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THREE resolutions ad-
dressing human sexuality
were tabled at Gippsland’s
36th Synod. Two of these
motions were on the
agenda and one (NM/6)
was tabled from the floor.
All the motions addressed
human sexuality and gen-
der relationships from the
resolutions raised, ad-
dressed and passed at
Lambeth and at General
Synod in Australia. 
However, there were vari-

ations, in that the first two
resolutions, NM/4 and NM/5
addressed the resolutions
and the Australian Bishops
Protocol in part and called
for policy to be adopted at
Synod in Gippsland. The
third motion, NM/6, ad-
dressed the Australian Bish-
ops Protocol 15 in full but
did not call for policy to be
adopted.
It is obvious that NM/6 is

meant to enable further
discussion and conversation
about this issue, as con-
firmed by the seconder, the
Dean, Reverend Dr Don
Saines. He is also responsi-
ble for convening a listening
process in this diocese.
It appears from the argu-

ments raised that the issue
of passing policy on this
issue, as overtly sought in
NM/4 and NM/5, was of
concern to some at Synod.
The three motions were ad-
dressed concurrently and
speakers called on the Sat-
urday before Synod broke
up for evening prayer. On
the Sunday, when discus-
sion renewed, Synod was
depleted by some esti-
mated 40 per cent.
“As a statement of think-

ing of the Anglican church
at the moment, it is the
best we have and I encour-
age you to support the mo-
tion,” said Brian Norris,
Registrar of Gippsland dio-
cese and mover of NM/6.
“I think what the bishops

are saying is this is what we
think at the moment. I
think the matter is a very
sensitive one and we need
to be understanding, sym-
pathetic and sensitive.”
“I think this motion brings

the view of the wider
church into our discussion
in this diocese. I think it is
an important [discussion]
we need to have with each
other,” said the Dean, Dr
Don Saines.
“This motion, over the

others, enables us to con-
tinue to have discussion

and read and interpret
scripture on this matter.
“In terms of social ethics,

we Anglicans have also had
our views tempered by the
love of each other and the
love of God,” he said.
Peter Anderson, mover of

NM/5 said in his right of
reply: “I tried in my first
speech to say to you, my
parish council wants this
situation debated and I ask
you to vote to enable this to
happen”.
Rev. David Head, of Hey-

field parish, spoke against
NM/4 and to some extent
NM/5 and NM/6, particu-
larly addressing the inter-
pretation of homosexuality
within these motions and
opposition to same sex
marriage.
“I do not have the choice

and I find the interpretation
of homosexuality an offen-
sive statement,” he said.
“I do not experience my-

self; I am. I do not have a
homosexual orientation, I
am a homosexual.
“I find that most people do

not want to listen to me.
The word homosexual is not
used in scripture; it is a
word derived not more than
100 years ago,” Rev. Head
said.
“I have been a minister for

30 years and I ask why
anyone could say God has
not blessed my ministry.”
Mrs Val Jones of Lakes En-

trance and Metung parish
said this was an incredibly
difficult issue for anyone.
“The church has always

faced social issues. Do we
bend to social mores? I
don’t know,” she said.
“In my religion, I believe

God did not establish a
church organisation, he
came to establish a King-
dom. I speak in favor of
keeping our hearts and our
minds open.”
Rev. Greg Magee, of Bass

Phillip Island parish, re-
minded those present that
Lambeth 1998 was an in-
ternational conference of
bishops that came to un-
easy decisions.
“I speak against NM/4 and

NM/5,” he said.
“Lambeth 1998 was per-

haps the most belligerent
and fractious gathering of
bishops. The resolution that
so many people put so
much store by [Lambeth
1998 Resolution 1:10] was
a result of that gathering.”
Mrs Sue Fordham, of Pay-

nesville parish, spoke about
the relevance of scripture
and bible teachings of cen-

turies ago, to today’s soci-
ety.
“I oppose NM/4 and

NM/5,” she said.
“Accepting a statement

that homosexual practice
as incompatible with scrip-
ture comes from a people
centuries ago, where socio-
logical and scientific knowl-
edge was far different. In
accepting one inconsistent
interpretation of scripture,
we should accept inconsis-
tencies such as slavery,
polygamy and concubity;
collective punishment and
capital punishment; kid-
nap; curse; offering one’s
virgin daughters to visitors
as a form of hospitality.
“I note that Jesus was

silent on the issue of
sodomites,” she said. 
“We need God and we

need one another. It would
be highly irregular for
members of this Synod to
vote on this issue if they
have broken the literal
scripture interpretation of
no divorce.”
Rev. Jenny Ramage spoke

with passion and asked
what gives those present
the right to point a finger.
“We fall back on scripture,

on tradition that is not rele-
vant,” she said.
“Are we going to continue

to throw rocks at each
other or are we going to
love one another? Are we
going to care and love one
another?
“I stand before you as a

woman who stands here for
the Grace of God; but the
God who walked beside me,
who is loving and warm. In
Romans: ‘Why do you de-
spise your brother or sis-
ter?’ I will not point the
finger at anybody. I need
the Grace of God and I
know that everyone else
has too.”
Rev. Tom Killingeck, of

Bruthen parish, spoke in
favor of being informed and
enabled to speak.
“In the past few months I

have been involved in a lot
of reading and conversa-
tions about this subject,” he
said.
“I have not changed my

mind, but I am definitely
better informed.
“However, I believe there

are standards to which we
are held and by which we
live. I hold the Bible is writ-
ten by men, yes, but they
wrote with the influence of
God.
“I find myself in a conflict-

ing position when I look at
these motions, because I

think there has to be a time
for debate and reflection
and discussion.”
Rev. Janet Wallis, of Leon-

gatha parish, spoke in favor
of all three motions.
“I stand before you as a

woman who has been bro-
ken by the practices of this
church,” she said.
“I have spent my entire

adult life reading and re-
flecting on the issue of ho-
mosexuality but I still
believe it is wrong. I still
walk alongside homosexual
people and offer them the
love of God.
“I support all three of

these motions. I support
adopting policy and I sup-
port further discussion.”
“I urge you not to get

upset with one another and
we agree to differ,” said
Malcolm Wilson to Synod.
“God stands outside scrip-

ture. We are all broken but
Jesus was broken for me so
I don’t have to remain bro-
ken. We need to look to
Jesus.”
“It seems to me all three

motions seek the same two
objectives,” said Archdea-
con Philip Muston, of War-
ragul.
“But I believe NM/6 is the

one that enables ongoing
discussion. I would support
NM/6.”
Lawrie Argus, of Yarram

parish, remembered the
many years of debate in
Synod, when scripture was
used as a means of “argu-
ing women were unfit to be
clergy” and cautioned using
scripture in a similar way.
Synod then went into re-

cess and resumed the fol-
lowing day.
Rev. Tony Wicking, of

Bairnsdale parish, spoke in
favor of the motions but
said he felt fearful about
these issues.
“I support all the motions.

Yesterday, I heard the pain
of David Head, the passion
of Jenny Ramage and the
heartache of Janet Wallis,”
he said.
“My fear is that we are

here to proclaim the Gospel
of God and I would like to
have had more debate on
the scripture. We have here
more of a feel good debate.
“I think we need to go

deeper than what we have.
Certainly, society does
change and we must keep
in mind the Word of God is
relevant yesterday, today
and tomorrow.
“My second fear is the role

fo the bishop [Bishop John
McIntyre]. I support his

right to appoint but he
seems to have acted unilat-
erally without knowing the
mind of Synod,” Rev. Wick-
ing said.
“Until we as a Synod, as a

Church, are able to make a
decision on this, it disturbs
me the bishop will act uni-
laterally.
“The thing these motions

are saying to the bishop is
‘hold off until we have
made a decision’ and to
avoid the bishop acting uni-
laterally.”
[Editor’s note: Rev. Wick-

ing is referring to Bishop
John McIntyre appointing a
priest to a parish in Gipps-
land earlier this year, a
priest who is living in a
same sex relationship.]
Canon Barb Logan, of

Lakes Entrance parish,
spoke of the need to live in
communion with each
other.
“When we discuss issues

that have such wide views,
I am concerned we will not
be in communion with each
other,” she said.
“I remind you NM/4 and

NM/5 seeks us to support
and adopt policy. NM/6 re-
minds us the bishops of
Australia have agreed to
not step outside this agree-
ment but to continue dis-
cussion without being
adverse to each other.
“God is love so the only

words we can speak must
be love,” she said.
In his right of reply, mover

of NM/4, Mr Kim Eason, of
Bairnsdale parish, spoke
about the importance of
Synod.
“I suspect most members

here believe that Jesus calls
us to witness to his teach-
ing and one of the most
powerful tools available to
us is our vote in Synod,” he
said.
Synod voted against NM/4

and NM/5 and in favor of
NM/6.
NM/6 – Australian Bishops’

Protocol 15: That this
Synod receives Protocol 15
of the Australian Bishops’
Conference dated 13 March
2012 and notes the agree-
ment of the bishops in the
Australian Church that they
accept the weight of 1998
Lambeth Resolution 1.10
and the 2004 General
Synod resolutions 33, 59
and 61-64 as expressing
the mind of the Anglican
Church of Australia on is-
sues of human sexuality. 
The Bishops Protocol 15 is

on the next page of The
Gippsland Anglican.

‘Human sexuality’ discussed


