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Editorial

Members will understand that the focus for 
the ACC for the next six months will be 
helping the UCA to maintain its doctrine 

of Marriage. It is now just over four months to the 
UCA 15th Assembly (8-14 July), and later this month 
(22-24 March), the Assembly Standing Committee 
will meet and among many matters, will receive the 
report and recommendations about marriage. ACC will be providing 
information to our members as soon as the recommendations are 
known via email and posted mail and the June edition of ACCatalyst 
will have a special focus on the 15th Assembly. We encourage our 
members and congregations to continue to join together in prayer and 
support one another by attending the regional and state meetings over 
the next few months. (Hebrews 10: 23-25)

Peace and grace,
Peter Bentley
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 B Y  P S E U D O - M A X I M U S

The Rainbow 
Covenant
What a brilliant strategy to attract support, hoodwink 
the naive, scare the timid. Take a familiar symbol with 
deep religious, historical and cultural significance, and 
dismantle it from the inside.  Such is the use of the rain-
bow flag to represent, not the once influential Jewish-
Christian tradition, but the cause for wide-ranging 
LGBTIQ+ rights.  

A cartoon by Jim Pavlidis in The Age, 17 November 
2017 makes the point. A stern white male with eyes 
closed, wearing a dark suit and blue tie, holds the Ten 
Commandments which say “Thou shalt ...”  From the 
bottom right hand corner a rainbow-coloured arm ap-
pears. In its hand is a tablet reading ‘Love is Love’.

The colourful rainbow flag projects a sense of celebra-
tion that only a joyless bigot could oppose.  That so many 
citizens, councils, businesses, sporting groups, ministers 
and churches enthusiastically welcomed the rainbow as 

the defining symbol for ‘same-sex marriage’ is proof that 
the destruction of the Christian-Jewish worldview is well 
advanced.

The strong public support of some Christian leaders 
and parishes will surprise many.  But it ought not.  It 
happens because the church’s faith in God’s unparalleled 
love for the nations, as entrusted to Israel and embodied 
in Christ, is being quietly displaced by unwavering faith 
in ‘difference’.  Thus, diverse forms of sexual expression, 
which are in conflict with God’s Christ-centred design 
for men and women, and the future to which Scripture 
points, are readily accepted.    

In Genesis, and Scripture as a whole, the rainbow 
symbolises God’s inexplicable love for all who have fallen 
short of the glorious humanity intended for us (Genesis 
9:8-17; Ezekiel 1:26-28; 2 Peter 3:6&7; Revelation 4:3, 
10:1). Its natural beauty and brilliance, shining through 
dark clouds and stretching beyond human reach, signi-
fies the ‘pure gold’ of God’s endless, all-embracing mercy 
which preserves the life of the strife-torn world.  

The Noahide covenant signifies God’s eternal com-
mitment to ‘the earth’, to ‘all flesh’,  and to ‘every liv-
ing creature’.  Furthermore, its opposition to idolatry, 
murder, sexual immorality, theft and the like are binding 

on covenant peoples, Israel and the 
church, and should be respected by 
all nations.  

What is foreshadowed in this 
‘rainbow covenant’, and illuminated 
in Christ, is the magnificent future 
which awaits ‘all flesh’. Without this 
grounded hope, none of us could 
withstand the bracing realism of 
God’s  judgment on our actions or the 
joyous experience of God’s inexplica-
ble mercy.  

The Revelation to John depicts this 
future in rich symbolic language. The 
rainbow overarches God’s  throne 
as Israel and the Church (24 elders), 
with the whole creation (4 living crea-
tures), glorify God. (Revelation 4:3ff) 
Eternity is pictured as a splendid 
place where God’s goodness-and-
mercy will be fully realised.

Therefore, in Scripture the rainbow 
signifies the magnificence of grace 
for ‘every living creature’. It radi-
ates hope for humanity, reminding 
everybody of God’s judgment on cor-
ruption, immorality and violence of 
every kind (Genesis 6:1-8) and God’s 
incredible mercy.  

It also summons the church to 
resist ideologies that flout God’s 
good purposes. Tragically, today, the 
children of Noah often misuse the 
rainbow as a symbol, not of God’s 
mercy, but of diverse forms of sexual-
ity and marriage. 

Same rainbow. Incompatible be-
liefs. 

Space for Grace?
‘Space for grace’ is a widely-used 
resource in the UCA for discussing 
controversial matters. It provides a 
framework for understanding and 
tolerating diverse beliefs, cultures, 
sexes, genders etc.   It encourages 
respectful conversations that are 
‘open to difference’  which is the 
‘precious gift of the Holy Spirit’. 

The focus is on personal and 
cultural experience. Participants 
are to be sensitive as they listen to, 
and share, each other’s stories.  All 
well and good.  But there are no re-
sources to encourage folks to listen 
to the collective wisdom of fellow 
recipients of grace in earlier times.  
Bible passages are chosen by 
groups.  Serious study of Scripture, 
creeds, doctrines, liturgies, hymns, 
and theologians past and present is 
absent.  Members are not helped to 
appraise competing ‘worldviews’ in 
post-modern Western culture.  

It is also assumed that solutions 
can be found that will accommo-
date every form of diversity.  Presi-

dent Stuart McMillan thinks that the 
process is vital to maintaining the 
unity of the UCA in these troubled 
times.  His Pastoral Statement on 
changes to Australian marriage laws 
(7/12/17) urges us to continue ‘hold-
ing a space for grace for each other.’  
Previously, in the Introduction to the 
Facilitator Guide he said: ‘No matter 
how difficult the conversation or 
how wide the differences are, there 
is nothing that cannot be resolved 
if we are prepared to hear one an-
other and leave the space for God’s 
grace.’ 1

This hope is naive and contrary to 
the church’s theology of grace. The 
‘grace’ in ‘space for grace’ simply 
means being ‘tolerant’ and ‘inclusive’ 
of the diverse forms of faith, doc-
trine, culture, ethnicity, sex, gender 
etc. that exist in the UCA.  ‘Being 
gracious’ to those with whom we 
disagree is a good first step.  But the 
process assumes that ‘grace’ is the 
acceptance of different beliefs, stories 

and lifestyles.  Thus it is synonymous 
with the fundamental dogma of the 
UCA that ‘unity is found in diversity’, 
not ‘in Christ’. 

This concept of ‘grace’ is incom-
patible with the ‘justifying grace of 
God in Christ’, as declared in Scrip-
ture and tradition. Debates among 
scholars on the nature of grace don’t 
change the fact that they believed 
that Israel and the Church have been 
chosen by God’s unmerited grace 
to proclaim God’s mercy and good-
ness to all.  God’s grace in Christ is a 
unique, redemptive, event, not divine 
tolerance of diversity as such. 

‘Space for grace’ is what Bonhoef-
fer called ‘cheap grace’ which “is the 
mortal enemy of our church. Our 
struggle today is for costly grace. ... 
Cheap grace means grace as bargain-
basement goods, cut-rate forgiveness, 
cut-rate comfort,  ...  Cheap grace 
means justification of sin but not of 
the sinner.  ...  Cheap grace is grace 
without discipleship, grace without 

the cross, grace without the living, 
incarnate Jesus Christ.”’

 In contrast, `the Gospel  ‘is 
costly, because it calls us to disci-
pleship; it is grace, because it calls 
us to follow Jesus Christ.  ...  It is 
costly, because it condemns sin; it is 
grace, because it justifies the sinner.  
...  Above all, it is grace because the 
life of God’s Son was not too costly 
for God to give in order to make us 
live. God did, indeed, give him up 
for us. Costly grace is the incarna-
tion of God.” 2  

It is to be hoped that the theme of 
the Fifteenth Assembly, ‘Abundant 
Grace: Liberating Hope,’ chosen by 
President-elect Dr Deidre Palmer, 
will demonstrate this costly, Christ-
centred theology of grace. 

 1 See UCA Assembly website for the report on 
‘Space for grace - living in the ‘grace margin’ in 
respectful, empowering, and inclusive decision-
making. A resource from the Multicultural & Cross-
cultural Ministry National Reference Committee 
(MCN-NRC) for the UCA Assembly’; and the ‘Space 
for Grace Facilitator Guide’ by Amelia Koh-Butler, 
Tony Floyd, Epiphany 2015. 
  2 D. Bonhoeffer, Discipleship, pages 43-45Space for Grace Facilitator Guide
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South Australian Synod (cont...)
Now, our relationships get messed 

up and broken in all sorts of ways of 
course, and we only come to fullness 
of love and relating through the grace 
of Chris, so then we get go on to talk 
about the Gospel.

This leads us back to marriage 
again: Christ, the Bridegroom, and 
the human race who love him, the 
Church, his Bride, to whom, through 
the Gospel, he will be married forever! 
(The Bridegroom and wedding para-
bles, 2 Corinthians 11:2, Ephesians 5, 
Revelation 19-22)

And the whole creation will share in 
that glory too – heaven and earth be-
ing remade to accommodate it.

And there’s the beautiful story of the 
universe – “the mystery of God’s will… 
to gather up… all things in [Christ]”: 
from a marriage, to a marriage – i.e., 
The Marriage, that will never end and 
every human being can find a place 
in that fullness through Christ: the 
single, the widow, and the married!

All imaged in true human mar-
riage.

Conclusion
The Uniting Church’s doctrine of 

marriage states that: “Marriage for 
Christians is the freely given con-
sent and commitment in public and 
before God of a man and woman to 
live together for life.” [Declaration on 
Marriage of the Eighth Assembly]. 

This teaching was received by the 
Uniting Church by virtue of her being 
a member denomination of the One, 
Holy, Catholic and Apostolic Church; 
it was handed down from the begin-
ning of the Church’s history, deeply 
founded in Scripture

It is vital - vital to human life and 
most especially vital to the life of the 
Church, Jesus Christ’s Bride

When we see this, we cannot and 
will not give it away!

Christy Rayner, the Youth 
and Young Adults Pastor 
at Seeds Uniting Church 
in Adelaide seconded the 
proposal to seek concur-
rence for decisions on 
changing the UCA Doc-
trine on Marriage. Her 
presentation to the Synod 
is included here to encour-
age members to speak the 
truth in love.

I 
would like to see Uniting 
Church to be a safe place, 
a haven from the world, 
where people can come to 
be loved and discover the 
transforming power of the 
gospel - the truth that sets 
us free. 

I want to see the UCA as a place 
where people like my brother, who is 
same-sex attracted (SSA), is able to 
live out his faith encouraged to contin-
ue to walk in freedom from slavery to 
sin - as Christ has enabled. He stands 
firm in his faith and empowered by the 
grace of God to walk according to the 
manner God has called him. For those 
like him, church can be a confusing 
place indeed. The place where truth 
should be found - is instead a place 
of opposing view-points that contra-
dict the conviction of conscience. The 
confusion our young people meet in 
an over-sexualised world needs to be 
countered in the church with compas-
sion, clarity and the truth of the trans-
forming gospel. Church should be a 
place where identity is found in union 
with Christ not in sexual fulfillment. 

Changing doctrine is a significant 
matter. It’s wise for us to heed every 
caution on such a treacherous road. 
To move such an ancient boundary 
line is to elevate our own understand-
ing above scripture and assumes 
the challenges we face are somehow 
different to ages past. Our forbears 
stood firm. Let us do the same. The 
Lord has given us everything for life 
and godliness. 

We need to be a haven of love and 
truth, because without truth there is 
no freedom and Jesus came that we 
might be free. Opinions and stories 
and emotional experiences we have 
all had. But none of these should 
receive the final word on how we 
determine the future course of the 
church. Our call as the body of Christ 
is to submit all these to the word of 
God and the spirit of truth. 

Both my parents experienced SSA 
and I wouldn’t be standing here today 
had they not encountered Jesus. He 
was the truth that set them free. I be-
lieve the gospel is powerful to affect 
and transform every person in every 
area of life!  

I am not ashamed of the gospel for 
it is the power of God unto Salvation 
for everyone who believes! Let us 
stand and affirm that his words are 
life and truth!  He died that we might 
walk in freedom! I see young people 
rising up in the church who take him 
at his word and walk in power and 
holiness. This is what the church 
needs; this is what the world needs! 
Let us return to the gospel and be-
lieve it once more!

I have, as so many others who share 
this understanding, deep compassion 
for those who identify as homosexu-
als or have experienced SSA. As I 
mentioned I have walked alongside 
my brother in this very area and I 
implore you along with him. Let us 
not trade the truth of God for a lie. 

ACC observer status at GAFCON 2018
ACC members will be aware that our confessing movement within the Uniting Church is part of the now world-wide 

confessing movement. ACC has collegiate relations and exchanges publications with groups in New Zealand, the UK and 
the USA, and also Australia. Tasmanian Anglican Bishop Richard Condie spoke at the 2016 ACC National Conference and 
is Chair of the Fellowship of Confessing Anglicans in Australia. ACC Deputy-Chair Revd Dr Max Champion and Mrs Ruth 
Champion are joining a tour to the Holy Land led by Bishop Richard in June, and have also been invited (and accepted) 
an invitation to be observers for the ACC at the 2018 Global Anglican Future Conference (GAFCON) meeting to be held in 
Jerusalem: 17-22 June 2018.

The inaugural GAFCON was held in 2008 and produced The Jerusalem Declaration (See gafcon.org). The third 
GAFCON will be an even larger gathering, and will bring together orthodox Anglican bishops, clergy and lay lead-
ers from all around the world.

Introduction

This proposal, “on matters vital to the life of the 
church”, is procedural.

It acknowledges the mechanism in the Uniting 
Church’s Basis of Union and Constitution, that for the 
Assembly to make decisions “on matters vital to the life 
of the church”, it is “obligatory” that it “seek the concur-
rence” of the other councils of the church (BOU, para. 
15.e., and Constitution Para. 39.a)

The recent public discussion on marriage and sexuality 
clearly shows that matters of gender, sexuality and mar-
riage are of vital importance to Australians on all sides 
of the debate across the whole spectrum of our society.

Given the significant meaning and place of the 
church’s doctrine of marriage within its theology and 
practice of the church, and the profound implications 
of replacing it with an alternative, it is a matter that is 
clearly of vital importance to the church’s life

Therefore in the event of the Assembly contemplat-
ing any alteration to the doctrine or practice of mar-
riage, it is “obligatory” that it “seek the concurrence” of 
the other councils of the church, including the Synods, 
Presbyteries and the Congregations

While due process is the focus of this proposal, it 
has also been necessary to outline the key theological 
reasons underpinning the vital nature of the doctrine 
and practice of marriage 

The very significant areas of the integrity of the 
teaching of Holy Scripture on marriage, marriage 
as a crucial substructure to human society, and the 
implications of the integrity of the church’s received 
doctrine of marriage for ecumenical relations, are rela-
tively straight forward

The matter of the significance of the doctrine of mar-
riage for our understanding of God, humanity, and His 
eternal relationship with humanity, is more elusive. 
Paul called it “a great mystery” (Ephesians 5: 32) - and 
for that very reason it is the most important!

When Paul uses the word “mystery” it is connected 
with revelation – that is “the mystery of [God’s] will, 
according to His good pleasure that he set forth in 
Christ, as a plan for the fullness of time, to gather 
up all things in him, things in heaven and things on 
earth.” (Ephesians 1:9,10)

I want to touch on this briefly.

The image of God in
male-female humanity 
The marriage of Christ
and the Church

How is the creation of humanity as “male and fe-
male” the “image of God”?...

We could go through the long and rich exegetical 
and theological tradition around this theme, from The 
Epistle of Barnabas, and Justin Martyr, in the Early 
Church, to Claus Westermann, David Clines, Dietrich 
Bonhoeffer and many others in more recent history, 
but...

It’s like this, every time I interview a couple for mar-
riage preparation, we read Genesis 1:26 – “Then God 
said, let us make humankind in our image, according 
to our likeness...” and I ask them, what do you notice 
about God in that verse?

And it never ceases to fascinate me – and the amaz-
ing thing is that the completely non-Christian couples 
seem to get this the strongest. They look at the verse, 
they look at each other and then they look at me, and 
sometimes one, or sometimes both at once say with 
some surprise – “God’s an US!”

And I think, bingo! Then we get to talk about the 
fullest sense of this in the Bible: that God is not a 
lonely isolated individual, but a community, a “fam-
ily” if you like, a communion of love – Father, Son and 
Holy Spirit, that is “God is love” (1John 4:8)

Then we read Genesis 1:27: “So God created hu-
mankind in his image, in the image of God he created 
them; male and female he created them.”

So then we get to think and talk about how they, as 
husband and wife, in their union of love, are going to 
get to live out and experience a part of the divine life 
and love right here in the world in their day-to-day 
lives! [i.e., something of its selflessness, faithfulness, 
“belonging-ness”, beauty and mutual delight]...

Whoa!... and they thought they were just coming to 
get “a bit of paper”!... 

South Australian Synod
The Need for Concurrence

At the November 2017 meeting of the SA Synod, Rev. Jonathan Button presented a proposal to highlight the 
need for the Uniting Church Assembly to seek concurrence if the Assembly sought to change the Uniting 
Church’s doctrine of marriage. I was visiting South Australia to meet with ACC members and also share in 

a HopeNet meeting that night and the opportunity to attend the Synod meeting as an observer was a bonus. It was 
certainly intriguing (and frustrating) to observe proceedings when you cannot be involved. In my view, the discus-
sion was curtailed somewhat prematurely by the Moderator after several key figures in the SA Uniting Church spoke 
against the idea and unfortunately other speakers in favour were not sought out, and the proposal was not even put 
to formal decision. Interestingly the proposal received significant initial support (and both proposer and seconder 
were warmly acknowledged for their bold presentations). Jonathan Button’s theological overview of marriage is well 
worth reading. It is rare for Synod meetings to contain significant teaching on marriage today.  Peter Bentley
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Tongue
Taming
by Robyn Painter
Pastor, Peterborough Uniting Church

W
hy do I get into so many 
arguments with strangers 
on the other end of the 
telephone? Just over a week 
ago there was a message on 
my message bank from a 
secretary, ringing with some 
details about an appoint-

ment I had a few days after. When I heard her message, 
I rang back, not to argue with what she’d said, but to 
clarify what she’d said. 

However, when I rang back, my question may have 
come out wrong, or perhaps she was having a bad day, 
but she snapped back at me. Now the wise thing to do 
would have been to graciously say goodbye and hang up. 
But no, my response was to snap back and next thing we 
were arguing over something completely dumb. Have 
you ever been in that situation?  And when I finally got 
off the phone, having vented my frustrations, I didn’t 
feel better, I just felt more frustrated. 

Then, the worst bit was, I had to go and face her when I 
had my appointment, and I thought, Oh no! She probably 
knows I’m a Christian and I have been a terrible witness. 

Words can be so powerful. With our mouths we can 
make someone’s day or cause them deep pain. We can 
show people Christ’s goodness, or we can give them 
reason to turn away from him. 

Proverbs 15:1 Is very wise advice for people like me:     
A soft answer turns away wrath, but a harsh word stirs 
up anger.

We can get so caught up in whether or not we are right 
that we don’t stop to consider what the other person 
might be feeling. Paul says in Ephesians 4:29 Let no evil 
talk come out of your mouth, but only what is useful for 
building up.

And James has a lot to say about taming the tongue. 
And when you’re middle of those phone calls and conver-
sations it’s good to ask the question, what would Jesus 
be saying here? Are my words pointing someone towards 
God or driving them away?

Sound tough? Fortunately, we are not alone. Paul tells 
us that one of the fruits of the Spirit is self-control, and 
that means that as we allow the Holy Spirit to work in 
our lives and transform us, he will help us to gain more 
self-control in heated moments. And for people like me 
that’s a very good thing.

Robyn

During January and February 2018, Rev. Rod James distributed an open letter through-out the Uniting Church. Rod 
would be well-known to ACC members as a former ACC Council Secretary and long-serving UCA minister in South 
Australia and in a wide itinerant ministry. Noting this matter is being discussed widely, this letter is printed with 
Rod’s permission as a ‘letter to the editor’. 

I know ACC members will join me in prayerful hope that the Uniting Church will indeed retain our doctrine of mar-
riage, and continue to be able to join with other denominations in Australia today to witness to the Christian under-
standing of marriage. (Editor)

An open Letter to leaders in the Uniting Church in Australia 
Concerning Marriage

Dear Uniting Church leaders,
Greetings to you in the name of Jesus Christ our Lord.
Recently, the Australian parliament has voted to open legal marriage in Australia to same-gender couples. The Unit-

ing Church has been deliberating about same-gender relationships for more than 20 years, since prior to the 1997 As-
sembly in Perth, and more recently has been considering its doctrine of marriage. 20 years is long enough for the Church 
to come to resolution on this matter, and the time has come for the Church to make a decision, one way or the other.

Over these years, the Church has made room for LGBTI people, and they in turn have lobbied strongly for the 
Church to alter its doctrine of marriage to include same-gender couples. On the other hand, a number of groupings of 
congregations holding to the Reformed/Evangelical faith have held fast to the biblical doctrine of marriage that has 
always been part of that apostolic faith. These groups include The Assembly of Confessing Congregations within the 
UCA, Hope Network and 3D Network in South Australia, PNEUMA in Western Australia, and the EL250 group of 
congregations. The UAICC and the CALD Conferences have also made their orthodox stances quite clear.

I am writing to you out of concern for the future wellbeing of the Uniting Church in Australia.
The time has come when the National Assembly of the UCA must finalise its deliberations on marriage and make 

a decision which will reassure and delight one part of the Church, and concern and disappoint another part of the 
Church. To waver between two opinions indefinitely weakens the Church’s belief structure, and gives false hope of an 
outcome that will please all parties.

No doubt there are those in the Church who feel that the time has come for the Assembly to conclude its deliberations 
on marriage and fulfil the wishes of a small group of people by altering its doctrine of marriage to include same-gender 
couples. The momentum in Australian society, and the decision of the Australian Parliament, will embolden some to con-
clude that the time is right for the Church to take this step and create a lead among the Christian churches of Australia.

My purpose in writing arises out of this sense of momentum. The National Assembly of the Uniting Church is a de-
liberately small number of members of the Church. Our founders rightly realised that, on a large continent, we would 
go broke funding large national Assemblies. Furthermore, the processes for selecting the relatively small number of 
Assembly members mean that the balance of opinion in the Assembly does not reflect the balance of opinion of the 
members and adherents of the Church. 

In 2003 the Assembly believed that ‘Resolution 84’ was not a matter ‘vital to the life of the Church’, and 10-15,000 
members and adherents left the Church as a result of it. Either the Assembly felt that these Christians were not vital 
to the life of the Uniting Church, or the Assembly was so unrepresentative of the members that they assumed their 
decision would not be of vital concern to them. How wrong they were! Following that Assembly, meetings of concerned 
members were held in each state and attended by several thousand in all (700 attended the South Australian meeting 
at Prince Alfred College in August 2003). So great was the reaction in the congregations to ‘Resolution 84’ that the As-
sembly Standing Committee sought to amend it following the uproar.

At the present time, however, it is very conceivable that a majority of the next Assembly may feel, in light of the cur-
rent momentum, that the time is right to change our doctrine of marriage. As in 2003, they may be sufficiently out of 
touch with sentiment in the congregations to feel that a change to our marriage doctrine is reasonable and achievable 
without harming the integrity of the Church. 

My purpose in writing to you is to express the concern that to change the Church’s doctrine of marriage to include 
same-gender couples would mean the end of the Uniting Church as we know it. 

My reasons for being convinced of this are as follows:

1. The great majority of Christians who hold to the Reformed/Evangelical faith, as proclaimed by the apostles 
and prophets, regard the man/woman union in marriage to be integral to God’s creative and redemptive 
purpose for humanity. For them, changing marriage would place the Uniting Church outside the faith of the 
one, holy, catholic and apostolic church.

2. These believers would, in such an event, realise that all of the Australian Christian churches bar one upheld 
the biblical view of marriage, as they themselves did, and that the only church that did not was the one that 
they belonged to. A great many would feel that the logical and necessary thing to do was to belong to one 
of the other churches which held the same conviction as themselves. This realisation, and the consequent 
departure from the Uniting Church caused by it, would bleed the Church for many years to come, and would 
downsize it in a way that would make previous exoduses look small by comparison.

oPiNioN

[cont...]
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Ian
Clarkson
UCA Minister - South Australia

       TheNeutering
         ofDeath

oPiNioN

T
he Gospel demonstrates our Lord’s 
passion to rid the fear of death from 
the hearts of humankind. 

Since the children have flesh and 
blood, he too shared in their human-
ity so that by his death he might 
break the power of him who holds 
the dominion of death-- that is, the 

devil--and free those who all their lives were held in 
slavery by their fear of death.” (Hebrews 2: 14-15)

An amazing gift: death and all its slavery is neu-
tered of all its potency. 

I once mentored a pastor who worked part-time as 
a doctor. Perhaps medicine was the new priesthood?  
I suggested few folk would seek him out as a pas-
tor, as they would as a medico because folk are more 
afraid of dying than their sins. An irony, as sin is the 
potency, the sting of death. Our Lord Jesus bore sin 
into a place where it is justly and truly lost from the 
memory of God. Satan, the lord of death wields now 
a paper sword!

Yet death is still here, or is it just like a shell on the 
beach? Farmers understand this. Steers can forage 
with the cows. No danger of unwanted blood line 
infecting the herd. These pseudo bulls have no potency. 
All steer, no bull!

Jesus delights watching his sting-drawing of death 
eagerly taken up by his friends, relishing the free-
dom, heads high, laughing at the old enemies and 
looking forward to the glorious next stage of sharing 
in the Lord’s gift of life eternal. Grief healed with 
hope. With Christ we possess and command “life, 

death, the present and the future. All are ours.” (1 
Corinthians 3: 22)

The apostles didn’t use the term ‘death’ for them-
selves, but spoke of their ‘departure’, ‘release’ or ‘way-
out’.  So should we! 

So real is this, that our Lord promises us that death 
is now out of sight. “Very truly I tell you, whoever 
obeys my word will never see death.” (John 8: 51) The 
words of our death neutering Master kept trust-
ingly in the heart potently cleanse our hearts of fear. 
As one preacher put it, though life’s ending like its 
beginning might be a touch messy, when it comes we 
won’t feel the bump! 

Yet the old lying enemy is currently boasting at 
retaking lost former ground. Violence, suicide and 
mind-death are epidemic. Folk are intimidated by 
death more than ever, teasing themselves it won’t 
happen to them as they watch more and more of it 
on television -imagining it is pushed into the land 
of numbness as we all live to over a hundred. Or 
as Woody Allen put it “I just don’t want to be there 
when it happens”.

Death, neutered for now; one day to be destroyed 
forever. There is only one place where it no longer 
lives and breeds its frights. That place is in the com-
pany of him who has the power of an indestructible 
life. The forerunner gone ahead of us, behind the 
curtain into the unseen to bring us with him, safely 
home. Jesus, the Lord of the living, the way, the truth 
and the life. Live in Easter joy!

Easter meditation; Hebrews 2.5-18, Hebrews 
6.19, 1 Corinthians 3.22, John 8.51, Psalm 116.15 

3. The effect of changing our doctrine of marriage would not only be numerical. When we look at the groupings 
of congregations listed above we can see that they are made up of many congregations that have been able 
to remain multi-generational with significant numbers of young families and young people. Indeed, it could 
be postulated that the great majority of the Uniting Church’s under 50s are in the Reformed/Evangelical, 
Migrant/Ethnic and Congress congregations. It is, therefore, quite conceivable that, by taking such a step, 
the Church could cut off its future generations and consign itself it the dustbin of history.

4. The Australian population is a very mobile one, and Protestant Christians, when they relocate, do not hold to 
a denominational loyalty in the way they once did. Every year, Uniting congregations are depleted by people 
moving away and enhanced by people moving to their area. With modern mobility, such enhancement-by-
influx is a very important component in every congregation’s survival because it replenishes the loss of mem-
bers moving away (In one regional congregation that I served in, 10% of the congregation, on average, moved 
away each year. However, if the Uniting Church was the odd church out in a major doctrinal issue, orthodox 
Christians relocating, from the Uniting Church or other denominations, would be much less likely to choose 
the Uniting Church in their new locality. If this were to occur the affect would be withering on the member-
ship of the Church as each year some moved away but few moved in.

One response to my expression of concern for the Church might be to say that I and others of my opinion are threat-
ening the Assembly: “If you take the step of altering the Church’s doctrine of marriage we will leave on mass”. For my 
part this accusation is easily dismissed. I am an active member of the Assembly of Confessing Congregations within 
the Uniting Church in Australia, and the ACC has never encouraged people to leave. Our policy has always been that 
we confess Christ according to the faith of the one, holy, catholic and apostolic church as that faith is described in the 
Basis of Union of the UCA. To date, the ACC has determined that where the Church departs from its own apostolic 
faith, we will not leave but will distinguish ourselves from that departure and continue ‘to contend earnestly for the 
faith which was once for all delivered to the saints’ (Jude 1:3).

Although the ACC has had some success in encouraging and enabling congregations and members to remain within 
the Church, it is my concern that, in the event of a change to the Church’s doctrine of marriage, neither the ACC nor 
any other grouping could stop the effects outline above (in points 1 to 4).

We are all familiar with the old saying, ‘Not to decide is to decide’. Perhaps the Assembly leaders have hoped over the 
years that by not deciding the marriage issue a decision would somehow happen by osmosis. Put in spiritual language 
it has been said, “We are still waiting on the guidance of the Holy Spirit”. However, to say that we have been waiting 
20 years for God to lead us is to dishonour the faithfulness and sufficient grace of God, for God has not left Himself 
without His witnesses.

The time has come, then, for bold and constitutional decision making. As a conclusion to the Church’s deliberations 
on marriage, the Assembly needs to decide to amend, or decide to retain our doctrine of marriage. If a change is made, 
then, in accordance with the Basis of Union and the Constitution, the matter would need to be referred to the other 
councils of the Church for concurrence. 

It is obligatory for it (i.e. the Assembly) to seek the concurrence of other councils, and on occasion of the congrega-
tions of the Church, on matters of vital importance to the life of the Church. (Constitution 15e)

The Assembly may be tempted to believe that it has already sought concurrence through the process of ‘space for 
grace’ conversations held in each Synod and other venues. However, these occasions were deliberately and strongly 
managed as non-decision-making occasions for gracious conversation. They were not, and so do not now, stand as 
occasions of concurrence as concurrence might be fairly and justly understood. In this context, ‘concurrence’ means 
‘agreement in opinion; accord; assent’. Such formal agreement is described in the original Barrier Act of the Presbyte-
rian Church:

...the same Acts (i.e. proposals) be first proposed as overtures to the Assembly, and, being by them passed 
as such, be remitted to the consideration of the several Presbyteries of this Church, and their opinions and 
consent reported by their commissioners to the next General Assembly following, who may then pass the 
same in Acts, if the more general opinion of the Church thus had agreed thereunto. (bold underlining mine)

If the Assembly were to make the momentous decision to radically change the Church’s doctrine of marriage, and 
determine either that it was not vital to the life of the Church, and therefore did not need to be referred, or that concur-
rence had been sought through previous discussions, that would indicate a far greater problem for the Uniting Church 
than the issue of marriage. Having refused to refer a vital matter in 2003, if the Assembly did so again with all that is at 
stake, as described above, then all UCA members would know that their congregations, along with their property and 
their future, were in the hands of a popish, dictatorial, and unrepresentative Assembly that had no intention, now or in 
the future, of sharing vital decision-making with the Church as a whole, even if the Church’s governing documents man-
dated it. The loss of trust would destroy the Church, and everyone would ‘do what seemed good in their own eyes’.

Brothers and sisters, I share these concerns with you as a parish minister (retired) and not on behalf of any organisa-
tion or group. Indeed, I have not consulted with anyone about writing to you in this way. I, therefore, ask you to prayer-
fully weigh the veracity of my concerns and consider them on their merit. 

And may God, who loves the Uniting Church, help us all.
Rod James
January 2018
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“We [celebrate Easter] knowing that at 
any time a suicide bomber can come 
and disrupt our service, our worship, 
our praying. Then I think: Will it re-
ally be disrupted or will I be sent into 
the fullness of worship?” - Mother of two 
who used to be Muslim, now celebrating 
Jesus at Easter.

The Australian Church is undoubtedly blessed by not 
having this problem. Our situation could not be more dif-
ferent than for those in Pakistan. In the 2018 World Watch 
List Pakistan ranked as the 5th hardest country to live as 
a Christian. It is the most violent place for believers. Most 
of us in Australia, live in a period where we don’t have to 
attend church wondering “will I go home afterwards?”

For many, myself included, the concern can occasionally 
be the opposite: “What time will I get to go home?” That 
attitude is also a problem.

One of the biggest threats to the church in the West 
and in Australia, is a lukewarm attitude. Only once is this 
talked about in the bible where Jesus says, “I am about to 
spit you out of my mouth” (Rev 3:16). A lukewarm atti-
tude isn’t initially embraced within church, but without 
us even knowing it, that attitude can begin to grow over 
time. Like a weed, if it is not pulled out, it has the ability 
to choke the good roots and destroy what was planted in 
the beginning. So what are some ways we can avoid being 
lukewarm?

Well to start with, the answer is not persecution. Perse-
cution does not guarantee a passionate, sold out church. 
There have been many persecuted Christians who walk 
away when the pressure got too hard to continue follow-
ing Jesus, just like in our own churches. But those who 
continue to hold onto Christ above all else, have a few 
things in common that we in Australia can do as well. In 
a changing climate of Christianity, where the tide may be 
beginning to turn, we can take the opportunity to learn 
from the persecuted church now. 

The first thing these brothers and sisters have is a ro-
bust prayer life. In many of the churches I visit I ask this 
question: Do you pray more in the good times or when 
you have a problem? Every time people say it’s when they 
have a problem. For Christians in persecution, they are of-
ten facing nothing but problems. But those who also have 
a glorious and inexpressible joy in persecution, as Peter 
describes it (1 Peter 1:8), these are the brothers and sisters 
who have a strong prayer life. 

There is no shortage of commentaries and articles that 
talk about our ability to come to God with any problem as 
witnessed time and time again in the Psalms. We do not 
have to pray always with utmost thanks or hide our true 
thoughts. God knows our hearts regardless and as we talk 
with him more and more our relationship grows and our 
faith is strengthened. 

The second thing our brothers and sisters have is a deep 
love and respect for God’s word. While I was meeting with 
some ministry partners in Central Asia, in countries all 
ranked very highly on World Watch list, I was struck time 
and time again as they said, ‘it is written’ before quoting 
a passage of scripture. For these believers memorising 
large parts of the bible to have on call at any moment was 
totally normal. It put me to shame but it is something 
infinitely more accessible for us in Australia to achieve. 
Unlike in Central Asia we have no restrictions on access-
ing bibles or other Christian literature.

Memorising God’s promises and having His truths 
ready to recall is better than any reflex. How can we have 
a deep love or trust of a God we do not know? Memoris-
ing the bible will mean that any reminder we ever need of 
how great God is or how amazing his promises, they are 
always at hand. 

Tim
Reid
Open Doors

Australian Church
    Persecut ed Church

What
  the
can learn
from the

The final thing that keeps Christians from falling away in 
persecution and keeps us from getting lukewarm is making 
disciples. Saudi Arabia is the 12th hardest country to live 
as a Christian and Christians are forced to keep their faith 
a complete secret. A believer in Saudi Arabia said, “It is un-
natural – maybe even wrong – to keep one’s love for Jesus 
entirely to oneself. I cannot tell my wife. Or my children. Or 
my parents. I found Christ in a dream, and only He knows I 
follow him. But I have to, or I’m dead.”

We are called to be discipleship making disciples. It is as 
true for Christians in Australia as any other country. If we 

share our faith regularly we are relying on the work of the 
Holy Spirit in us and others and so trusting God.

Having a strong prayer life, a deep abiding love for His 
word and making disciples are all common disciplines of 
the persecuted church that can have a profound impact 
on our faith. Our churches in Australia are in a time of 
change. 2017 saw some big challenges for the church and 
in the next few years it is likely more will follow. Now is 
a good opportunity to look to those who not just stand 
under persecution but thrive and learn what keeps their 
affections for God new.



1312 |   ACC Catalyst  |  confessingcongregations.com accoffice@confessingcongregations.com  |  ACC Catalyst  |

O
n November 13-14 2017 a group 
calling themselves Uniting Method-
ists gathered in Atlanta, Georgia, 
around the theme that unity in the 
church must be maintained at all 
costs.  The group claims it repre-
sents the great middle of United 
Methodism which, supposedly, is 

convinced that if we all are just nice to one another, re-
gardless of what persons believe or practise, the church 
can avoid schism.  According to the keynote speaker, 
Dr. David Field, member of the Commission on A Way 
Forward, this is the way it works:

Some of the first steps toward unity will be to develop 
mutual respect for the sincerity of one another’s convic-
tions and mutual respect for each other’s freedom of 
conscience before God.  The Book of Discipline is hold-
ing back UM unity because it is full of rules and restric-
tions that leave no room for following one’s conscience, a 
value that Wesley held in high esteem.

Unless there is some larger context in which to under-
stand this statement, or unless the words were quoted 
incorrectly, or unless the word “conscience” has been 
redefined, we have a serious problem in the church.  Is 
“conscience” now the ultimate authority for determining 
God’s will?  Have we moved from the primacy of Scrip-
ture to subjective preferences as the guide to all matters 
religious?  And if so, how are we to know whether our 
acts of “conscience” reflect the Word of God or simply 
unredeemed prejudice?  And since our various “con-
sciences” differ widely on matters of importance, are we 

at the point of saying that one view is as good as another 
and thus there really are no authoritative standards 
(except to accept each other’s preferences), so individual 
churches are free to do what is right in their own eyes as 
are conferences and pastors and laypeople?  

And just what are the rules and restrictions that the 
Discipline is “full of” that are so terrible they leave no 
room for following one’s conscience?  Since the crisis 
in the church is because of views of human sexuality 
we should assume the offending “rules” have to do with 
celibacy in singleness and faithfulness in marriage.  And 
we can assume it also refers to the Discipline’s statement 
that “the practice of homosexuality is incompatible with 
Christian teaching.” Evidently in our present time ideas 
about faithfulness and celibacy and marriage between a 
man and a woman are mere opinions that can be dis-
regarded or at least interpreted broadly in this modern 
age of enlightenment.  Such views, according to some 
even who call themselves “centrists,” are not basic to the 
Bible’s understanding of marriage, family, the Church as 
the bride of Christ, the meaning of covenant, stability in 
the home and the central place of the family as the Bible’s 
way of passing down the faith.

 We are living in a time when we are bearing the fruits 
of the sexual revolution, a cultural shift which might 
be dated from the 1960s.  This revolution led to a liber-
alization of established moral attitudes toward sexual 
standards, gender, sexual orientation, the importance of 
the family and to greater experimentation with sex, even 
outside the bounds of marriage.  

 What is the result?  How about broken homes, broken 
marriages, out-of-wedlock births, sexual addictions, por-
nography, sexually transmitted diseases, sex trafficking, 
poverty, co-habitation outside of marriage, higher inci-
dents of sexual predators, sexual confusion, higher rates 
of homosexuality, transgenderism, the breakdown of the 
family, and suicide?  

For years the importance of the home was neither a 
liberal nor conservative issue.  Our various traditions 
that now make up United Methodism and the different 
theological perspectives within those traditions agreed 

United
Methodism
& Sexual Morality
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on the importance of the Christian home and the family 
altar and teaching children about the faith.  They also 
recognized the pressures upon the Christian home.  In 
1948 the Methodist Discipline spoke of the attack on the 
home by evil forces to the extent that “the existence of 
civilization is threatened.”  The same Discipline declared 
it is “the birthright of every child to have the emotional 
security of a stable home, permanently established, with 
two parents living together and loving each other.”  While 
some persons accuse our present Discipline of being 
“hateful,” “unchristian,” “homophobic,” “restrictive” and 
“unloving,” the truth is that previous church statements 
were much more forthright.  They spoke out against pre-
marital sex, divorce, permissive perspectives in literature 
and film, and the general decay of morals.

Within the past few years, however, progressives have 
changed course.  They are no longer advocates for the 
family, at least in the way that they once were.  The argu-
ment now is that culture has changed and the church 
needs to keep up with the culture.  Our culture is charac-
terized by shifting boundaries between what is permissi-
ble and not permissible in sexual conduct. It has empha-
sized personal autonomy and a view of “freedom” which 
would replace long-standing understandings of purity 
and faithfulness.  So all kinds of sexual liaisons are por-
trayed in the entertainment media; so sex trafficking is 
more serious than ever before; so we can write catalogues 
on the varieties of sexual orientations.  The explosion of 
sexual harassment reporting among high profile persons 
in positions of power indicates that health and stability 
in the relationships between men and women are not 
progressing but regressing.  Around 48% of women in the 
workforce say they have personally experienced unwant-
ed sexual advances.

All of this relates to other serious problems in society.  
Instead of marriage, 48% of women now say they cohab-
ited with their male partner either before marriage or 
without marriage, up from 34% in 1995.  Only 23% now 
report their first sexual union came within marriage, 
down from 39% in 1995.  George Will in a recent column 
writes about the direct link between poverty and sexual 

permissiveness.  According to studies only 3% of families 
live in poverty when the father and mother first received at 
least a high school diploma, then got a job, then got mar-
ried and only then had children.  About 55% of millennials 
cohabit and have children before marriage. This situation 
compares with 25% of baby boomers (born between 1957 
and 1964). Seventy-one percent of low-income families 
are headed by single parents.  Thus, it would seem obvious 
that the way to address poverty is to strengthen our fami-
lies and our home.  The War on Poverty, the great progres-
sive piece of legislation under Lyndon Johnson, has been 
a dismal failure.  The country today has more wealth than 
ever before and at the same time, more poverty.  

In healthy societies values and social arrangements are 
matters of course.  But these values and social arrange-
ments are presently crumbling.  Progressives blame pov-
erty on the unfairness of material distribution rather than 
addressing the breakdown of family stability.

Present statements in our Discipline and Book of 
Resolutions on marriage and family say nothing about 
the birthright of children to live in a two-parent home; 
they say nothing about sexual abstinence before marriage; 
they say nothing about the problems of cohabiting without 
marriage.  They say a lot about sexual harassment (5 ½ 
pages worth). They speak nice things about premarital 
counselling, classes, government programs, and the right 
to food, shelter, clothing, guaranteed basic income, hous-
ing, and protective services, but not about the importance 
of the two-parent home.  And so children suffer. The 
Indiana Department of Child Services reports skyrocket-
ing numbers of abuse and neglect cases:  23,950 cases in 
2016 up from 13,048 in 2010 or nearly 84% increase.  It 
reports 77 child deaths resulting from abuse or neglect, up 
from 25 in 2010.  They appeal for foster homes.  They ap-
peal for funds for more case workers. Can we understand 
the relationship between this focus and the fact that the 
percentage of births to unmarried women is now ap-
proaching 40%?  

I speak to my children and grandchildren from time 
to time about how we (and they) have benefited because 

Dr Riley
Case
United Methodist (Retired)

[cont over...]
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of “privilege.”  Some of this may be 
because of race or gender or eco-
nomic security, but these are not the 
areas where real privilege makes a 
difference.  The real privilege I speak 
of has to do with being born into a 
stable Christian family where we are 
advantaged because we learned love 
and respect and hard work and the 
importance of serving Jesus Christ.  
It is the Bible’s intended way but 
many, probably most of the people we 
work with have not been so advan-
taged.  Both my wife Ruth and I have 
sought to pass the blessing on to 
others, especially to our children and 
their children and their children.  The 
total of marriages of my siblings and 
my wife’s siblings, as well as their chil-
dren and their children’s children now 
totals 50 (only three of which ended 
in divorce).  Almost all of these (as 
far as I know) represent stable homes 
making a contribution to church and 
society.  None live in poverty.  

There are still many families and 
extended families which have been so 
blessed but presently they seem the 
exception rather than the rule.  I have 
worked with our local Rescue Mis-
sion for 27 years.  It is not easy work.  
Almost none of the men and women 
come from stable two-parent families.  
They have experienced abuse, poverty, 
disappointment, drugs and sexual 
confusion.  We have a message to 
them and to a hurting world:  there is 
hope; you can change in Jesus Christ; 
you can break the cycle of poverty and 
abuse and living without standards. 

The Way Forward for United Meth-
odists must include a commitment to 
a Biblical view of human sexuality.  It 
should include not just disciplinary 
statements on faithfulness in mar-
riage and celibacy in singleness, but 
also a strategy for addressing larger 
problems of abuse, poverty, sexual 
harassment, and respect through the 
building up of Christian marriage 
and Christian homes.  

Dr Riley Case is a retired United Meth-
odist minister. He writes Happenings 
Around the Church for the Confessing 
Movement within the United Method-
ist Church in the USA. This article was 
first posted on 19 December 2017 and 
is reprinted with permission.

TheFuture
of Marriage 
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tions’ he urges us to continue to make ‘space for grace’ and 
treat one another in a ‘respectful way’ as a ‘fellowship of 
reconciliation’ in Christ.  Ignoring what Paul, and Scrip-
ture, say elsewhere about sexual relationships and mar-
riage, he reminds us that ‘We belong to one another’ and 
should be ... ‘Honouring one another above yourselves.’ 
(Romans 12: 5 & 10) 

Already, controversy has been adroitly side-stepped in 
consultations and Synods where discussion and decision-
making have been tightly controlled. It is remarkable that 
no Synod is making a recommendation to Assembly on 
an issue of such ‘vital importance to the church.’ 

What are some of the options the Assembly will con-
sider?

 Option 1: Simply change 
the Doctrine of Marriage 

The Assembly may simply change the doctrine of mar-
riage without reference to the other councils of the church. 
In view of the many formal and informal conversations 
and consultations which have taken place with diverse 
groups over many years, it may decide that further consul-
tation at this critical juncture is unnecessary.  This would 
send a calamitous signal to the other councils that the As-
sembly has no interest in their deliberations and advice. 

A change could be enacted explicitly or implicitly by, for 
example, following the Presbyterian Church of USA (PCU-
SA) which amended the definition of marriage (2014) to 
say that ‘Marriage involves a unique commitment between 
two people, traditionally a man and a woman, to love and 
support each other for the rest of their lives. ‘

This form of words may commend itself to members 
who want change the doctrine, as well as those who do 
not want to delete reference to male and female and is 
centred around the idea of ‘trying to please everyone’.  

Option 2:   Resolve to 
change the Doctrine of 

Fifteenth Assembly, 8-14 July 2018

1

Many members of the Fifteenth Assembly will 
want to change the UCA’s doctrine of marriage.  
If ‘All of this is us’ then incompatible beliefs and 

practices on marriage must be accommodated.  Under 
the familiar banner of ‘unity in diversity,’ not ‘unity in 
Christ,’ theological issues will be downplayed to give the 
impression of pleasing everybody. 

No UCA leader has publicly defended the unified word 
of Scripture and tradition on marriage between a man 
and a woman.  This is in stark contrast to leaders of most 
denominations in Australia (and ACC has received letters 
from several church and denominational leaders com-
mending the ACC for its pastoral letter on marriage). 
Instead, it is said to be our ‘current position,’ implying that 

it may not be in future.  
President Stuart Mc-
Millan’s (pictured left) 

Pastoral Statement 
after the passage 
of the Marriage 
Act is typical. Not-
ing that ‘during 
the triennium we 

have had formal 
and informal 
conversa-

Always
with Christ

John 14:3
“When everything is ready, I will come and get you,

so that you will always be with me.” 

I wonder whether Jesus would ever have been
so close to his disciples as when

he spoke these words?
In front of him lay suffering, death, resurrection

and entry into his glory with the Father.
 

For the disciples, 
after his ascension they would have to learn

a completely new way of looking at their lives
and responding to his call.

 
Living without the physical presence of Jesus

would be difficult enough.
He said to them

“In a little while and you won’t see me.”
What comforting words these would be for them:

“I will come and get you, 
so that you will always be with me.”

 
These words of Jesus have always brought to my mind

the picture of Jesus taking me by the hand
and leading me over death into eternal life with him, 

so that I do not die
but enter right into glory with him.

 
These words are enriching for us

whether we are old or young.
After all, human life is only temporary.

 
We should let these words of Jesus
so permeate our minds and hearts

that they turn morbid words about funerals
into a glorious future in spite of our age.

Reverend Bob Imms is a member of the
ACC Southern Cluster in Tasmania.

dEvotioN
United
Methodism
& Sexual Morality

[from pg13]
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[cont over...]

UCA President Stuart McMillan
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Marriage, subject 
to the agreement 
of Synods and/or 
Presbyteries and/or 
congregations

If Assembly sought the agreement 
of other Councils, it would honour the 
requirements laid down in the Basis 
of Union [14 (d) and 15 (e)] and the 
Constitution 39 (a) such that ‘It is ob-
ligatory for it to seek the concurrence 
of other councils, and on occasion of 
the congregations of the Church, on 
matters of vital importance to the life 
of the Church.’ 

The PCUSA reached a decision 
in 2015 after an exhaustive process 
in which more than half the Pres-
byteries voted in favour of change. 
If the UCA followed the process of 
concurrence, then Option 2 would be 
activated.  

However, at the Twelfth Assembly 
(2009), 39 (b) (i) - (iv) was added to 
minimise this prospect.  

Clause (b) (i) states: ‘If within six 
months of a decision of the Assem-
bly, or its Standing Committee, at 
least half the Presbyteries within the 
bounds of each of at least half the 
Synods, or at least half the Synods, 
notify the President that they have 
determined that in their opinion a 
decision includes a matter vital to 
the life of the Church; and there was 
inadequate consultation prior to the 
decision the President shall notify the 
Church that the decision is suspend-
ed until the Assembly has undertak-
en further consultation; ...’

Option 3: 
Retain the 

UCA’s Doctrine 
of Marriage but 
provide blessing 
services for same-
gender couples 
married by the State

3

This is unlikely 
to satisfy any-
body. For some 
it would be seen 
as inferior to 
marriage. Others 
would see it as de 
facto acceptance 
of same-gender 
marriage. Ministers 
in same-gender unions 
who chose to be married 
according to the Marriage 
Amendment (Definition and 
Religious Freedom) Act 2017 would 
continue to exercise ministry in a 
church which still held to the doc-
trine of marriage between a man and 
a woman.  

Option 4: 
Resolve not to 

change the Doctrine 
of Marriage

This would demonstrate the UCA’s 
commitment not to make a decision 
before engaging in ongoing theological 
discussions with ecumenical partners 
in the National Council of Churches 
in Australia (NCCA) and our partner 
churches in Asia and the Pacific (who 
would all be alarmed by a change to 
the UCA doctrine of marriage)

Conscientious
objection

Options 1, 2 and 3 would have to be 
accompanied by clauses to safeguard 
conscientious objectors. In practice, 
this would be difficult.  It would be 
assumed that ministers who uphold 
the classical doctrine of marriage 
are a dissenting, embarrassing, and 
perhaps bigoted minority.  It would 
create conflict between ministers 
and their congregations and Pres-
byteries over who can be married in 
local churches and test the loyalty of 
members of the United Aboriginal 
and Islander Congress (UAICC), 
Culturally and Linguistically Diverse 
communities (CALD) and the ACC.  

Besides, in a church without a unified 
doctrine of marriage, dissenting min-
isters may be subject to Federal and 
State anti-discrimination laws.  

Outstanding 
Questions

Will the procreative purpose of 
marriage between a man and a 
woman be softened by highlight-
ing one vital element of marriage, 
companionship, but dispensing with 
two fundamental aspects of Chris-
tian marriage, sexual union and 
parenthood?  Will the fundamental 
right of children to live with their 
biological parents, where possible, be 
respected?  How will they include the 
witness of Scripture to our creation 
as male and female or the formation 
of families headed by husbands and 
wives, fathers and mothers, to bear 
and nurture children for the sake of 
the covenant?  Will the command 
to honour father and mother be set 
aside for an individualistic, non-
biological concept of family relation-
ships? 

The ACC Executive
Note: This summary is part of a 

discussion paper that was presented 
to the 2017 ACC Conference.  The 
Executive and National Council con-
tinue to prayerfully consider various 
options and scenarios. Further work 
will be undertaken at the National 
Council meeting from 5-7 March. 

4

Leaving a Godly Heritage

biblE Study

Psalm 127: 3
Sons are a heritage from the Lord
Children are a reward from Him (NIV)

W
hat does leaving a godly 
heritage look like? What 
does it mean ‘to leave a godly 
heritage?’

Heritage can relate to 
many things, but for our pur-
pose we will use the Oxford 
Dictionary definition which 

in part states: Heritage is “Valued qualities and cultural 
traditions that have been passed down from previous 
generations”.

The 78th Psalm v 5-7 harmonises with many other 
scriptures. God’s word says ‘He established a law in Israel 
and commanded our forefathers to teach them to their 
children, even the children to be born, and they in turn 
will tell their children. Then they would put their trust in 
God and not forget His deeds.’ [The writer’s paraphrase].

The big question: is this happening in your home and 
the homes of the folk involved in the church? How do we 
treat, teach, protect and nurture our heritage and our 
rewards from God to continue into the future?

The family home is the most crucial and important 
learning environment for our children. It is here, in 
their early formative years, where the child will be 
most influenced – for better or for worse. They will 
learn (or not) to bond with those around them.  Chil-
dren learn language, positive and negative behaviour 
and how to interact with others in the home. Modern 
research confirms that the first five years of a child’s 
life is the most crucial and vital time to instill good at-
titudes and create healthy habits, especially regarding 
their spiritual growth and understanding.

To further explore what it means to leave a godly herit-
age let’s now consider the instructions given to Moses be-
fore the Israelites went into the Promised Land.  Consider 
how these instructions relate to us today.

My conviction is that these Scriptures set out God’s 
plan for families and show how to impart their faith to 
their children. The home is the place where children 
should be introduced to the Lord of Creation and the 
Saviour of the World. 

Deuteronomy 6: 4-9 is known as the Shema (pro-
nounced “Shem- ar”) and is worthy of our examination. 
These instructions for the family were given to Moses to 
be passed on.  It is considered by devout Jews as the most 
critical and significant portion of the book of Deuteron-
omy. Jewish children are taught this as a prayer. Devout 

Jews recite it three times a day. Each Friday evening as 
the Sabbath begins, in Jewish homes around the world, 
the father, and sometimes the mother, lay hands on the 
children’s heads and pray for them.

Deuteronomy 6: 4 – 9  NIV
Verse 4  

“Hear O Israel: The Lord our God is one”
‘You shall have no other gods before me’ states the First 

Commandment. The land into which the Jews were going 
was a land with a multitude of gods. Sadly this is the same 
as the society our children find themselves in today. We 
have the answers to help them make right decisions.

Verse 5

“Love the Lord your God with all your 
heart and with all your soul and with all 
your strength”.

An expert in the law tested Jesus with a question.  
“Teacher, which is the greatest commandment in the Law?”  
Jesus quoted this Scripture in Matthew 22:37.   “Love the 
Lord your God with all your heart with all your soul and 
with all your mind (might).”  Jesus then went on to say 
in verses 38-40 “This is the first and greatest command-
ment. And the second is like it:  ‘Love your neighbour as 
yourself.’ All the Law and the Prophets hang on these two 
commandments.”  

Our children are in desperate need of godly role models. 
This is a great opportunity for parents, teachers, uncles 
and aunties to be those role models who demonstrate that 
they love the Lord with all their heart, all their soul and 
all their mind. 

THOUGHT:
If I expect my children to pray, then they need to see me 

praying.
If I expect my children to love the Word of God they 

need to see that in me.
If I expect my children to love the Lord their God with 

all their heart, with all their soul and with all their mind, 
guess where they will be looking? 

    
Verse 6

“These commandments that I give you 
today are to be upon your hearts”.

It would not be hard to believe that this verse is referring 
to the commandment above (verse 5) and the “Ten Com-
mandments” given earlier in chapter five.  The Lord tells 

TheFuture
of Marriage 

[from pg15]
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us these words are to be in our hearts.  These are not just 
for head knowledge but are to be an outward demonstra-
tion and expression of our inner beliefs and convictions.

Verse 7

“Impress them on your children.  Talk 
about them when you sit at home and 
when you walk along the road, when you 
lie down and when you get up”.

The word used to “impress” means to engrave. Not mere-
ly talking but living it out, which is much harder.  We do 
this to impart our faith as opposed to imposing our faith 
on our children.  If as parents we use the “do what I say 
and not what I do” line, it will not work in the long term.

  
Who to impress  Our children
What to impress The Word of God 
Where to impress Walking, lying down, getting up,  
   and sitting down or use every  
   appropriate and suitable  
   opportunity.             
When to impress All the time. 
 

This is a “lifestyle” that should be evident in our every-
day life.

  
Verse 8 

“Tie them as symbols on your hands and 
bind them on your foreheads”.

It is always a joy when you see young people wearing the 
WWJD (What Would Jesus Do?) bracelets or something 
similar, and shirts that have a Christian message. Not only 
are these reminders important for our children who are 
feeling comfortable with a faith that is their own, but we 
also need to be reminded of the word of God. Hopefully as 
they wear these obviously Christian items, they will also 
become competent in articulating their beliefs.

Verse 9

“Write them on the door frames of your 
houses and on your gates”.

It is possible to have various reminders, such as Scrip-
tures around the house and other Christian symbols, such 
as the Nativity scene during the Christmas season.  We 
should endeavour to give our children books, games and 
items that will strengthen their faith and not cause them 
to stumble. These practices should begin when the child 
is very young.

 
CHALLENGE: 
To take God’s commandments seriously. 
 
What are the consequences of ignoring God’s in-

struction for our families? 

Let us look at what happened to the Jewish nation 
when they ignored God’s instructions.

Judges 2: 8 -11
Verse 8 

“Joshua son of Nun died, the servant of 
the Lord died at the age of one hundred 
and ten”.

The influence of the godly men and women has now 
passed away.

Verse 9

“And they buried him in the land of his 
inheritance, at Timnath Heres in the 
hill country of Ephraim, north of Mount 
Gaash”.

Verse 10

After that whole generation had been 
gathered to their fathers, another genera-
tion grew up, who knew neither the Lord 
nor what He had done for Israel.

After all the wonderful blessings of God, a WHOLE 
generation grew up who not only did not know the Lord, 
but did not know the awesome things God had done for 
Israel! 

Verse 11 

“Then the Israelites did evil in the eyes of 
the Lord, and served the Baal”.

Many of this generation do not know the Lord or the 
incredible things He has done in the development of our 
great nation Australia, or for that matter in Western 
civilisation. 

That generation did not understand or did not know 
how to live in a godly manner.  They pursued a destruc-
tive and flawed lifestyle with dire consequences. Knowl-
edge of a godly heritage was not successfully taught or 
adopted.

Tragically, both of these situations happen too of-
ten in Australia and the Western world today.

What heritage will you offer your children to receive 
and adopt as a lifestyle?

THOUGHT: 
How seriously do we take God’s instructions about 

teaching our children?

Suggested reading 
“Transforming Children into Spiritual Champions”  

 George Barna   
“The Culture-Wise Family”      

 Ted Baehr and Pat Boone 
“One Generation from Extinction”    

 Mark Griffiths
“Let the Children”     

 Elizabeth Kotlowski

Graham McDonald is the Executive Officer for the DI-
DUNO Network. Articles about Australia’s Chris-
tian heritage can be found at: https://diduno.info/

book rEviEwS

Having ‘the
talk’ today

Birds and 
the Bees by 
the Book
Written by 
Patricia Weerakoon
Illustrated by
Lisa Flanagan

“Where did I come from?” It’s the question that makes 
parents and carers to squirm, but these days it seems so 
much more complicated. Questions that children may or 
may not be asking out loud still need clear answers. Is it 
ok to look like me? Why do two men want to marry each 
other? Am I really a girl? Why do those pictures make me 
feel so good? How do we teach our children to think bib-
lically about sex and sexuality in our current world? And 
how do we do it without needing an industrial plunger to 
remove our foot from our mouth? 

Patricia Weerakoon’s picture book set Birds and Bees by 
the Book, illustrated by Lisa Flanagan is a great tool for 
introducing these and other issues around sex. Consisting 
of six books, the set looks at different kinds of families, the 
body, the brain, gender, sex and pornography in an age-
appropriate, biblical, and straightforward way.

Each book is underpinned with a relevant truth from 
the Bible. They look at how the first family was made, 
that God wonderfully made our bodies and 
brains, and sex as a part of a marriage relation-
ship. This focus teaches 
children to approach 
sexuality as a positive 
thing created by God.

The books explore the 
good aspects, and the potential 
pitfalls of each topic. From recog-
nising that many families differ from 
nuclear families, to avoiding images that 
are unhealthy for your brain, to valuing bod-
ies that don’t conform to media images, to 
rejecting inappropriate touch, these books 
are filled with good safeguards that are 
relevant for today. 

It sensitively broaches current issues 
around sexuality. In previous generations, 
people didn’t talk about transgender or 

homosexuality, especially not to children, and there was 
little chance of viewing pornography. Today, this is not so. 
Birds and Bees by the Book appropriately defines what 
these are, but importantly also what they are not. Gender 
is not about stereotypical behaviours, and the friendship 
love you feel doesn’t define your sexual orientation. Thus, 
confusion around what to think and how to behave in 
light of todays issues is minimised.

Godly attitudes and behaviours are encouraged, espe-
cially that of loving different kinds of people. There is a 
strong warning not to bully, and to report any bullying 
of anyone. Instead, children are encouraged to be kind 
to boys who look or behave like girls and vice versa, or to 
people with different sexual orientations. Just as Jesus 
loved all kinds of people, the books encourage children to 
follow his example.

Children everywhere can benefit from this excellent 
resource. The style of the writing is concise and factual and 
concepts are introduced simply and clearly. The pictures 
show children and families from a range of ethnic back-
grounds in action and having fun. Rather than being clini-
cal, the pictures support the writing in the style of picture 

story books. These books are invaluable for seven 
to ten-year olds, as a fantastic starting point for 

that awkward conversation parents dread.
Parents and carers need no longer fear 

talking about the birds and the bees. 
Even though the topic has become 
more complicated in recent years, 
we can springboard from the Birds 
and Bees by the Book set and begin 
the conversation with our children. 

We can flesh 
out the issues 
with our own 

anecdotes and 
examples, and be 

a clear light that helps 
children navigate through 

our hyper-sexualised culture. So, 
there are no more excuses to put 
off having ‘the talk,’ Birds and Bees 
by the Book equips you to have the 
talk today. 

Lisa Yew is married to Manfred 
Yew, the Assistant Pastor at Belrose 
Uniting Church, NSW and mother 
of four young daughters.Patricia Weerakoon
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thE bENtlEy rEPort

I think one of the issues with the 
recent revision of marriage is 
that many people find it hard 
to understand how words have 
changed and change so quickly.
Words are increasingly fluid today 
- much like gender is regarded in 
certain circles.

Love is Love?
For example take the University of Sydney advertising 
campaign in 2017 linked in to the marriage debate: 
“Unlearn Love”.

The meaning could be taken several ways, but I am 
sure that the university was not saying that the love 
of two men is not love. I believe they were saying that 
married love is not what you always thought it was, 
and that now the idea is to challenge the status quo 
and develop new ideas and ways of expression.

I always find it helpful in this new era of re-defining 
words to ask people when they say anyone can be mar-
ried to ask them what marriage is and gently probe 
their response. 

The same with the word ‘love’. Love can be love, and 
it may even be ‘in the air’, but perhaps those of us in the 
church could help the wider society learn more about 
the types of love mentioned in the bible?

Marriage and Gender
Among dozens of signs and slogans in Newtown, this 
was the clearest in its revisionist context. The move 
away from the understanding of marriage as a natural 
biological union from which children are produced and 
nurtured moves marriage to a context of romantic love 
and individual fulfilment where being male or female 
does not matter. Sameness is promoted rather than 
complementarity. 

Peter
Bentley
ACC National Director

Signs of
the Times

Ridicule of belief
I am wondering if understanding of, or even basic 
awareness of the deepness of belief for people of faith 
could become increasingly rare? 

On the day of the marriage survey announcement a 
mural was proudly unveiled on the back of the Botany 
View Hotel in Newtown, Sydney. The designer Scott 
Marsh chose to celebrate the day by denigrating two 
prominent Catholic figures as well as the Catholic faith. 
Tony Abbot was illustrated wearing a bridal dress and 
tiara along with an allusion to performing a sexual act 
with the straw in the bottle of wine, as well as being 

depicted placing his hand down the pants of a buffed up 
Cardinal George Pell as a lifeguard wearing a rainbow 
swimsuit. Needless to say this caused considerable reac-
tion - within 24 hours the mural had been splashed with 
white paint and then later painted over with black paint, 
with some wording left (The Happy Ending). In the days 
following people added to the black canvas with a wide 
range of insults and swearwords. One intriguing aspect 

from some of my discussions around the area was that 
while people were very upset at the ‘vandalism’ of the 
mural, some could not understand that the mural had 
been offensive in the first place. 

Marriage and Religion
I am aware from photos or comments sent to the ACC 
office that at least 12 Uniting Churches (half in Victo-
ria) campaigned in a public way for the Yes side in the 
Marriage Plebiscite. Paddington UC had two prominent 
signs displayed. As I mentioned in my last column, read-
ing some of the social media criticism of ACC simply 
sending a pastoral letter to its members, I wondered 
why these same UC members were oddly silent on the 
public promotion by some churches advocating the Yes 
side. Clearly these critics have plenty of time to spend on 
social media making barbed comments, but little time 
to explore the dictionary definition of the word ‘irony’.
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Who we are
Within the Uniting Church context of a very broad 

range of theology and practice, the Assembly of 
Confessing Congregations is a nationwide body of 
congregations and individuals whose vision is confessing 
the Lord Jesus Christ, proclaiming the truth, renewing 
the church.
Our goals include
l  Encouraging the confession of Christ according to the 
faith of the one, holy, catholic and apostolic church, as 
that faith is described in the UCA’s Basis of Union.
l Providing resources, seminars and conferences to 
build up believers, develop their gifts, and equip them for 
life, mission and works of service.
l Encouraging Christian believers in earnest prayer 
through our Prayer Network.
l Encouraging younger members of the Uniting Church 
in their faith and participation.
l Communicating about current events and issues 
through our website, our national magazine ACCatalyst 
and local newsletters.

The objectives of the ACC
The objects of the Assembly of Confessing 

Congregations are:
a) To confess Christ according to the catholic, reformed 
and evangelical heritage in the Basis of Union, by: 

i) upholding the Scriptures’ prophetic and apostolic 
testimony to Christ as the final authority for the Uniting 
Church’s faith and life;

ii) calling the Uniting Church to determine matters 

thiS iS thE acc from bElla

A Word for Today
rEflEctioN

shown again and again that human strength is weak 
before him.

 We - his children - are to simply trust (have faith in) 
him. We must trust that the Father always knows best and 
has our best in mind. We must trust that Jesus alone has 
brought all of our salvation. And we must trust and submit 
to the leading of the Spirit. This life of faith is simply and 
completely the life God’s children are called to.

 “And without faith it is impossible to please God, 
because anyone who comes to him must believe that he 
exists and that he rewards those who earnestly seek him.” 
(Hebrews 11:6).

“Woe to the obstinate children,”declares the LORD, “to those 
who carry out plans that are not mine, forming an alliance, 
but not by my Spirit, heaping sin upon sin (Isaiah 30:1).

Israel, God’s children, had become worried that they 
would be conquered by another nation, so they made 
an alliance with Egypt. Egypt had a strong military 

so Israel thought that alliance would make them safe.
But this was not God’s plan for them and not the way his 

Spirit was leading them. God was leading them to simply 
trust in him. He was their Saviour, Provider and Protec-
tor. Israel put their trust in a human army, and God had 

Devotionals are provided by Rev. Derek Schiller (Minister of the Word at St George Uniting Church, 
Qld), and are available via an APP for iPhone or Android. Each day a new devotion is provided. 
You can download the APP from the St George or ACC Website.

of doctrine and ethics according to the teaching of the 
Scriptures and the faith as understood by the one, holy, 
catholic, and apostolic Church;

iii) calling the councils and congregations of the Uniting 
Church to uphold the Basis of Union and Constitution: 

iv) providing biblically-grounded leadership in 
partnership with other confessing movements;

v) developing ecumenical partnerships for the more 
effective proclamation of the Gospel in our pluralist 
nation; and 

vi) establishing national, state and territory bodies 
to implement the Charter as approved by the inaugural 
meeting of the Association, and seeking the renewal of  
the Uniting Church.
b) To undertake such religious, educational or other 
charitable activities which are incidental to the above 
objectives.

How to join us
Membership rates for supporting members: 

    Concession (single or couple): 
      $20.00 pa. (financial year basis) 
    Full (single or couples): 
      $40.00 p.a  (see website)

   Contact (02) 9550 5358. 

   Email: accoffice@confessingcongregations.com 

   Post: PO Box 968 Newtown NSW 2042

Save the date:
ACC National Conference
Add these dates to your diary now and plan now to join other 
ACC members as together we encourage one another to 
maintain the faith today.

Theme: Living and working within the faith
and unity of the one holy catholic and    
apostolic church.  
 
Assembly of Confessing Congregations
within the Uniting Church in Australia

2018 ACC National Conference
 and Annual General Meeting

(1.30 pm) Monday 17 September –
(12.30 pm) Wednesday 19 September

Venue: Wesley Church | Wesley Mission | Pitt Street, Sydney

Bella 
Easterbrook
ACC Member / Southern Sydney

When we first got married, Daniel and I agreed 
we’d like to have kids one day. Still, we wanted to 
have a little time first, so we could learn how to 

live as husband and wife. As wonderful as that time was, 
it wasn’t forever. Since getting married, I’ve gradually 
felt the pull towards motherhood more and more. I know 
that women have kids well into their 30s, and even their 
40s, but I also know the likelihood starts to drop. I don’t 
have that much time to play around with. For my hus-
band, things are different. Usually Daniel being five years 
younger than me doesn’t matter at all. But this has always 
been the one issue that makes it glaringly apparent. My 
ticking biological clock and his not-quite-ready clashed 
many times, before we gradually decided that we’d start 
trying next year. As soon as 2018 rolled around, we’d start 
the big journey that hopefully would see us as parents.

In early September, it seemed like every day someone I 
knew was announcing a birth or pregnancy. Admittedly, 
one of those people was the Duchess of Cambridge, but I 
love the royal family so that still counts. Every time I got 
on Facebook – babies, babies, and babies. Daniel and I 
wondered if this was a sign that we should also have a baby 
sooner than we’d planned. I remember us both sitting on 
our bed agreeing on a joyful, exciting but terrifying deci-
sion. We were no longer going to wait until next year. 

 Just because we’d made the decision, that didn’t mean 
we were completely decided. Were we really ready? 

Would we have enough money? Would we cope with eve-
rything changing? But, as we were lying in bed one morn-
ing, Daniel told me that he’d heard God speak to him. 
This does not happen often for us, so I listened intently 
to the message. Daniel had been lying awake worrying 
about the realities of our decision. But in amongst all the 
worries, he heard a thought, calm and clear, that said: 
You should do this. We took this as 
God’s confirmation that we were 
doing the right thing. That’s 
what we look back to when 
we start panicking about this 
huge decision. God’s going to 
provide for us. 

Psalm 127 says that children 
are a blessing not a burden, a 
heritage and reward from the 
Lord.  He’s with us in this 
journey, every moment 
along the way. It’s scary 
but it’s also very excit-
ing. It seems now 
that we’ve made this 
decision there’s no 
going back. I see my-
self as a mother now 
and I’m just prepar-
ing for our babies to 
arrive.
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and living a good life, but there is also 
an irony to the title as the characters 
question whether it can ever be really 
a sweet experience for any of them. 

I want to quote a section of my 
review of Samson and Delilah as it is 
evident that Sweet Country has central 
Christian content as well.

“It would appear from this film that 
Warwick Thornton is also considering 
how the contemporary Aboriginal ex-
perience cannot be understood with-
out reference to Christianity. The cross 
is a central symbol, from the simple 
cross in the tin shed chapel in the Abo-
riginal community to which Delilah 
takes her Nana to worship in silence, 
to the placing of a cross in the fam-
ily home at the end of the film, where 
Delilah reclaims her place in her 
country. While no answers are given, 
the elements of Christian symbolism 
and consideration of Aboriginal art 
and dreaming must be related to the 
influential experience that Warwick 
Thornton had at Salvado College at 
the Catholic Monastery in New Norcia 
(in WA). His mother sent him there as 
a 13 year old, seemingly to have him 
straightened out, and he learnt to ap-
preciate the regulated and yet simple 
lifestyle.”

The Christian faith is quite central 
again, with Sam Neil’s character Fred 
Smith a gentle Christian man who 
sees the Aboriginal workers on his 
farm differently from his neighbours. 
“We’re all equal here. We’re all equal 
in the eyes of the Lord.” There is a 
moving scene as they all join hands to 
give thanks for their food. In another 
scene, as part of the posse to track 
Sam (to make sure he comes back 

Film

Sweet Country
(2017)  MA
Starring: 
Bryan Brown, Matt Day, 
Written by: 
Steven McGregor, 
David Tranter

I reviewed Warwick Thornton’s first 
film Samson and Delilah in June 
2009. Sweet Country is his second 

film as Director and was released in 
January this year. Warwick is an in-
digenous man from Alice Springs.

Sweet Country is a rough film 
(particularly in the language aimed at 
Aboriginal people), though it is also a 
film of surprising beauty. Among the 
violence and also vile treatment of the 
Aboriginal people, there are scenes 
deliberately and slowly arranged that 
are reminiscent of Albert Namatjira 
paintings - the natural beauty of the 
country is breathtaking.  Warwick 
Thornton has also used ideas from 
the traditional western to convey this 
beauty and the story. John Ford films 
set in Monument Valley come to mind 
in this Australian western. 

The story is set in 1929 and follows 
the shooting of Harry March, a white 
settler by an Aboriginal farmhand 
Sam (played by Hamilton Morris), 
who then goes on the run with his 
wife Lizzie (Natassia Gorey-Furber). 
A small posse is formed to bring Sam 
back for a trial, but Sam eventually 
gives himself up to help his pregnant 
wife and the trial ensues. 

The ‘sweet country’ that Bryan 
Brown’s character Sergeant Fletcher 
talks about, is the sweet land that he 
believes is just right for raising cattle 

alive), one of the men bemoans that 
they don’t even sing around the camp-
fire. Fred then starts singing ‘Jesus 
loves me this I know for the bible tells 
me so’, much to the amusement of the 
other men. 

The town itself has no church, but 
that will change as one of the future 
images shows that what is raised up 
is not what the viewer is led to expect, 
but a church.

The clearest religious context is near 
the end, and while I do not want to 
give too much away, it is the position-
ing of the rainbow while hope is ques-
tioned that provides the answer. There 
will always be love and hope if people 
truly follow God. 

The second part of the film concerns 
the trial. Matt Day is Judge Taylor and 
in this town, the courtroom is the trav-
elling cinema. The travelling cinema 
man had been screening The Story of 
the Kelly Gang (1906), a choice that is 
not incidental to the director’s theme. 
It was intriguing though to see people 
in the same deck chairs, but now as the 
courtroom ‘audience’, perhaps a nod to 
contemporary reality TV shows?

There is undeniably a focus and 
comment on the rule of law (from our 
British heritage) during the trial, and 
I leave it to the viewer to ponder this 
aspect.  

Thornton closes out his second film 
with a song, this time a Johnny Cash 
version of Peace in the Valley; yes an 
irony, though it links well with the 
final scene that raises the continuing 
question about the relationship of the 
people of the land with the contempo-
rary time they are in.
Peter Bentley

The 
Sweetest 
Country?

Im
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