
 

 

 

One Action of Presbytery 

 

One action taken at the Special Called Meeting of the Presbytery of Middle Tennessee on Saturday, 

January 10
th

, was to vote on  Amendment 14-F, the proposed change in language of W-4.9000 in our 

Book of Order regarding the definition of marriage.  That lone action taken by the Presbytery, 92 “yes,” 

84 “no,” was reported the next day in Sunday School classes, worship services, and session meetings 

throughout our region.  The Tennessean, Nashville’s newspaper, found our vote on this issue 

newsworthy, and printed an article about it in its Tuesday, January 13
th

 issue, which garnered no little 

attention.  As word of our Presbytery vote spread, a numbered of concerned Presbyterians 

communicated with the Presbytery Office, voicing largely (but not exclusively) criticism and 

disappointment.   

 

In the process of fielding calls, emails and letters of dismay, I discovered that more than a few among us 

are laboring under the mistaken belief that our Presbytery’s vote in this matter has settled the issue for 

our Church; and it has not.  Our Presbytery’s vote is but one of 171 votes to be cast by presbyteries all 

across the country between now and June of this year, and it will require 86 presbyteries voting in the 

affirmative for Amendment 14-F to be added to our Book of Order. 

 

In an effort to dispel some of the misinformation being bantered about regarding this particular 

proposed amendment to the Constitution of the PCUSA, permit me to make the following two points: 

A. Should Amendment 14-F meet the requirement for approval by a majority of PCUSA 

presbyteries, performing and permitting same sex marriages by teaching elders and sessions 

would only be possible in states where it is legal. [Currently same sex marriage is not legal in the 

State of Tennessee.] 

B. Should Amendment 14-A pass, performing same sex marriages would not be mandatory for any 

teaching elder to perform or church session to permit.  [Presently, sessions determine if their 

church facilities may be used for wedding ceremonies, and teaching elders get to decide 

whether they will or will not officiate at a marriage service, no matter the couple; that will not 

change if this amendment passes.] 

 

Quoting from the proposed marriage amendment itself,  

“Nothing…shall compel a teaching elder to perform nor compel a session to authorize the use 

of church property for a marriage service that the teaching elder or the session believes is 

contrary to the teaching elder’s or the session’s discernment of the Holy Spirit and their 

understanding of the Word of God.”   

Should this amendment to the Book of Order be adopted, the authority of local churches and individual 

teaching elders to determine who will wed in their sanctuary and who they will pronounce the blessing 

of holy matrimony over is still retained by them.   

 

One final word on this subject for now:  A pastor of one of our churches, reporting to the congregation 

he serves about this one action of Presbytery, reminded those assembled:  “One of the touchstones of 

the Protestant Reformation—and of our Presbyterian branch of it in particular—is that Jesus Christ alone 

is Lord of the conscience.  We didn’t make Jesus Lord, God did that [Acts 2:36].  It is our privilege as 

believers to recognize him and follow him and submit our consciences to him by grace through faith.”  

And it is so!  


