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 5 

I concurred with the SJC Decision but believe comment is warranted in five areas:  6 

  7 

 1.  The Judgment of Charity  4.   47th GA’s AIC Report on Sexuality 8 

 2.  1 Corinthians 6:9-11  5.  Reopening the Record 9 

 3.  Complaints against Non-Indictments   10 

 11 

1.  The Judgement of Charity - BCO 14-7 stipulates, “... Judicial decisions ... may be appealed to in 12 

subsequent similar cases as to any principle which may have been decided.”  In 2010, by a vote of 19-1 13 

the SJC decided an important principle when it denied a similar complaint against a non-indictment.  14 

Here’s an excerpt from the SJC Reasoning.   15 

  16 

 Complainants hold that certain views expressed by [the minister who was not indicted], 17 

capable of a heterodox interpretation, must be so interpreted. But this violates the judgment of 18 

charity, that if a view can be interpreted in an orthodox fashion, it ought to be so interpreted 19 

until one is forced to do otherwise.  20 

 Complainants hold that certain of [the minister’s] views imply heterodox doctrines, and 21 

therefore impute those doctrines to [the minister]. But this is a non sequitur as well. One cannot 22 

properly impute implications that are drawn from a position to a person who expressly denies 23 

the implication. For example, a disciple of Gordon Clark believed that John Gerstner’s failure 24 

to embrace supralapsarianism implied Arminianism. He was free to so believe, but it was utterly 25 

unjust for him to say that Gerstner was an Arminian when Gerstner expressly denied it and 26 

spent his ministry upholding the sovereignty of grace in the Gospel.  27 

 Against this doubtful reasoning stand [the minister’s] express, specific, and unambiguous 28 

denials of heterodoxy and affirmations of orthodoxy. The only question, then, is with respect 29 

to [the minister’s] credibility.1  (Emphasis added.) 30 

        31 

In his Complaint and Briefs, the Complainant repeatedly alleges what he contends TE Johnson believes, 32 

rather than providing reasonable-length quotes from the accused to corroborate those contentions - 33 

especially when the accused denies the implications the Complainant imputes.   The Complaint never 34 

quotes even one complete sentence of TE Johnson’s, and the 10-page Preliminary Brief only quotes one 35 

complete sentence.  This is quite stunning, given that the accusations allege sinful views and statements.  36 

The Complainant repeatedly makes assertions like, “Johnson believes ...,” and “Johnson affirms ...,” 37 

without providing evidentiary excerpts.2  In the concluding paragraph of his Preliminary Brief, the 38 

Complainant asks the SJC to “find a strong presumption of guilt against TE Greg Johnson for his stated 39 

views on human sexuality...” But instead of quoting examples of the allegedly unbiblical stated views, the 40 

Complainant asserts what he contends are TE Johnson’s views (occasionally providing some snippets 41 

from quotes) and then argues why those constructions are problematic.   42 

 
1  Case 2010-04: TE Sartorius et al. v. Siouxlands. (M39GA, 2011 Virginia Beach, pp. 578-83) Nine current SJC 

members concurred: TEs Chapell, Coffin, Greco, McGowan, and REs Carrell, S. Duncan, Neikirk, Terrell and 

White. (TE Dominic Aquila was on the SJC at the time and concurred. In this present Case, he served as the 

Complainant’s assistant in the complaint against the non-indictment of TE Johnson.) 
2  from the Complaint: [Johnson allegedly] “maintains, believes, draws, misplaces, appears, consistently affirms.”  

 Preliminary Brief: [Johnson allegedly] “maintains, defines, seems to say, is seeking to, appears to have, affirms, 

views, claims, draws, equates, treats, holds, teaches, promotes,” etc. 

 Addendum Brief: [Johnson allegedly] “denies, appeals to, defines, explains, states, emphasizes, denies, contrasts, 

means, has adopted, expresses, sees, refuses, responds, suggests,” etc. 

https://www.pcahistory.org/pca/ga/39th_pcaga_2011.pdf
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 1 

2.   1 Corinthians 6:9-11 - The Complainant seems to misinterpret or misapply this passage. 2 

 3 

 9 Or do you not know that the unrighteous will not inherit the kingdom of God? Do not be 4 

deceived: neither the sexually immoral, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, nor men who practice 5 

homosexuality,10 nor thieves, nor the greedy, nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor swindlers will 6 

inherit the kingdom of God. 11And such were some of you. But you were washed, you were 7 

sanctified, you were justified in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ and by the Spirit of our God. 8 

(ESV. Emphasis added.) 9 

 10 

While the original Complaint does not cite 1 Cor. 6:9-11, it is cited a dozen times in the Complainant’s 11 

Briefs.  Yet those verses never appear as citations in the 12,000-word Westminster Confession of Faith.3  12 

 13 

The SJC’s Reasoning on Allegation 4 (regarding the alleged failure to be “above reproach”) includes the 14 

following footnote on 1 Cor. 6, which seems to emphasize a distinction the Complaint does not grant. 15 

 16 

 At the Hearing, the Complainant indicated he questioned whether the ESV accurately translates 17 

1 Cor. 6:9 when it uses the phrase, “men who practice homosexuality.” However, the footnote 18 

in the ESV indicates: “The two Greek terms translated by this phrase refer to the passive and 19 

active partners in consensual homosexual acts.” 20 

     In the 47th GA’s AIC Report on Sexuality, footnote 4 for Statement 1 reads as follows: 21 

“Paul coined the term arsenokoitai (1 Cor. 6:9; 1 Tim. 1:10) from the use of two related terms 22 

in the Septuagint version of Leviticus 18 and 20. The basic meaning is “man-bedders” or men 23 

who have sex with other men. ... The combination of arsenokoitai and malakoi, uniquely used 24 

in the New Testament in 1 Corinthians 6:9, likely refers most directly—as per the ESV 25 

footnote—to the active and passive partners in consensual homosexual activity. For more 26 

extended discussion, see Chapter 5 in Kevin DeYoung, What Does the Bible Really Say About 27 

Homosexuality? (Wheaton, IL: Crossway, 2015).” (SJC Decision p. 23) 28 

 29 

Contrast that to this excerpt from the Complainant’s Preliminary Brief, which cites 1 Cor. 6:  30 

 31 

In contrast to those [non-sinful physiological] conditions, homosexuality is a violation of the 32 

seventh commandment and is always and only portrayed in Scripture as sinful (1 Cor. 6:9 ...) ... 33 

[The Bible says] neither “effeminate, nor homosexuals… will inherit the kingdom of God. Such 34 

were some of you” (1 Cor. 6:9-11, NASB).”  (Brief, p. 6, lines 11 and 19. Emphasis added) 35 

 36 

The Complainant does not seem to interpret 1 Cor. 6:9-11 as making any significant distinction between 37 

unwanted homosexual temptations and intentional homosexual lusts or actions. 38 

 39 

Unwanted Temptations vs. Intentional Sinful Actions - Historically, whenever the PCA has adopted 40 

statements related to homosexuality, it has always expressed or at least clearly implied a significant 41 

distinction between unbidden temptations and intentional sinful actions (lusting and behavior).  Some 42 

examples are shown below. These excerpts from GA statements or GA-endorsed statements over the last 43 

four decades demonstrate it is tenuous for anyone to maintain the PCA has changed its position on the 44 

important distinction between unwanted temptations and intentional sinful thoughts and actions. 
45 

(Emphasis is added throughout.). 46 

 47 

1977 - Forty-four years ago, the 5th GA in Smyrna, GA adopted the following:   48 

 49 

 
3  https://www.pcaac.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/WCFScriptureIndex.pdf   Vs. 10 is cited in part of LC 145, and 

vs. 11 in parts of LC 69, 75, 77, 161 & SC 32, but those parts don’t pertain much to assertions in the Complaint.  

https://www.pcaac.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/WCFScriptureIndex.pdf
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That the 5th General Assembly of the PCA affirm the Biblical position for our denomination 1 

which states that: (1) The act of homosexuality is a sin according to God's Word; ... and (3) In 2 

light of the Biblical view of its sinfulness, a practicing homosexual continuing in this sin would 3 

not be a fit candidate for ordination or membership in the PCA. (M5GA, p. 67) 4 

 5 

1980 - Three years later, and two years before the RPCES joined the PCA, its study committee 6 

produced a report titled “Pastoral Care for the Repentant Homosexual,” and their Synod “commended 7 

[the paper] to sessions and congregations as an aid for their ministry to those struggling with 8 

homosexuality.” (158th GS Minutes, pp. 43-50). Below are excerpts. 9 

        10 

Romans 1:26 ff. zeroes in on homosexual practices as a major manifestation of sinful man’s 11 

attempt to distort the creator's intent. But homosexuality is not singled out as the worst of all 12 

manifestations of sin as we can see in Jesus’ indictment against the unbelief of Capernaum (Matt. 13 

11:23). ... 14 

   If he who once was involved in homosexuality is growing in grace to such an extent that 15 

he can “walk with exemplary piety before the flock” there ought not be any reason for a 16 

generalized exclusion from church office. Judgment must be made in individual cases by the 17 

session and/or presbytery, keeping in mind those aggravations that make some sins more heinous 18 

than others. 19 

 20 

1993 - Twenty-eight years ago, the 21st GA in Columbia, SC adopted Overture 16 from Potomac 21 

Presbytery and sent a letter to the US President, titled, “Declaration of Conscience.” Below are 22 

excerpts. Note the repeated use of the words “practice” or “behavior.” 23 

   24 

 [W]e stand resolutely opposed to homosexual practice as incompatible with the temporal good 25 

of our nation and the eternal good of its people. ... Our categorical rejection of homosexual 26 

behavior as wrong and destructive cannot fairly be taken to mean that we have not extended 27 

ourselves or are unable to extend ourselves in compassion and courage to men and women in 28 

our society who are homosexual. ... Our American civil government has historically respected 29 

the family's primacy in such matters and has sought to nurture it. Any policy which legitimizes 30 

homosexual practice abandons this time-honored tradition. To conclude, while condemning 31 

homosexual practice, we affirm our duty to love and do good to all, even those who are 32 

pursuing this perversion. ... More profoundly, however, the truth is that those given over to 33 

homosexual practice will face the judgment of God. ... Our prayer is that you will stand against 34 

any and every pressure that would be brought to bear on your Administration by those who 35 

would legitimize homosexual practices. (M21GA, p. 129) 36 

 37 

1996 - Three years later, a personal resolution to "Oppose Legalization of Homosexual Marriages" 38 

was answered by the 24th GA in Ft. Lauderdale “by (1) reference to previous actions of the General 39 

Assembly (e.g., M5GA, p. 67-8, M21GA, p.129 ff.) and (2) the following statement:  40 

 41 

We affirm the Bible's teaching that promotion of homosexual conduct and relationships by any 42 

society, including action by the governments to sanction and legitimize homosexual 43 

relationships by the legalization of homosexual marriages, is an abominable sin calling for 44 

God's judgment upon any such society (Lev. 18:22 and Rom. 1:18-32). ...  (M24GA, p. 315) 45 

 46 

2021 - This year, at the 48th GA in St. Louis, the Overtures Committee voted 124-3 to recommend the 47 

GA “declare the Report of the Ad Interim Committee on Human Sexuality as a biblically faithful 48 

declaration and refer it to the Committee on Discipleship Ministries for inclusion and promotion 49 

among denominational teaching materials.” The GA adopted that recommendation by a large 50 

majority.  Below are three examples of excerpts from the AIC Report pertaining to the difference 51 

between unwanted temptations and intentional sinful actions.  52 

https://www.pcahistory.org/pca/ga/5th_pcaga_1977.pdf
https://www.pcahistory.org/pca/ga/21st_pcaga_1993.pdf
https://www.pcahistory.org/pca/ga/24th_pcaga_1996.pdf
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 1 

Nevertheless, there is an important degree of moral difference between temptation to sin and 2 

giving in to sin, even when the temptation is itself an expressing of indwelling sin. While our goal 3 

is the weakening and lessening of internal temptations to sin, Christians should feel their greatest 4 

responsibility not for the fact that such temptations occur but for thoroughly and immediately 5 

fleeing and resisting the temptations when they arise. (Statement 6 on Temptation, p. 9)  6 

 7 

We give thanks for penitent believers who, though they continue to struggle with same-sex 8 

attraction, are living lives of chastity and obedience. These brothers and sisters can serve as 9 

courageous examples of faith and faithfulness, as they pursue Christ with a long obedience in 10 

gospel dependence. (Statement 12 on Repentance and Hope, p. 13)  11 

 12 

To feel a sinfully disordered sexual attraction (of any kind) is properly to be called sin—and all 13 

sin, “both original and actual” earns God’s wrath (WCF 6.6)—but it is significantly less heinous 14 

(using the language of the WLC 151) than any level of acting upon it in thought or deed. ... Our 15 

brothers and sisters who resist and repent of enduring feelings of same-sex attraction are powerful 16 

examples to us all of what this “daily mortification” looks like in “the best of believers.” We should 17 

be encouraged and challenged by their example and eager to join in fellowship with them for the 18 

mutual strengthening of our faith, hope, and love. (Essay on Confessional Foundations, p. 23) 4  19 

 20 

Righteous v. Unrighteous Standing - In addition to the above, it is difficult to see how 1 Cor. 6:9-11 has 21 

much application to the allegations in this Case. The main point of the passage is that, because of God’s 22 

act in regeneration and his imputation of the justifying righteousness of Christ, the Corinthian believers 23 

were no longer, in any sense, the unrighteous who will not enter the kingdom of God.  (See the comments 24 

in the ESV Study Bible on verse 11 summarizing the objective realities of regeneration and faith.)  25 

 26 

When Paul says in vs. 11, “And such were some of you,” he is not saying the Corinthians no longer 27 

experience any of those temptations or might even commit those sins. The passage is not addressing that 28 

question, at least not directly.  He is simply saying these sanctified and justified Corinthians were once 29 

the unrighteous-who-will-not-inherit but are now the righteous-in-Christ-who-will-inherit.   30 

 31 

At the same time, it would be reasonable to think Paul expected that some of the Corinthians Christians 32 

were still tempted to the sins described in vv. 9-10 and was at least implicitly warning them, and all 33 

Christians, to avoid a lifestyle that could fairly be described in the terms of vv. 9-10. But here we’d need 34 

to distinguish, say, between a greedy person—whose life is characterized by unrepentant greedy lusts and 35 

greedy behavior—and a person who is tempted to greedy thoughts but seeks to flee from them and 36 

repents of any greedy thoughts and deeds soon thereafter. There is an important difference between a man 37 

whose life is characterized by unrepentant and willful reviling speech and a man who sometimes 38 

succumbs to the temptation to revile but repents soon thereafter.  Paul is not teaching that people who 39 

were once characterized by reviling speech will never again speak in that way.  Any fears or warnings in 40 

this passage are predicated upon his clear statement about who all of them are presently in Christ.5 41 

 42 

3.  Complaints Against Non-Indictments - Complaints against non-indictments like this one pose many 43 

complications, and this is rarely the most prudent course for an accuser who claims a person should be 44 

 
4  PCA Statements at https://www.pcahistory.org/pca/studies/index.htmland bibliography of the AIC Report (p.48).   
5  In the AIC Report, the first section of the Bibliography was titled, “For Pastors and Sessions” and the AIC reported 

these were books that could “help pastors and sessions shepherd congregants who are dealing with same-sex 

attraction.” Each of the 12 books note a significant difference between a person whose life is characterized by sinful 

homosexual lusts and behavior and a person who is tempted to homosexual thoughts but seeks to flee from such 

thoughts and repents of any to which he succumbs.  That is a distinction in 1 Cor. 6:9-11 that the Complaint does 

not seem to sufficiently recognize.  

https://www.pcahistory.org/pca/studies/index.html
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indicted.  This point was made 12 years ago in a Concurring Opinion joined by RE Sam Duncan and TE 1 

Fred Greco in the Siouxlands Case mentioned on page 1. Below are excerpts from that Concurrence. 2 

 3 

 This Case ... demonstrates the difficulty a Higher Court faces when presented with a 4 

Complaint, which contends that a Lower Court erred in not finding a strong presumption of guilt 5 

pursuant to an investigation (BCO 31-2). ... 6 

 We suggest that instead of filing a Complaint for the failure of a Court to find a strong 7 

presumption of guilt after a BCO 31-2 investigation, a clearer and better alternative is to 8 

commence the process under BCO 32-2, i.e., “[p]rocess against an offender shall not be 9 

commenced unless some person or persons undertake to make out the charge.” 10 

 [W]e suggest that the better way in this Case, and other Cases where the views, beliefs, and 11 

practices of men are called into question, would be for the Party who is concerned about these 12 

views, beliefs, and practices to make such inquiries as are necessary and practical (cf. Matthew 13 

18:15) to ascertain exactly what these views, beliefs, and practices are; then, assuming they are 14 

contrary to Scripture or our Constitution, formally file a “charge” pursuant to BCO 32-2 and 32-15 

3. This procedure not only removes the question of whether a strong presumption of guilt exists 16 

(BCO 31-2), but also allows a Court to directly try the issue raised in the “charge.” (BCO 32-3) 17 

 18 

Voluntary Prosecutors - I wasn’t on the SJC for the Siouxlands Case referenced above, but I can agree 19 

with the excerpt from the Concurrence - to a point.  Deciding whether a matter warrants a trial should 20 

remain a matter of discretion and judgment for the original court, and it shouldn’t be required to indict a 21 

person every time someone “formally files a charge.” 6   22 

 23 

Nevertheless, in situations like the one described in the Duncan/Greco Concurrence, if a trial is deemed 24 

the wisest course, the court should seriously consider appointing the accuser as the “voluntary 25 

prosecutor” and placing the burden and responsibility on him to prepare and prosecute the case, especially 26 

if it involves one minister accusing another minister of theological error. 27 

 28 

BCO 31-3. The original and only parties in a case of process are the accuser and the accused. 29 

The accuser is always the Presbyterian Church in America, whose honor and purity are to be 30 

maintained. The prosecutor, whether voluntary or appointed, is always the representative of the 31 

Church, and as such has all its rights in the case. 32 

  33 

Very few presbyteries have experienced prosecutors, and if they do, it’s unlikely he has hundreds of 34 

voluntary man-hours to dedicate to the task.  It would seem unfair in many instances for an accuser to 35 

expect someone else to spend hundreds of hours preparing and prosecuting the accuser’s allegations.  36 

 37 

Furthermore, there seems to be no jeopardy for someone who unsuccessfully files a complaint against a 38 

non-indictment.  Our present Case has consumed thousands of man-hours at various levels in PCA courts 39 

(not to mention some division and relational strain amongst brothers).  What would dissuade others from 40 

doing the same thing again in other situations?  But if an accuser is made the prosecutor, and fails to 41 

prove the offense at trial, he risks being censured. 42 

 43 

BCO 31-9. Every voluntary prosecutor shall be previously warned, that if he fail to show 44 

probable cause of the charges, he may himself be censured as a slanderer of the brethren. 45 

 46 

 
6  See the Reasoning provided ten years ago in Overture 15 from Pacific NW Presbytery: “Amend 31-2 to Clarify 

What Needs to Be Investigated.” (M40GA, Louisville 2012, pp. 698-704) 

https://www.pcahistory.org/pca/ga/40th_pcaga_2012.pdf
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So, in situations where someone very publicly accuses another person of sin, and the accusation, if 1 

proven, would be sufficient to warrant a censure greater than admonition, perhaps the first thing the court 2 

should say to the accuser is, “Call your first witness.” 7 8 3 

 4 

Problem with Amends - An additional problem with a complaint against a non-indictment involves the 5 

limited and rather awkward remedies available to the higher court in such cases. Below is the amends 6 

section of the BCO Chapter on Complaints. 7 

 8 

BCO 43-10. The higher court has power, in its discretion, to annul the whole or any part of the 9 

action of a lower court against which complaint has been made, or to send the matter back to 10 

the lower court with instructions for a new hearing. If the higher court rules a lower court erred 11 

by not indicting someone, and the lower court refers the matter back to the higher court, it shall 12 

accept the reference if it is a doctrinal case or case of public scandal (see BCO 41-3). 13 

 14 

If a higher court rules that a lower court erred by not indicting someone, and remands it “with instructions 15 

for a new hearing,” it’s not reasonable to expect the lower court to reverse itself and indict the person 16 

when the lower court was nearly unanimous in the original non-indictment decision.9  Likewise, even if 17 

the lower court subsequently conducts a trial, it’s not reasonable to expect a conviction, absent some 18 

compelling new evidence or testimony.10 19 

 20 

Assumption of Original Jurisdiction - A better solution might be a revision of BCO 34-1.  A revision like 21 

the one below might end the interpretive debates on two parts of the current provision - “refuses to act” 22 

and “doctrinal cases or cases of public scandal.”  It would remove subjectivity. 23 

 24 

Possible Revision of 34-1. Process against a minister shall be entered before the Presbytery of 25 

which he is a member. However, if the Presbytery refuses to act in doctrinal cases or cases of 26 

public scandal and two if twenty-five percent (25%) of the other Presbyteries request the 27 

General Assembly to assume original jurisdiction (to first receive and initially hear and 28 

determine), the General Assembly shall do so. 29 

 30 

Because such a revision would require the GA to wrest jurisdiction from the presbytery regardless of 31 

what the presbytery may have done or decided, the petitioning threshold would need to be appropriately 32 

high.  For example, if it were only 10% then merely 9 of 88 presbyteries could trigger it, and it might 33 

become an annual event.  The SJC is not designed to conduct investigations and trials annually, nor would 34 

that be healthy for the denomination. If another presbytery’s handling of allegations is so egregious and 35 

unreasonable, we should expect at least 25% of the presbyteries (22 of 88) to send a simple, one-sentence 36 

email to the PCA Stated Clerk saying: “In accord with BCO 34-1, our Presbytery requests the GA 37 

(through its SJC) to assume original jurisdiction over TE ___ on matters related to ____.”  If there aren’t 38 

22 presbyteries that believe this rare and extreme step should be taken, then the PCA is evidently not 39 

sufficiently concerned to warrant wresting jurisdiction away from a presbytery. 40 

 41 

 
7  A similar thing happened three years ago in Case 2016-11 Complaint of TE Michael Frazier v. Nashville, where the 

SJC unanimously denied a complaint against a non-indictment, but only after the Presbytery and the SJC had spent 

hundreds of man-hours on the Case. (M46GA, 2018 Atlanta, p. 500 ff.).  
8  We note that in a presbytery trial, BCO 31-2 presently requires the prosecutor to be a member of that court, but in 

judicial process before a session, the prosecutor can be any member of that church. 
9  Missouri’s votes declining to find strong presumption of guilt on the four charges were 44-1, 43-1, 41-2 and 41-6. 
10  See the SJC Decisions in Case 2009-06 Bordwine v. Pacific NW (a complaint against a non-indictment that the 

SJC sustained), and Case 2012-05 Hedman v. Pacific NW (a complaint against the subsequent trial acquittal - a 

complaint the SJC denied by a 15-2 vote). (M38GA, 2010, pp. 208 ff. and M41GA, 2013, pp. 583 ff.) 

https://www.pcahistory.org/pca/ga/46th_pcaga_2018.pdf
https://www.pcahistory.org/pca/ga/38th_pcaga_2010.pdf
https://www.pcahistory.org/pca/ga/41st_pcaga_2013.pdf
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Thus, the 25% threshold seems a reasonable one.  It’s not too high to be unattainable and not too low to 1 

be prone to abuse, and it would likely be acceptable to two-thirds of our presbyteries (though some would 2 

prefer it lower, and some would prefer it higher.) 11 3 

 4 

4.  Excerpts from AIC Report on Sexuality - To support some of his assertions, the Complainant cites 5 

excerpts from the 2020 AIC Report. TE Johnson also provides AIC excerpts in support of some of his 6 

explanations and answers. The Complainant usually cites from the first sections of the “Twelve 7 

Statements” and TE Johnson often cites from the second sections, i.e., the “Nevertheless” sections. 12    8 

 9 

Below are excerpts from the AIC Report that closely pertain to the subject matter of the four allegations, 10 

which seem to harmonize with TE Johnson’s explanations and answers. While nothing from the AIC 11 

Report was proposed for GA adoption, the 2021 GA in St. Louis, by an overwhelming majority, judged it 12 

to be a “biblically faithful declaration” and commended it to Presbyteries and Sessions. 13 

 14 

Statement 6 (Temptation) ... Nevertheless ... We can avoid “entering into” temptation by refusing 15 

to internally ponder and entertain the proposal and desire to actual sin. Without some distinction 16 

between (1) the illicit temptations that arise in us due to original sin and (2) the willful giving over 17 

to actual sin, Christians will be too discouraged to “make every effort” at growth in godliness and 18 

will feel like failures in their necessary efforts to be holy as God is holy (2 Peter 1:5-7; 1 Peter 1:14-19 

16). God is pleased with our sincere obedience, even though it may be accompanied with many 20 

weaknesses and imperfections (WCF 16.6).  (Report p. 9)  21 

 22 

Statement 7 (Sanctification) ... Nevertheless ... The aim of sanctification in one's sexual life cannot 23 

be reduced to attraction to persons of the opposite sex (though some persons may experience 24 

movement in this direction), but rather involves growing in grace and perfecting holiness in the fear 25 

of God (WCF 13.3).  (p. 10)  26 

 27 

Statement 9 (Identity) Nevertheless ... There is a difference between speaking about a 28 

phenomenological facet of a person’s sin-stained reality and employing the language of sinful 29 

desires as a personal identity marker. That is, we name our sins, but are not named by them.  (p. 11)  30 

 31 

Statement 10 (Language) ... Nevertheless, we recognize that some Christians may use the term 32 

“gay” in an effort to be more readily understood by non-Christians. The word “gay” is common in 33 

our culture, and we do not think it wise for churches to police every use of the term. Our burden is 34 

that we do not justify our sin struggles by affixing them to our identity as Christians. Churches 35 

should be gentle, patient, and intentional with believers who call themselves “gay Christians,” 36 

encouraging them, as part of the process of sanctification, to leave behind identification language 37 

rooted in sinful desires, to live chaste lives, to refrain from entering into temptation, and to mortify 38 

their sinful desires.  (p. 12)  39 

 40 

Essay 1: Confessional Foundations Regarding Nature of Temptation, Sin and Repentance 41 

 42 

II.B.1. The Common Dynamic of Concupiscence - First, the dynamic of spontaneous sinful 43 

desire or attraction is not unique to those who experience homosexual desire. All people 44 

experience it. It is an essential point in the Confession that all of us who are descended from 45 

Adam and Eve experience their corrupted nature and the complex of disordered affections, 46 

 
11  The author of this Concurrence has twice drafted Overtures proposing revisions to BCO 34-1, in 2009 and 2012, 

but both were unsuccessful.  For a comprehensive Legislative and Judicial History of BCO 34-1, see this link to 

Google Drive: https://drive.google.com/file/d/1UfhfQLFmtvuaWyYADQmgZafv2RMQUWps/view  
12  The Record contains this statement from TE Johnson: “... I have no disagreement with the underlying theological 

or moral structure of the entire [AIC] report. The concerns I will voice will be pastoral and missiological in nature.” 

(Response to SJC Question 6.b in Allegation 2.  See also SJC Questions 6c, 8a, 8c, 10 and 11.)  

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1UfhfQLFmtvuaWyYADQmgZafv2RMQUWps/view
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desires, and attractions that come with that corruption. The danger of this question arising in 1 

the context of the discussion of homosexuality is that some might be tempted to think of that 2 

particular example of disordered desire as qualitatively different from their own. Or worse, 3 

some may be willing to assert the sinfulness of one category of spontaneous desire but minimize 4 

or remain largely ignorant of the sinful concupiscence that is common to all. 5 

       The truth is that if we think humbly and carefully about our own spontaneous thoughts, 6 

feelings, and desires, we would recognize that we are all much more alike than different. ... 7 

Good Reformed teaching on sin places us all on equal footing in our need of Christ’s imputed 8 

righteousness.  (p. 21) 9 

 10 

II.B.2. Continued Corruption - Second, according to the system of the Westminster Confession 11 

of Faith, we should not be surprised, but rather expect that concupiscence in general, and 12 

specific instances like homosexual attraction, would continue in the life of a believer. ... This 13 

acknowledgement of the remnants of corruption in believers does not negate the call to fight 14 

against that corruption; our endeavor to oppose and put to death what is earthly in us (Col.3:5) 15 

demands a commitment to fight all of our sin. However, to teach that our sinful corruption must 16 

be entirely removed from any part of us in order to be considered truly repentant is a spiritually 17 

treacherous perversion of the doctrine of repentance. (p. 21)  18 

 19 

II.B.5. Moral Difference - Finally, we can discern a very practical value to the distinction 20 

between the sin that is constituted by our “corruption of nature…and all the motions thereof” 21 

and the “actual transgressions” that proceed from it. ... To feel a sinfully disordered sexual 22 

attraction (of any kind) is properly to be called sin—and all sin, “both original and actual” earns 23 

God’s wrath (WCF 6.6)—but it is significantly less heinous (using the language of the WLC 24 

151) than any level of acting upon it in thought or deed. ...  25 

       Our brothers and sisters who resist and repent of enduring feelings of same-sex attraction 26 

are powerful examples to us all of what this “daily mortification” looks like in “the best of 27 

believers.” We should be encouraged and challenged by their example and eager to join in 28 

fellowship with them for the mutual strengthening of our faith, hope, and love.  (p. 23) 29 

 30 

Essay 2: Biblical Perspectives for Pastoral Care - Discipleship, Identity and Terminology 31 

 32 

How then should we think of the language of sexual orientation? Insofar as the term orientation 33 

is used descriptively to articulate a particular set of experiences, namely the persistent and 34 

predominant sexual attractions of an individual, it can remain useful as a way of classifying 35 

those experiences in contrast to the experiences of the majority of other people. However, 36 

insofar as the term orientation carries with it a set of assumptions about the nature of that 37 

experience that is unbiblical (e.g., overemphasized rigidity, its normativity, etc.), then the 38 

terminology may require qualification or even rejection in some circumstances.  (p. 30)  39 

 40 

Singleness, Friendship, Community - Insofar as such persons display the requisite Christian 41 

maturity, we do not consider this sin struggle automatically to disqualify someone for 42 

leadership in the church (1 Cor 6:9-11, 1 Tim 3:1-7, Titus 1:6-9; 2 Pet 1:3-11) (p. 31) 13  43 

 44 

5.  Reopening the Record - For two reasons, I abstained from the SJC’s March 25, 2021, post-Hearing 45 

vote to consider reopening the Record and sending 25 questions to Missouri.  First, I judged that the 46 

Record already demonstrated sufficiently that Missouri had not clearly erred in its decisions declining to 47 

indict.  But I also abstained because the proposal seemed to resemble a quasi-assumption-of-original-48 

jurisdiction and the post-assumption investigatory step of SJC Manual 16.1.a.  I’m confidently hopeful 49 

this procedure won’t become a common occurrence.   50 

 51 

 
13  The AIC Report is at https://pcaga.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/AIC-Report-to-48th-GA-5-28-20-1.pdf 

https://pcaga.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/AIC-Report-to-48th-GA-5-28-20-1.pdf
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Regardless, I think it should be clear to the impartial reader that the views expressed in the accused 1 

minister’s answers to the SJC questions are not fundamentally different from the views expressed in his 2 

answers to the questions posed by Missouri’s investigating committee.  And it’s worth noting that the 3 

accused minister was under no constitutional obligation to answer any of the questions. (BCO 35-1) In 4 

addition, it seems unreasonable for anyone to object to the SJC question-sending if they also supported 5 

the BCO 34-1 assumption-of-original-jurisdiction petitions from Central Georgia, Savannah River, and 6 

SE Alabama, which asked the SJC to institute a process that most likely would begin with similar 7 

interrogatories — but ones drafted by a smaller three-judge SJC Panel whose members would have been 8 

drawn by lot. (OMSJC 16.1.a and RAO 17.3) 9 

 10 

Moreover, the process by which the questions were selected was prudent and fair.  The Minutes of the 11 

SJC’s meeting on April 30, 2021, record: “The Commission expressed its gratitude to the Committee 12 

members (Waters, Donahoe, Dowling, Bise, Chapell, Kooistra) for their thorough and meticulous work in 13 

compiling, refining and reporting the questions and recommendations.”  I’m confident the six-judge 14 

Committee would have included additional questions above the 25 if any of the six members had said it 15 

was important to them.  Likewise, I’m confident the SJC would have included additional questions if any 16 

SJC member had said it was important to them as well.  Finally, in my opinion it would be inaccurate to 17 

interpret the vote to send questions to Missouri to mean that the SJC majority had concerns about how 18 

Missouri conducted its investigation. On the contrary, in judging Issue 1 in this Case, the SJC explicitly 19 

ruled Missouri did not violate BCO 31-2 in the manner of its investigation of the allegations.14 20 

 21 

/s/ RE Howie Donahoe       22 

 23 

TE David Coffin joins in Parts 1, 2 and 4 of this opinion. 24 

 
14  The SJC questioning in this Case was a slightly different procedure than in a similar one in June 2015.  In Case 

2014-01: TEs Aven & Dively v. Ohio Valley, the SJC ruled by a vote of 15-0: “The Complaint is neither Sustained 

nor Denied. The Commission cannot render judgment because the Record is insufficient regarding this minister’s 

particular expression of his view.  Therefore, the Commission sends the matter back to OVP to hear further from 

[the minister] regarding his stated difference in order to create a more comprehensive Record.”  The SJC supplied 

questions.  (M44GA, 2016, p. 499).  Sixteen months later, the SJC denied a follow-on complaint in Case 2016-01: 

Aven v. Ohio Valley, stating the following Issue and Judgment: “Did Presbytery fail to comply with the directive 

from the SJC’s Decision in Case 2014-01 to “hear further” from the minister regarding his view?  No.” (M45GA, 

2017, p. 496)  The SJC judged that TE Aven had not complained against the answers provided in the accused 

minister’s nine-page document, which responded to the SJC-suggested questions.  

 

https://www.pcahistory.org/pca/ga/44th_pcaga_2016.pdf
https://www.pcahistory.org/pca/ga/45th_pcaga_2017.pdf

