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Over-arching Comments 

1. We must hold a conversation outside our 4 walls as well so as to broaden our understanding 

of God’s creation.  The Church isn’t a goldfish bowl!  

2. Given that the legal definition of marriage has fundamentally changed, the church surely has 

to revisit its own definition of marriage in the light of this, even if the conclusion it comes to 

is that it is right to retain the definition it currently has which would stand against the legal 

definition.  To just ignore the legal change and not discuss how it impacts on the church is 

just storing up issues for the future as we won’t know how to tackle the practical questions 

which arise from the changes in legislation, and we can’t ignore them forever.  

3. Be aware of the dangers and long term implications of opening up the question of the 

definition of marriage : the flood gates will be opened.  We have to follow God’s word and 

the Christian life in preference to following today’s society.  The issue of the definition of 

marriage will probably lead to a split in the church and people leaving the Methodist Church.  

4. “Marriage as it is written above might be the wrong word.  It’s what God says a relationship 

means.  Gen 2 24-25 and Gen 4 1-2.  It is certainly one man and one woman – Gen 2 20-23.  

Therefore our group did not feel the Methodist understanding of Christian marriage should 

be revisited.  

5. Whilst we would wish to (love? Lead?) pastorally people from an inadequate ( biblically and 

Methodist) and see those possibilities for them – we should never allow scripture – ie God’s 

original intention and confirmed throughout scripture to be changed on account of 

someone’s success in maintaining a relationship outside of God’s intention.  

6. YES  

7. Answer to big question  - the group were divide  No &  Yes  

8. Conference needs to revisit ‘marriage’ as society has changed enormously over the last 25 

years.   

9. The Church Council of x  Methodist Church would want to approve the Methodist definition 

of marriage as it stands at present. 

10. The stewards met in  x tonight and they have unanimously voted to keep the Methodist 

definition of marriage as it presently is written. 

11. Members and adherents (20) at a Church meeting voted in favour of the status quo ( that 

the existing Methodist definition of marriage as directed by conference should remain) 

 

Individual responses  

 

 

1. Having heard the presentation at x & y and giving much thought and prayer to this matter 

I would like to state that I have found no reason, substantiated by Scripture, to alter the 

current definition of marriage as it is stated by the Methodist Conference.  
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2. I think the Methodist Church should consider re-defining its understanding of marriage.  

We no longer think of marriage solely in terms of procreation – same sex couples can 

bring up children in a happy, secure environment.  We are talking about people not a 

group “them”!   

 

3. "Having reviewed and discussed in a short consultation the current definition of Marriage 
used by and in the Methodist Church, I find it to be incomplete, simplistic and misleading 
as to its application in the 21st Century context, and therefore not fit for purpose. I would 
therefore support the view that the Methodist Church should revisit and review its 
corporate definition and attitude to, and guidance on all pertinent aspects of marriage, 
and will support whatever outcome emerges". 

 

4. Living together before marriage: I have just been to a wedding of friends that I have 

known for 40 years. They have lived together for 33 years. They took a decision that they 

wished to formalise their union before illness or death parted them. Years ago she told me 

she did not believe in God. But I learned they have been going to church and clearly, 

making their promises to each other in the presence of God was hugely important to 

them. Family and friends gathered to celebrate a union that has survived good and bad 

times for so many years. It was a wonderful wedding! 

33 years is not the norm but living together is. 40 years ago my GP (a lovely man who 

seemed wise and compassionate) took me by surprise by telling me to experiment 

before settling into marriage. He thought it better to know one's prospective life 

partner well before making what should be a lifelong commitment. 

For many living together is not a casual thing but a step along a road to further 

commitment. I still shudder when children of a union are running around at a wedding 

but that in itself does not indicate the sincerity of the relationship as they come to 

holy matrimony. My goddaughter had a son before she and her husband got married. 

His ex wife had gone to Australia and "disappeared". It took several years to track her 

down to secure a divorce. In the meantime the couple started a family and when able 

had a wonderful wedding, and 15 years later are happy together with a 2nd child.  

Many enter marriage without Christian faith, but for committed Christians, the 

decisions they make are informed by their conscience and relationship with God, and 

the church needs to accept that. I had the privilege of working at MCH for 2 years 

2002 -4. I was asked to sign a document sent with the contract of employment in 

which I would agree to comply with the Derby Convention. I declined to sign. I still got 

the job. I just did not think it was appropriate for the church to dictate how I  lived my 

life and make employment conditional in that way!  

We readily forget that marriage for centuries was often based on contracts /business 

arrangements and female fidelity was important for inheritance reasons.  
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Divorce: I am told it is often a miserable process that brings with it a sense of failure. If 

we preach a gospel with forgiveness and the possibility of new starts at its heart then 

surely supporting people who are brave enough to try again is something Christians 

should offer.  

Same Sex Marriage: Gender assignation is not one thing or another. Sexuality is a 

spectrum and God created that spectrum. The Bible has many statements we ignore 

as not relevant to our age. We get rather stuck on sexuality! I am in no doubt that 

same sex couples who come to marriage in love and good conscience should be 

supported in the same way as mixed gender couples. The best relationships are made 

up of 3: 2 humans and God. Maybe the role of the church is to explore this more with 

couples who ask the church to help them move into marriage.  

 

5. Yes, the Methodist understanding of Christian marriage should be revisited. The church 

should be encouraging loving, faithful, permanent relationships. The traditional teaching 

of the church on homosexuality leads gay people into lives of loneliness and secrecy and 

this may encourage promiscuity. The church should be demonstrating the love of Christ by 

including gay Christians, rather than treating them differently. 

 

6. 'No problem - key is mutually respectful supportive committed relationship' 

'"Ideal" - Civil Ceremony (State) then Religious Ceremony (Church or whatever equivalent)' 

'We accept people with all their differences, we are all equal in God's sight' 

'Should the word 'marriage' be used however?  Some folk have problems with the word' 

'Everyone should be welcomed, especially families with small children.  What does it say 

about the church if they are turned away?  God is Love!' 

 

7. At (x) there was a similar response (to point 6)  - including an interesting comment from a 

'legal' point of view to the effect that the 'crime' of adultery [crime inasmuch as it is 

grounds for divorce] requires there to be male/female and from that came the correlation 

that marriage can therefore only be between a man and a woman. 

 

8. I think it is fair to say that the majority view was that the church should continue to 

discuss this and if that means 'revisiting' the understanding of marriage - then yes this 

should be included in the discussion. 

 

9. The question being asked is whether the the definition of marriage should be re-

considered.  While I recognise that society has moved on and that there is a discussion to 

be had, I don't think that the definition of marriage should be reconsidered from the 

aspect of how such a discussion will be viewed by non-Methodists or more specifically 

non-Christians. 

If we look at the experience of other denominations, I would suggest that the Methodist 
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church will be embarking on a journey of something between 3 and 10 years to resolve 

the question.  During that time, the media stories about Methodism will revolve around 

discussions over same-sex relationships which encourages the view that churches are only 

occupied with a narrow range of moral issues and nothing else.  Discussions of climate 

change and tax justice, which I would argue are more likely to be what is exercising God's 

attention, will take second or no place in the media presentation. 

Second, at the end of the discussions, there are really only two positions to be taken  - 

maintenance of the status quo against same sex relationships or endorsement of them. 

If the decision is to maintain the status quo, then the church will be seen as out of step 

with the times.  This in some senses is the most credible position to take as Methodists 

would then be demonstrating the Christianity has a unique position/message to bring on 

the issue.  It would be to the detriment of LGBTI (Q2S if you want to add in some North 

American initials) people and some would leave the denomination. 

If the decision is to endorse same sex relationships, then the church is in the position of 

following the cultural norm.  In that sense it is an admission that the church has lost its 

prophetic voice - the law on same-sex marriage has already changed.  As such, the only 

credible way for the church to make such a decision would be to also issue an apology for 

failing in its prophetic duty.  Some conservatives would probably leave the denomination. 

In either case, after a period of debate that clouds other initiatives, the denomination 

loses membership and doesn't have a good message to tell.  I see the foray as a lose-lose 

situation which is why I don't think the church should embark on it. I think that there are 

other issues to focus on, not least local mission to bolster church membership. 

 I do recognise in saying this that there will be individuals who are saying; if not now, then 

when? I don't have a good answer for that.  And I do recognise that there is a dilema for 

clergy who may be asked to perform a legal marriage ceremony (for a same-sex couple) 

and not be able to do that with the endorsement of the denomination. 

I hope that expresses the position - I recognise the reason for the discussion, but cannot 

see an upside to engaging in it and so think it should be deferred to pursue other areas 

where God is working. 

 

10. The Methodist Formula.  The current formula is clearly archaic, though it may be prudent 

to let sleeping dogs lie. On the other hand if it is to be addressed, might I suggest a 

formula that can accommodates as many of the various sides as possible, and that 

individual churches and ministers should be allowed to interpret it as they wish?  

My Formula:   “The Methodist Church believes that marriage is a gift of God and that it is 

God’s intention that a marriage should be a life-long union in body, mind and spirit of the 

participants.”    

 

 

 



This document is a record of conversations held and not of decisions made. It 
in no way reflects the official position of the Methodist Church in Scotland 
and must not be taken or reported as such.  The position of the church will be 
guided by decisions which the Conference of the Methodist Church in Great 
Britain will make in due course. 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 


