
Sermon 23: The objection of homophobia
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INTRODUCTION

A major reason why people will not become Christians and have less and less time for the 
Bible and Christianity is the objection of homophobia.  It will not be long in any conversation
about the bible today that someone will ask you, ‘Do you believe that gay people are going 
to hell?’  The accusation in the question is clear and a wrong answer will immediately shut 
down the conversation.  For many today this is a gatekeeper issue, if you don’t tick the right
box you are not worth continuing the conversation with.  To disagree on this issue 
demonstrates sufficiently to them that anything you have to say is going to be hateful, 
prejudiced, uninformed, etc. 

We live in a day and age where public opinion can change radically in a very short period of 
time.  In a climate of instant reporting, in an age where emotions which are often more 
effective than arguments are conveyed through visual news, at a time when we can 
broadcast an opinion or one side of an argument immediately, in an atmosphere where mob
rage and media barrages have become effective tools to shape public opinion and pressure 
establishments to relent, we are at a real disadvantage.  We hold to a view that has been 
held for thousands of years, we may hold it with love, with winsome speech, and even 
model the proper way things ought to work, and even in the best case scenario we will be 
submerged in the deluge of negative public opinion.  What we want to talk about tonight 
will not be useful to those who uncritically make up their minds based on what is trending.  
What we want to say tonight will not help those who have already decided what we believe 
even though they have never stopped and listened to a careful Christian view on the matter.
For those who believe that Christians are benighted haters who are driven by a wild fear for 
our children to make harsh laws in a political bid to retrieve ‘the good old days’ of 
patriarchal colonnialism, then stop listening, you’ve already made up your minds.  But for 
those who want truth, who don’t want to be swayed by the mindless mob, who want to 
know what we actually believe and not with what our opponents are telling us we believe, 
then what we want to say will be helpful.

There are many things that need to be said in light of such a huge topic but here are a few 
of things that we will say.  We want to draw attention to the way speech and definitions are 
used in a prejudicial way which leaves the biblical view as a misrepresented strawman.  We 
want to distinguish biblical teaching and methods on this issue from the many wrong-
headed and sinful ways some Christians have conducted themselves in this issue.  We want 
to show that love and truth must stand and fall together and that truth telling is form of 
love.  We want to show how all communities are necessarily ‘exclusive’ and ‘intolerant’ 
including the so called LGBTQIA+ community.  And finally we want to stress how Christians 
are promoted to human flourishing and happiness as God has outlined in the Bible showing 
how holiness and happiness are friends not enemies. 

False Definitions        



If you are a Bible believing Christian today and you believe that God makes all people male 
and female, but on account of sin and fall many experience unnatural desires, and seek to 
demonstrate how homosexuality along with all others forms of sin must be repented of and 
need Christ to die for.  This long held belief, believed by billions is no longer a respectable 
intelligent option it is quickly labelled homophobia.  We live in an age where we have 
stopped listening to each other and engaged in the sparring tactic of casting your opponent 
in a certain light in public to win the publicity war.  Discussions have moved from dialogues 
to public posturing to garner support, and the person with the most public support wins 
despite the logic employed or the truth discussed.  It is no longer a case of listening to 
understand and respond in a rational fashion, emotion drives these hot topic issues and 
labels are the currency of this game.  In other words, there is a loss of objective rational 
thought and dialogue, and Christians are now a victim of pigeon holing.  Homophobia is 
favourite slur to place on any who disagree because of their Christianity.  Listen to some 
definitions I found on line. 
 
Definitions of homophobia: ‘Homophobia is the irrational fear or hatred of homosexuality, 
non-heterosexual people, or anything or anybody that deviates from a strictly normative 
heterosexual approach to sexuality and sexual identity.’1  Now homophobia does exist, what 
I mean is, there are those whose response to homosexuality is not driven by gospel love 
and desire to see people restored to God’s design but who simply hate and seek to injure or 
destroy gay people.  Sadly, those who have biblical reasons for disagreeing with 
homosexuality and who see it as unnatural are grouped together with this group.  We who 
have a rational basis for our beliefs are counted as irrational, those who motives are driven 
by an attempt to see human flourishing in God’s ways are accused of being driven by 
reactive fear.  And instead of seeing our efforts to tell the truth as an effort and service of 
love as we risk approval to reach out, we are accused of hate.
As a Christian I am deeply saddened by those terrible Christian examples, like Steven 
Anderson who publicly rants about ‘those filthy faggots’ in the pulpit.  It is not because it 
agree with homosexuality, I don’t.  But the gospel of grace teaches me that I am a sinner, 
that I am no better than anyone else, and that there must be a certain humility in the way I 
speak to and about those who are in sin.  I am not better than anyone else that I can be 
disdainful.  A true understanding of our common sinfulness and how we are all enemies of 
God and need His grace to save us should feed into a compassionate engagement with 
those who are in sin as we were.   
  ‘Homophobia is the irrational fear of homosexuality that leads to gay people being denied 
their basic rights guaranteed by the U.S. Constitution and expressed in the Declaration of 
Independence.’2  There are those who seek to dehumanise those who are homosexuals and 
deny them even basic legal rights.  But in the public sphere the rhetoric has gone so far that
it now becomes impossible to hold a view that is against homosexuality for biblical reasons 
without being charged as being against human rights.  This definition also presupposes that 
gay rights were intended in the Declaration of Independence.

Truth in love 

As Christians we want to insist that we desire to love all people on the basis of the fact that 
they are made in the image of God.  This means that we give respect to all, even though we
strongly disagree with their views and practices.  We view Christ’s engagement with the 
woman at the well in John 4 as a model for compassionate truth telling.  Our disagreements

1 https://rationalwiki.org/wiki/Homophobia, accessed 28/6/2019.

2 Ibid.

https://rationalwiki.org/wiki/Homophobia


with homosexual marriage and other legal entitlements are not driven by hatred but by a 
commitment to God’s truth.  We know there are some who are driven by prejudice, but as 
believers we seek to show gospel driven compassion for all because God loved us when we 
were undeserving sinners.  

A quick reflection of Jesus and the woman at the well.  Samaria and Samaritans were 
unclean and hated by the Jews.  They were cursed daily in synagogue prayers and treated 
as second rate citizens.  The compassion of Christ is seen in many aspects of this story.  
Firstly, Jesus does not avoid the place that sinners live.  The Jews would ordinarily take a 
long route around Samaria in order to avoid it; Jesus does not avoid the country of Samaria.
Secondly, Jesus reached out to the sinner.  The woman came to the well at midday; this is 
significant because ordinarily you would get water in the cool of the day.  You would only 
come when it was hottest if you wanted to avoid meeting any other women at the well.  
This woman was a lifestyle sinner, she had been with five men, and was cohabiting with a 
sixth.  She was a broken woman who had a life of abuse and pain, she was empty and 
needy.  Jesus knew all this; it is revealed in v17-18 that He had intimate knowledge of her 
situation.  Jesus would have been dressed as a Jew and He was a man, for this reason the 
woman is silent and Jesus begins the conversation with a politically incorrect request, v7-9, 
‘A woman from Samaria came to draw water. Jesus said to her, "Give me a drink." 8 (For his
disciples had gone away into the city to buy food.) 9 The Samaritan woman said to him, 
"How is it that you, a Jew, ask for a drink from me, a woman of Samaria?" (For Jews have 
no dealings with Samaritans.)’  V10 is a startling verse, perhaps the most startling in this 
whole passage in its relevance to engaging with homosexuals, ‘Jesus answered her, "If you 
knew the gift of God, and who it is that is saying to you, 'Give me a drink,' you would have 
asked him, and he would have given you living water."’  At this point she is not seeing 
clearly but we can.  And what we need to see is not only the offer of eternal life, but the 
Holy King before whom angels fall and cover their eyes offering to serve a sinner.  Can you 
see His willingness to serve sinners, we can see it clearly in His willingness to become flesh 
and serve unto death, and we see it here as He offers to serve this social outcast.  This sets 
the tone for our engagement.  

Not only that Christ also spoke the truth to this woman.  Now she tries to avoid the 
conversation as many would do today, and tries to shut it down.  She does this by 
highlighting the fact that Jesus is Jewish and male highlighting the subtext of racism and 
sexism that divides them.  But Jesus does not take offence but speaks of the gift of God, a 
free gift for all, v10.  She has some initial misunderstandings taking the offer of a drink 
literally and spiritually, v11.  She resorts to criticism implying that what she has is better 
than what He can offer.  These interactions reflect what we could expect to see today when 
people think on a purely physical plain emphasizing the Bible was written by men or only 
stressing the humanity and not the deity of Christ.  And the false view that what they have 
is sufficient for them and don’t need what is being offered.  Even feigning insult at the offer.
Christ knows of her deep need.  He knows of her emptiness.  And He offers the greatest gift
on offer, v13-14 the transformation of a house of sin and emptiness into a temple where the
Holy Spirit dwells.  A life of fullness of joy not the empty and hollow pleasures that enslave 
and to which she has repeatedly fallen prey and is now a slave with no escape.  He offers 
eternal life.  

Jesus brings the conversation to a head by drawing attention to her sin that she might see 
what need He is in fact talking about, v16-18, ‘Jesus said to her, "Go, call your husband, and
come here." 17 The woman answered him, "I have no husband." Jesus said to her, "You are
right in saying, 'I have no husband'; 18 for you have had five husbands, and the one you 
now have is not your husband. What you have said is true."’  Christ has been very 



compassionate and as He did with the rich young ruler His love leads Him to point out the 
sin in this woman’s life.  Jesus tells her to go get her husband, but she gives a half-truth 
answer that she has no husband.  Jesus then presses her prophetically revealing her true 
track record and marital status laying her whole life of moral failure bare.  We know that 
Christ is not being lurid, nor is He being vindictive or triumphant.  Christ is being merciful 
and bringing her to see her true need of eternal life because her sin alienates her from God.
He is not rubbing her nose in her sin trying to wring out the shame which controls her to 
isolate herself from ‘good’ people.  He is applying the truth of her condition faithfully and 
calling a spade a spade.  In being compassionate He does not withhold the truth about her 
sin to spare her feelings.  

She deflects from her sin with a theological argument about worship, v19-20, ‘The woman 
said to him, "Sir, I perceive that you are a prophet. 20 Our fathers worshiped on this 
mountain, but you say that in Jerusalem is the place where people ought to worship."’  She 
tries to withdraw from the exposure into the bunker of the racial divide.  In evangelising 
homosexuals you might encounter theological objections on their lips.  Today there are 
many books written to try and argue theology that homosexuality is part of God’s design, 
that is must be fine because God is love, or the OT is no longer the law by which we live.  
They may try to drag up the Liberal versus Evangelical interpretations to cloud the issue and
argue for legitimacy.  Jesus puts the matter straight about worship, v21-24.  He tells the 
woman outright that she is wrong, that her interpretation of Scripture is wrong, and that the
Jews have it right.  He also points her forward to the profound NT reality that His death will 
accomplish where earthly temples will be superseded by God dwelling in people and we all 
worshipping Him by the Spirit.  The discussion ends with Christ revealing His identity and 
this leads to salvation coming to many in the town where Jesus stayed another two days, 
v27-42.

Lie of inclusivity

A common narrative I have come across again and again as I have read the stories of those 
who called themselves Christians and then came out.  They often tell the story of how 
condemned they felt, how unwelcoming their church was, and going to a church that 
preaches gay marriage, or joining the gay community was so inclusive, loving and accepting.
I don’t doubt that some people did have a terrible experience in Christian churches that 
have a ghetto mentality that seek to protect themselves by making out that homosexuality 
is that disgusting sin that God judges ‘them’ not ‘us’ with.  Many churches are legalistic in 
orientation and do not have the grace and humility bred from realising that we are all 
unworthy sinners and damnable before God and in equal need of Christ.  But it is a false 
narrative to say that Christianity is exclusive and the homosexual community inclusive.   

An underlying belief that makes Christian truth claims so offensive is the fact that 
Christianity is perceived as exclusive and intolerant.  We have spoken about this several 
times but here is an observation made by another apologist that all communities, must by 
nature be exclusive, and that even the LGBTQIA+ community is exclusive too.  He writes: 
‘Consider an illustration.  Imagine that one of the board members of the local Gay, Lesbian 
and Transgender Community Centres announces, ‘I’ve had a religious experience and now I 
believe homosexuality is a sin.’  As the weeks go by, he persists in making that assertion.  
Imagine that a board member of the Alliance Against Same-Sex announces, ‘I discovered 
that my son is gay and I think he has the right to marry his partner.’  No matter how 
personally gracious and flexible the members of each group are, the day will come when 
each group will have to say, ‘You must step off the board because you don’t share a 
common commitment with us.’  The first of these communities has the reputation for being 



inclusive and the second for being exclusive, but, in practice, both of them operate in almost
the same way.  Each is based on common beliefs that act as boundaries, including some 
and excluding others.  Neither community is being ‘narrow’—they are just being 
communities. 
Any community that did not hold its members accountable for specific beliefs and practices 
would have no corporate identity and would not really be a community at all.  We cannot 
consider a group exclusive simply because it has standards for its members.  Is there no 
way to judge whether a community is open and caring rather than narrow and oppressive?  
Yes, there is.  Here is a far better set of tests: which community has beliefs that lead people
to treat people of other communities with love and respect—to serve them and meet their 
needs?  Which community’s beliefs lead it to demonise and attack those who violate their 
boundaries rather than treating them with kindness, humility and winsomeness?  We should 
criticise Christians when they are condemning and ungracious to unbelievers.  But we should
not criticise churches when they maintain standards for membership in accord with their 
beliefs.  Every community must do the same.’3 

There is much more to be said on this topic, but I hope we have clarified how true and 
biblical Christianity is not homophobic but rather that we seek to emulate Christ who loves 
sinners and yet does not compromise the truth.  True Christianity that is informed by the 
gospel of grace speaks the truth in love as Jesus did with the woman at the well.  We have 
not cleared up how we believe what we believe from the Bible, nor offered a deep 
discussion about why the Bible’s teaching on gender is the way of human flourishing and 
happiness, but hopefully we have made some space for those conversations to take place. 
  

3 Keller, The Reason for God, p39-40.  


