
Reflections on the Nashville Statement

A few weeks ago a number of conservative evangelical leaders came up with the Nashville 
statement.  It is a manifesto intended to summarise the traditional, biblical view on sexual 
identity.  About 150 prominent evangelicals signed it, such names as R. C. Sproul; John 
Macarthur; Al Mohler; Rosaria Butterfield; John Piper; Wayne Grudem; J I Packer, and many
others.  It has created quite a stir and drawn a line in the sand.  There have been many so 
called ‘Christians’ who have responded against it, it has brought the ‘progressives’ out of the
woodwork in condemnation and is forcing Christians to choose between the traditional view,
which is based on a careful understanding of scripture, as it has been understood on these 
issues for 2000 years, and the more culturally accommodating view of today.  The 
statement has been criticised for fixating on one issue when so many other matters related 
to social injustice are not spoken to.  However, this critique says more about the value 
system of the critic than the statement.  Some have tried to knit pick on one or two points 
essentially failing to see the importance of the things affirmed.  

Today I would like us to have a look at it.  It is a gift of clarity and definitions in an age of 
shifting definitions.  It is a good example of biblical faithfulness in an age of capitulation.  It 
is not viewed as being perfect, nor is it being proposed as being adopted as a formal 
document for our church, but it is immensely useful for reflection in an age of confusion.  
The document contains a preamble, and 14 affirmations and denials.  I will try and highlight
the key notes being struck that need to be struck in our day as we seek clarity for our age.  

‘“Know that the LORD Himself is God; It is He who has made us, (and not we ourselves… 
not in the ESV)” (NASB) -Psalm 100:3 

Preamble 

Evangelical Christians at the dawn of the twenty-first century find themselves living in a 
period of historic transition. As Western culture has become increasingly post-Christian, it 
has embarked upon a massive revision of what it means to be a human being. By and large 
the spirit of our age no longer discerns or delights in the beauty of God’s design for human 
life. Many deny that God created human beings for his glory, and that his good purposes for
us include our personal and physical design as male and female. It is common to think that 
human identity as male and female is not part of God’s beautiful plan, but is, rather, an 
expression of an individual’s autonomous preferences. The pathway to full and lasting joy 
through God’s good design for his creatures is thus replaced by the path of shortsighted 
alternatives that, sooner or later, ruin human life and dishonor God. This secular spirit of our
age presents a great challenge to the Christian church. Will the church of the Lord Jesus 
Christ lose her biblical conviction, clarity, and courage, and blend into the spirit of the age? 
Or will she hold fast to the word of life, draw courage from Jesus, and unashamedly 
proclaim his way as the way of life? Will she maintain her clear, counter-cultural witness to a
world that seems bent on ruin? We are persuaded that faithfulness in our generation means 
declaring once again the true story of the world and of our place in it—particularly as male 
and female. Christian Scripture teaches that there is but one God who alone is Creator and 
Lord of all. To him alone, every person owes gladhearted thanksgiving, heart-felt praise, and
total allegiance. This is the path not only of glorifying God, but of knowing ourselves. To 
forget our Creator is to forget who we are, for he made us for himself. And we cannot know
ourselves truly without truly knowing him who made us. We did not make ourselves. We are
not our own. Our true identity, as male and female persons, is given by God. It is not only 
foolish, but hopeless, to try to make ourselves what God did not create us to be. We believe
that God’s design for his creation and his way of salvation serve to bring him the greatest 



glory and bring us the greatest good. God’s good plan provides us with the greatest 
freedom. Jesus said he came that we might have life and have it in overflowing measure. He
is for us and not against us. Therefore, in the hope of serving Christ’s church and witnessing
publicly to the good purposes of God for human sexuality revealed in Christian Scripture, we
offer the following affirmations and denials.’ 

I think we can gladly concur with this preamble that revision based on human autonomy is 
the authority by which people are remodeling humanity.  The necessary remedy to this is 
the bible’s teaching.  God is our Creator, He made us, we are His and His will for our lives by
design and revelation are the authority by which we are to live, and the path of true 
happiness.  This is the clear voice that needs to be articulated by Christians today.  

Mohler suggests that there will be four responses to the Nashville Statement. 
 Firstly, there will be those who see it as in agreement with the Bible and hold it to be true 
and are glad for a clear articulation of biblical truth.  I put myself in this category.  
Secondly, there will be those are in basic agreement but who are reticent about the need or 
the wisdom in such a statement and wish the statement had not been made.  
Thirdly, there will be those who disagree with the statement but they will not be able to 
articulate why and be confused apart from disagreeing.  
Fourthly, there will be those who thoroughly disagree, call it out as wrong either as a 
misinterpretation of scripture, or wrongheaded altogether.  Sadly we find there are 
Christians in positions 2 and 3, those who don’t think such a clarifying statement should be 
made given the political climate, and those who are so indoctrinated by the age that they 
are not even able to articulate a biblical position on sexual identity.  

Article 1 
WE AFFIRM that God has designed marriage to be a covenantal, sexual, procreative, lifelong
union of one man and one woman, as husband and wife, and is meant to signify the 
covenant love between Christ and his bride the church. 
WE DENY that God has designed marriage to be a homosexual, polygamous, or 
polyamorous relationship. We also deny that marriage is a mere human contract rather than
a covenant made before God.

This paragraph is stating the basic facts that God designs marriage, and therefore defines it.
It cannot be remade anyway we see fit.  The basic ingredients are that marriage is a 
covenant; the context for an exclusive sexual relationship; one of its purposes is for 
children; and it is a lifelong union, not to be ended by divorce.  It is the union of one natural
man and one natural woman.  I would have liked this clarification due to sex reassignment 
therapy.  And it is a type of Christ and His church.

Some critics have tried to knitpick over the fact that children are to be a pursuit in marriage 
and are offended that folk such as Albert Mohler has spoken out against deliberate 
childlessness, not those providentially hindered but those who pursue a 21st century 
individualism ignoring God’s purpose for marriage.  But overall this is the standard way of 
defining marriage.  

In the denials we see that homosexual ‘marriages’; polygamous marriages and polyamrous 
relationships (that is more than two people in a love relationship) is not God’s design.  
Personally I would have liked a distinction between those marriages which are real but veer 
away from the Bible’s norm like polygamy which is still a real marriage that the man with 
more than one wife must honour.  But this is quite different to a homosexual ‘marriage’ 
which is marriage by no proper definition.      



Article 2 
WE AFFIRM that God’s revealed will for all people is chastity outside of marriage and fidelity 
within marriage. 
WE DENY that any affections, desires, or commitments ever justify sexual intercourse before
or outside marriage; nor do they justify any form of sexual immorality.

This is an important article because it highlights that there are only two legitimate ways to 
be a sexual being, in chaste singleness or faithful marriage.  Being promiscuous, free love, 
having multiple partners, and other attitudes associated with modern views are shut down.  
In the denials we see that any affections, desires or ‘commitments’ I assume that is what 
would amount to a legal gay marriage today.  None of these justify the use of sex before or 
outside God’s design for marriage.   

Article 3 
WE AFFIRM that God created Adam and Eve, the first human beings, in his own image, 
equal before God as persons, and distinct as male and female. 
WE DENY that the divinely ordained differences between male and female render them 
unequal in dignity or worth. 

Here we have a wonderful affirmation of the historicity of Genesis and Adam and Eve as real
people.  This article focuses us on our humanity as being made in God’s image, and being 
distinctly male or female.  This differences do not mean any inequality in dignity or worth.  

Article 4 
WE AFFIRM that divinely ordained differences between male and female reflect God’s 
original creation design and are meant for human good and human flourishing. 
WE DENY that such differences are a result of the Fall or are a tragedy to be overcome.

These are divinely ordained differences not social constructs or arbitrarily assigned by the 
powers at be to forward an agenda of control.  And it is only in pursuing what we are made 
for that we will experience good and be truly human.  Any attack on our male and female 
identity is then an attack on our humanity itself.  So then those who undergo reassignment 
surgery whether to be made a woman and then a dragon, or into a sexless alien, I kid you 
not, are defying God’s created order.  This differences are not the result of sin but are good 
and were present before the entrance of sin.  Any talk of liberating ourselves from the 
binary of male and female as a hangover of patriarchal power structures used to suppress 
women are in deep error.      

Article 5 
WE AFFIRM that the differences between male and female reproductive structures are 
integral to God’s design for self-conception as male or female. 
WE DENY that physical anomalies or psychological conditions nullify the God-appointed link 
between biological sex and self-conception as male or female.

This is one of the more controversial articles.  In the affirmation we see that our maleness 
or femaleness does not abide in our desires but in the physical structures of our bodies.  In 
other words to be born a boy means you are a boy.  In the denial there is a recognition of 
physical anomalies and psychological conditions that would seem to challenge that point, 
but this is denied.  As Christians we recognise that because of the fall there are many 
defects in our bodies and brains which can cause complications in how we view ourselves.  



But we do not break the rule based on these exceptions.  We strive to recognise the pre-fall 
categories not allow the fall to create new categories based on deviations.   

Article 6 
WE AFFIRM that those born with a physical disorder of sex development are created in the 
image of God and have dignity and worth equal to all other image-bearers. They are 
acknowledged by our Lord Jesus in his words about “eunuchs who were born that way from 
their mother's womb.” With all others they are welcome as faithful followers of Jesus Christ 
and should embrace their biological sex insofar as it may be known. 
WE DENY that ambiguities related to a person’s biological sex render one incapable of living 
a fruitful life in joyful obedience to Christ. 

This article seeks to clarify that our humanity is not compromised by these effects of the fall,
that we are made in the image of God still and have equal dignity and worth.  It is pointed 
out that Christ spoke of this sort of person as someone born as a eunuch, and can have an 
equal place serving the kingdom of God.  The comment about embracing their sexual 
identity based on their physicality as far as it may be known runs contrary to modern views 
that allow people to discover and self-define outside of the binary God has created.  There is
a small percentage of those with these defects who are truly ambiguous but in many cases 
corrective surgical procedures can be performed to conform to their actual sex.  

Article 7 
WE AFFIRM that self-conception as male or female should be defined by God’s holy 
purposes in creation and redemption as revealed in Scripture. 
WE DENY that adopting a homosexual or transgender self-conception is consistent with 
God’s holy purposes in creation and redemption.

This article is a hot potato, it states that a homosexual self-conception, as LGBTQ+X etc is 
wrong.  The only true self-conceptions are male or female based on creation and 
redemption.  In other words there is no such thing as a gay Christian, there is only a male 
Christian struggling with sinful desires or female Christians struggling with sinful desires. 

Article 8 
WE AFFIRM that people who experience sexual attraction for the same sex may live a rich 
and fruitful life pleasing to God through faith in Jesus Christ, as they, like all Christians, walk
in purity of life. 
WE DENY that sexual attraction for the same sex is part of the natural goodness of God’s 
original creation, or that it puts a person outside the hope of the gospel.

This article is a radical departure from narrow traditional views.  In generations gone by it 
was denied that Christians could even struggle with same sex desires.  However, we 
recognise that sin perverts all God’s gifts and the desires we have.  Despite the reality of 
struggling against these desires the believer can still please God as they pursue purity.  The 
denial is also very important, because it states that same sex desires are not natural and 
good, they came after the fall as a result of sin and not before the fall.  The denial also 
stresses that these desires are not the unforgivable sin and put a person beyond the pale of 
the gospel.    

Article 9 
WE AFFIRM that sin distorts sexual desires by directing them away from the marriage 
covenant and toward sexual immorality— a distortion that includes both heterosexual and 
homosexual immorality. 



WE DENY that an enduring pattern of desire for sexual immorality justifies sexually immoral 
behavior.  

 Article once again speaks about the effect of sin and highlights that sin results in both 
heterosexual sin and homosexual sin.  Homosexual sin is only one brand of sin.  In the 
denial is states that prolonged patterns of sin do not create new moral norms.

Article 10 
WE AFFIRM that it is sinful to approve of homosexual immorality or transgenderism and that
such approval constitutes an essential departure from Christian faithfulness and witness. 
WE DENY that the approval of homosexual immorality or transgenderism is a matter of 
moral indifference about which otherwise faithful Christians should agree to disagree.

This article draws a line in the sand because it says that Christians cannot consistently 
approve homosexuality and be a faithful witness.  Some have taken this to mean that you 
cant be saved and think homosexuality might be OK.  This is not what it is saying.  It might 
be possible that a Christian so immature and ignorant and so shaped by worldly Christianity 
may be deceived on this matter.  God knows that heart of each person.  But we can say that
it is not consistent with the bible and not a witness to God’s will to affirm it.  In the denial 
we see that Christians cannot agree to disagree on this matter, it is a major not a minor 
matter. 

Article 11 
WE AFFIRM our duty to speak the truth in love at all times, including when we speak to or 
about one another as male or female. 
WE DENY any obligation to speak in such ways that dishonor God’s design of his 
imagebearers as male and female.

Article 11 deals with engagement with the homosexual affirming culture.  It affirms that we 
are to speak with love, but speak the truth.  It stresses that this must be done when talking 
to or about these matters.  This emotionally charged matter can easily set us off as we 
angry at the insanity of the worldview being affirmed but speaking the truth in love is our 
duty.  In the denials we are seeing a response to the new language that is being forced 
upon schools, the workplace and other spheres of life.  Those with gender issues want to be
seen as a she when he is a he, and expects work colleagues and others to conform to the 
way they see themselves.  Among the various people that signed there are differences of 
opinion on whether when speaking to someone who has identified for twenty years as a 
woman whether you should insist on referring to them in the masculine.  Some have said 
that with loving explanations you can show your disagreement and that it would be a 
violation of your faith to conform.  Others have suggested that sticking to their names and 
avoiding other masculine or feminine pronouns is a safe approach, others have opted to 
allow for the pronouns without any sense of agreement or capitulation.  I tend towards the 
first option of speaking up as a Christian and lovingly disagreeing and standing y ground on 
this matter.  The denial is stating that Christians must conform to modern language 
changes.  And with this all agree.  

Article 12 
WE AFFIRM that the grace of God in Christ gives both merciful pardon and transforming 
power, and that this pardon and power enable a follower of Jesus to put to death sinful 
desires and to walk in a manner worthy of the Lord. 
WE DENY that the grace of God in Christ is insufficient to forgive all sexual sins and to give 
power for holiness to every believer who feels drawn into sexual sin.



The last three articles bring the gospel to bear on the matter.  In this article we see the 
affirmation that two parts of our salvation, justification and sanctification are affirmed.  It 
affirms that God’s grace is sufficient for forgiving sexual sin and providing power to 
overcome it.  These are important statements when you think you can’t be forgiven, or that 
you will never be able to say no to such enslaving sins.  The gospel is sufficient.   

Article 13 
WE AFFIRM that the grace of God in Christ enables sinners to forsake transgender 
selfconceptions and by divine forbearance to accept the God-ordained link between one’s 
biological sex and one’s self-conception as male or female. 
WE DENY that the grace of God in Christ sanctions self-conceptions that are at odds with 
God’s revealed will.

This article links God’s grace to the matter of self-conception.  One of the deceptions of sin 
is to see your humanity in a godless fashion.  God’s grace in the gospel is able to help us 
renew our minds so that over time one can embrace the proper view of themselves that 
agrees with God’s creation.  They deny that it is of grace to allow the notion of a gay 
Christian.  Grace renews us from sin it does not affirm us in it.   

Article 14 
WE AFFIRM that Christ Jesus has come into the world to save sinners and that through 
Christ’s death and resurrection forgiveness of sins and eternal life are available to every 
person who repents of sin and trusts in Christ alone as Savior, Lord, and supreme treasure. 
WE DENY that the Lord’s arm is too short to save or that any sinner is beyond his reach.

This final article affirms that Christ came for the purpose of saving sinners and the door is 
open to any who will repent and believe.  In the denial we see the universal offer of the 
gospel affirmed, all are invited to come.  Despite the unnaturalness of the sin God is willing 
to save.         


