditional
marriage’ has many definitions and its meaning has changed over time. In our
own American history, there was a time when interracial marriages were not
allowed; not allowing gay marriage is similar and discriminatory.

14
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François Boucher
(French, Paris 1703–1770 Paris)
Surprised Young Couple Under a Tree
The Elisha Whittelsey Collection, The
Elisha Whittelsey Fund, 1954
The Metropolitan Museum of Art
www.metmuseum.org

Personal Perspective One

My wife and I try to read the
Bible with an open mind, but
it seems clear to us that
marriage in the Bible is

understood to be between a
woman and a man.
We do not deny the love and
meaning that same sex
partners feel for each other,
but in a Christian context a
traditional understanding of
marriage should be

Possible Implications/Actions

sustained.
With great joy, we have
watched each of our children

become people of deep faith
who, as practicing
Methodists, have established
meaningful traditional

marriages in full support of
their denomination. We
should keep it this way.
15
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The Book of Discipline should not be changed and ministers
who perform same-sex marriages should continue to be disciplined. The United Methodist Church should push back on
these cultural forces, and develop a variety of ways to support families and marriages.

Viewpoint Two
Justice and Inclusiveness
Same sex marriage is a question of elemental justice and fairness. In the
New Testament, Jesus demonstrates inclusiveness – the trajectory of scripture is an infinitely expanding, ever encompassing sphere.
Marriage provides numerous legal and social benefits that should be accessible to all.
Same sex marriage is a question of elemental justice and fairness. Gays should not be
treated as second class citizens, as outcasts; the United Methodist Church is on the wrong
side of justice. People are just people, the more you get to know gay people the more you
realize that they are just as complicated as straight people: we are all more than our sexuality. There is a spiritual aspect to marriage and gay people have the same yearning; they
should not be made to feel unchristian by being unable to marry.

Supporters would say:
Same sex marriage acknowledges that gay couples are as much family as heterosexual couples. Same sex marriage brings self-esteem to same sex couples, along with
social recognition and legal protections. Same sex couples aren’t out to undermine
marriage or destabilize society; rather committed same sex couples actually
strengthen marriage and bring much needed social capital to communities. Same
sex marriages benefit everyone.

Critics would say:
Marriage is not a Universal Human Right; it is an institution that has well served the
purpose of giving birth to and raising children. Marriage provides a framework in
which the life-long commitment that men and women make to one another affords
communal, social, psychological, and legal safety and stability for children. People
who hold a traditional view also believe and advocate for change on matters of
justice.
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Anonymous, Italian, 16th century
(Italian, active Central Italy, ca. 1550–

1580)
Allegory of Civil Justice (?)
Gift of Cornelius Vanderbilt, 1880
The Metropolitan Museum of Art

www.metmuseum.org

Personal Perspective Two
When my step mom heard
that same-sex marriage was
becoming legal in

Minnesota she was elated.
Not because she would
finally be able to marry my
mom; after being together
for ten years, they already
felt like they were married.
Fishing is a big deal to us.

Possible Implications/Actions

She was excited because
we could finally apply for a
family fishing license and
proudly display a license

stating that we were an
official family.
However, this was also kind
of a slap in the face. Were
we not a family before?

17
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Church trials for ministers that perform gay marriage need to
stop. The Book of Discipline should be changed to wholly accept
gay people and to allow and support gay marriage.

Viewpoint Three
Unity with Diversity
Whatever one’s position on the issue, we need to focus on maintaining our
deeper unity in Christ. We need to find ways to work together despite our
differences.

The United Methodist Church is being damaged and polarized by controversies around
the issue of same-sex marriage. We are having an identity crisis that seems to be turning into a power struggle. It feels as though we may shatter into a thousand pieces.
Whatever one’s position on the issue, we need to focus on how to stay together as a
community of faith, bridge differences and find common ground, learning to engage
each other and not demonize those we disagree with.

Supporters would say:
Focusing on finding common ground and staying together is crucial for our
vitality – and can set a role model for the larger society, in a time of bitter divisions and poisonous debates. Christians need to lead the way in “healing the
breech.”

Critics would say:

Basic matters of principles, although different, should not be compromised. That
is, traditionalists believe that is basic faithfulness to the traditional Biblical understandings of marriage and to long-standing church traditions. Same sex marriage
supporters believe it is a matter of elemental justice and deep faithfulness to the
Christian faith.
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Children’s Day, July 17, 1910
Cherry Grove, Minnesota

A group of
congregants stand in
front of a church.
The Cherry Grove
Evangelical Church
was dedicated on
November 13, 1892
and cost $2400. In
1925 it was replaced
with a new building.

Cherry Grove Evangelical Church
Now: Cherry Grove UMC (Maple Leaf
Parish)
Minnesota Annual Conference of the
United Methodist Church

Personal Perspective Three
I have been a United
Methodist all my life. I feel
strongly about this issue but

am more called to try to find
some way that we can all
live together as United
Methodists no matter what

our views, opinions and
experiences.

Possible Implications/Actions

I think that the United
Methodist church can be an
umbrella for all: we need to
find a way to go forward.
I know

disagreements are difficult
especially in our churches. I
believe that we can be role
models for others in our

society on how to work
through difficult and
controversial issues.
19
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Allow more local control of church policy by individual
churches, districts or states, but find a deeper ground for
unity. Remove the matter of officiating at same-sex unions
from the chargeable offenses for clergy, thus removing this
discussion out of the realm of church trials. Create ways to
explore common ground for action across differences.

Worksheet: Preparing for your Deliberation Session

1. What facts or ideas in the guide are new, of interest, or captured your attention?

Viewpoint

Facts & Ideas
1.

The Authority of Tradition
2.

1.

Justice & Inclusiveness
2.
1.

Unity with Diversity
2.

2. What are the values underneath each viewpoint?
Value: something (as a principle or quality) intrinsically valuable or desirable (Merriam Webster)
Values: culturally defined standards by which people judge desirability, goodness, and beauty, and which
serve as broad guidelines for social living as well as public policies; Core Values are key values given
high priority in a society. (Georgia Perimeter College)



For example, on a different issue, the core values included freedom and security.

Viewpoint
The Authority of Tradition

Justice & Inclusiveness

Unity with Diversity
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Underlying Values

Practical Tip Sheet: How to Write a Wisdom Statement
W i s d om : kno wledge t hat is gaine d by ha v ing m any exper ienc es in l i f e
(Mer r iam -Webst er )
What does each viewpoint offer that is beneficial to society?

Viewpoint

Positive Contribution / Wisdom

The Authority of Tradition

Justice & Inclusiveness

Unity with Diversity

What follows from your analysis? Try writing a wisdom statement for each viewpoint
and/or one encompassing two or all three viewpoints. Consider what the viewpoints
have in common.
1.

II.

III.
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Placemat
Viewpoint One: The Authority of Tradition
What should be done?



The Book of Discipline should not be changed
The United Methodist Church should push back on these cultural forces

Tradeoffs



May perpetuate the view that the church is more concerned about the past than the future
May perpetuate the stereotype that the church is anti-gay

Opposing Voices



“Traditional” marriage has had many definitions
Interracial marriages were not allowed at one point in our history; not allowing gay marriage is similar
and discriminatory

Viewpoint Two: Justice and Inclusiveness
What should be done?



Church trials for ministers that perform gay marriage should stop
The Book of Discipline should be changed to wholly accept gay people and to allow and support gay marriage

Tradeoffs



May alienate more traditional Christians leading to membership decline or church split
May reinforce a view that the church is more about relevance than faithfulness

Opposing Voices



Marriage is not a Universal Human Right
Male female marriages are well suited to giving birth to and raising children

Viewpoint Three: Unity with Diversity
What should be done?



Allow more local control of church policy
Remove the matter of officiating at same-sex unions from the chargeable offenses for clergy

Tradeoffs



More local control changes the meaning of connectionalism
May perpetuate the view that we are more concerned about keeping the peace than about doing the right thing

Opposing Voices
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Basic matters of principles, although different, should not be compromised

Additional Resources
The Book of Discipline of The United Methodist Church, 2012 and The Book of Resolutions of The United Methodist Church, 2012. Nashville: The United Methodist Publishing House.
Bradshaw, Timothy, ed. The Way Forward: Christian Voices on Homosexuality and the Church. Grand Rapids, MI: Eerdmans, 2003. [A
thoughtful anthology of essays from theologians and other persons active in the church about issues related to homosexuality and the
Christian faith. The essayists are all from Great Britain.]
Dunnam, Maxie D and H. Newton Malony. Staying the Course: Supporting the Church's Position on Homosexuality. Nashville: Abingdon
Press, 2003. [The viewpoint of Maxie Dunnam, a well-known conservative United Methodist.]
Gagnon, Robert A. J. The Bible and Homosexual Practice. Nashville: Abingdon Press, 2001. [A well-researched scholarly book that argues
for the importance of the biblical prohibitions against homosexual activity.]
Hutcheson Jr., Richard G and Peggy Shriver. The Divided Church: Moving Liberals & Conservatives from Diatribe to Dialogue. Downers
Grove: InterVarsity Press, 1999. [Multidenominational book that includes research and interviews.]
Job, Rueben P, and Neil Alexander, ed. Finding Our Way; Love and Law in The United Methodist Church. Nashville: Abingdon Press, 2014.
[Recently published anthology of essays which outline some of the basic positions on homosexuality among United Methodists.]
Kadlec, Alison, Leah Sprain and Martin Carcasson. Framing for Democracy: Exploring the Impacts of Adversarial and Deliberative Framing,
Understanding the Longer-term Benefits of Deliberation. Working Paper. Dayton: Charles F. Kettering Foundation, 2012. [Reference pg. 4]
Myers, David G and Letha Dawson Scanzoni. What God has Joined Together: The Christian Case for Gay Marriage. New York: HarperCollins, 2005. [Authors who would describe their theology as evangelical make a case for gay marriage.]
Placher, William. "Homosexuality" in Jesus the Savior: The Meaning of Jesus Christ for Christian Faith. Louisville: Westminster John Knox
Press, 2001. [In this chapter from his book, respected theologian Placher offers a thoughtful reflection on Christian faith and homosexuality, arguing for greater acceptance.]
Sample, Tex and Amy DeLong. The Loyal Opposition: Struggling with the Church on Homosexuality. Nashville: Abingdon, 2000. [The viewpoint of Tex Sample and Amy Delong, well-known liberal United Methodists.]

Scroggs, Robin. The New Testament and Homosexuality. Minneapolis: Augsburg Fortress Press, 1984. [Biblical scholar offers a biblical
argument for greater acceptance of homosexual persons.]
Siker, Jeffrey. Homosexuality in the Church. John Knox Press, 1994. [Explores the issue using both conservative and liberal authorities.]
Via, Dan O. and Robert A. J. Gagnon. Homosexuality and the Bible: two views. Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 2003. [Two respected biblical
scholars debate issues of biblical interpretation and homosexuality.]
Vineyard USA position paper on LGBT persons and issues: http://vineyardusa.org/site/files/PositionPaper-VineyardUSAPastoring_LGBT_Persons.pdf. [A conservative stance that provides “teaching, guidance, support, and clarity to the local churches.” Also a
tool for understanding.]
Wink, Walter, ed. Homosexuality and Christian Faith. Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1999. [An anthology of brief essays “from some of the
nation’s most preeminent church leaders – women and men, Protestant and Catholic, mainline and evangelical – who address fundamental moral imperatives about homosexuality.”]
Deliberation Resources:
Peter Levine and John Gastil. The Deliberative Democracy Handbook, 2005. [A solid primer on the topic.]
Special Issue of the Journal of Public Deliberation: http://www.publicdeliberation.net/jpd/ [Online, State of the field]
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For more information or to set up a forum contact:
Minnesota Annual Conference of the United Methodist Church
Office of the Director of Ministries 612-230-6150
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