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The Battle for Your Religious Liberty 
 

 

“We began as a nation built on freedom of religion, but are increasingly becoming a nation seeking 

freedom from religion.” -Unknown 
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General Facts about Religious Freedom Restoration Acts (RFRA) 

In a bipartisan effort, RFRA was signed into federal law in 1993 in response to the U.S. Supreme Court 
decision in Employment Div., Ore. Dept. of Human Res. v. Smith of 1990, a ruling which had lowered 
the bar for protecting religious liberty claims. RFRA effectively limits the reach of government 
interference in the free exercise of religion. 
 
The federal RFRA only applies to federal laws. It does not apply to state laws and state policies. 
Therefore, 20 states have passed state versions of RFRA, and judges in 13 additional states have 
affirmed RFRA-based protections for their states' citizens. All the states that border Georgia - Florida, 
Tennessee, South Carolina, and Alabama - have state RFRAs. Georgia also needs to pass RFRA. 
 
RFRA was written to protect the free exercise of religion, particularly from it being impacted by laws or 
policies that appear neutral toward religion, yet have negative repercussions on religious liberty, such 
as the Affordable Care Act. RFRA restores the highest standard of judicial review for religious liberty 
claims, the same standard that was used prior to the 1990 Oregon v. Smith ruling. RFRA's restoration of 
this strict scrutiny standard ensures that government cannot substantially burden the free exercise of 
religion without compelling justification of the highest order and that government must use the least 
restrictive means to accomplish its objective. Thus, Hobby Lobby won its religious liberty claim against 
this federal law that mandated employers to include abortion-inducing drugs in insurance plans. 
 
RFRA ensures that all religious faiths are treated equally under the law and greatly helps prevent 
discrimination against religious people. RFRA is supported by the nation’s largest faith communities: 
Catholic, Baptist, Evangelical, Mormon, and Orthodox Jewish.  
 
Religious freedom litigators explain that RFRA's greatest practical value is in litigation avoidance: it 
gives religious people and institutions much greater bargaining power in dealing with government 
bureaucrats and the attorneys who advise them. In the absence of RFRA, bureaucracies almost always 
have the advantage. RFRA instead puts the burden on government to justify actions that infringe on 
religious liberty and to use the least restrictive means available. However, RFRA is not a guarantee that 
those making a religious claim will win their case. RFRA merely provides firm statutory language upon 
which a robust defense against government action can be mounted. 
 
The political left has generally turned against RFRA due to their fears that it could conflict with their 
other political priorities. For example, LGBT rights groups are now generally opposed to RFRA because 
they want sexual freedom to trump religious freedom. Most abortion rights activists are also generally 
opposed to RFRA since the Hobby Lobby ruling of the U.S. Supreme Court struck down a portion of the 
Health and Human Services abortion drug and contraception mandate in the Affordable Care Act. 
Global businesses generally oppose RFRA and bring their heavy lobbying expertise to bear upon 
government leaders. In Georgia, this list has included businesses such as Home Depot, Coca-Cola, and 
Delta Airlines to name a few - leading members of the Georgia Chamber of Commerce. 
 
As the State of Indiana saw, opponents take extreme positions against RFRA and create many false 
arguments against the legislation. Religious liberty is unpopular with those who want a monopoly for 
their ideology.  Do not be fooled by arguments from the left that RFRA will create discrimination. 
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Instead, RFRA protects religious citizens from government discrimination and from bully tactics that 
seek to coerce religious believers to conform to secular views. 
 
Religious liberty is a cornerstone of all liberty. It is a basic human right. Americans are stewards of this 
great blessing. Our nation was founded on the principles of freedom, and the free exercise of religion 
has always been recognized as an active, vibrant part of all society. RFRA honors religious diversity. 
Without RFRA and other laws specifically addressing the right of religious expression in the 
marketplace and the public square, the courts may soon begin interpreting the First Amendment to 
apply only to the free exercise of religion within the confines of houses of worship and other religious 
ministries. For a nation that has been the world's best steward of religious liberty, if we don't protect 
religious liberty here, what will that mean for the rest of the world? 
 
RFRAs Can Help Protect . . .  
 
Churches, synagogues, and other houses of worship when local government actions deny permits to 
use or build facilities on unequal terms with secular structures.  
 
Home-based churches and Bible study groups that face eviction on unequal terms with large 
gatherings (like parties), which meet in homes for secular purposes. 
 
Ministries helping the homeless or ex-prisoners, which face zoning restrictions by local governments. 
 
Pharmacists who wish not to be forced to fill prescriptions for drugs that cause abortion and other 
medical professionals who wish not to participate in surgical abortions.  
 
Public school students who face discipline for refusing school assignments that they consider 
blasphemous. 
 
Public school students who face discipline for wearing religious symbols or other religious garb to 
school. 
 
Orthodox Jews whose religion forbids postmortem desecration of the body from being forced into 
routine mandatory autopsies. 
 
University students who want to exercise their freedom of association in religious clubs on campus. 
 
University students who want to complete their courses of study without fear that their religious 
viewpoints will interfere with their grades or with their chosen degree programs. 
 
Home school parents who have religious objections to onerous state regulations on the education of 
their children.  
 
Religious adoption services which adhere to religious guidelines for choosing the proper families to 
adopt children. 
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Regarding Georgia and RFRA in 2014 
 
During the 2014 Georgia General Assembly, Senator Josh McKoon authored SB 377, a state RFRA which 
passed the Senate Judiciary Committee. The bill was slated to come out of the Rules Committee onto 
the Senate floor for a vote, but lobbyists representing several big companies that are headquartered in 
Georgia met with the Rules Chairman to ask him to hold the bill. He held the bill, which meant that the 
process had to begin anew in 2015 because 2014 was the end of the two-year session. 
 
In addition, Rep. Sam Teasley authored a similar bill in the House, HB 1023. However, a hearing room 
filled with a standing-room crowd of Georgia Equality activists, a LGBT lobbyist organization, ended the 
bill's chances. 
 
Regarding Georgia and RFRA in 2015 and moving into 2016 
Sen. Josh McKoon sponsored SB 129, which passed the Senate and awaits action in the House for this 
year, 2016. The bill currently sits in the House Judiciary Committee. Rep. Sam Teasley also authored a 
House version of the bill, HB 218, but it has not received a hearing.  In order to get it through the 
House in the good language that passed the Senate, the Speaker of the House and the Governor must 
hear from people around the state urging them to support RFRA without any so-called anti-
discrimination amendments that would have the effect of undermining valid protections for religious 
liberty. The Georgia Republican Convention passed a resolution urging passage of SB 129 without 
amendments. The Georgia Baptist Convention also passed a resolution urging the bill's passage. 
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Text of the Religious Freedom Restoration Act, (RFRA) 

15 LC 41 0461ERS (SCS) 
S. B. 129 
- 1 - 
Senate Bill 129 
By: Senators McKoon of the 29th, Ligon, Jr. of the 3rd, Crane of the 28th, Bethel of the 54th, 
Harbin of the 16th and others 
AS PASSED SENATE 

A BILL TO BE ENTITLED 

AN ACT 

1 To amend Title 50 of the Official Code of Georgia Annotated, relating to state government, 

2 so as to provide for the preservation of religious freedom; to provide for legislative findings 

3 and purposes; to provide for the granting of relief; to provide for definitions; to provide for 

4 a short title; to provide for an effective date; to repeal conflicting laws; and for other 

5 purposes. 

6 BE IT ENACTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF GEORGIA: 

7 SECTION 1. 

8 This Act shall be known and may be cited as the "Georgia Religious Freedom Restoration 

9 Act." 

10 SECTION 2. 

11 Title 50 of the Official Code of Georgia Annotated, relating to state government, is amended 

12 by adding a new chapter to read as follows: 

13 "CHAPTER 15A 

14 50-15A-1. 

15 (a) The General Assembly finds and determines that: 

16 (1) The framers of the United States Constitution and the people of this state, recognizing 

17 free exercise of religion as an inalienable right, secured its protection in the First 

18 Amendment to the United States Constitution and in Paragraphs III and IV of Section I, 
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19 Article I of the Constitution of this state, respectively; 

20 (2) Laws neutral toward religion may burden religious exercise as surely as laws 

21 intended to interfere with religious exercise; 

22 (3) Governments should not substantially burden religious exercise without compelling 

23 justification; 

15 LC 41 0461ERS (SCS) 

S. B. 129 

- 2 - 

24 (4) In Employment Division v. Smith, 494 U.S. 872 (1990) the Supreme Court virtually 

25 eliminated the requirement that the government justify burden on religious exercise 

26 imposed by laws neutral toward religion; 

27 (5) The compelling interest test as set forth in prior federal court rulings is a workable 

28 test for striking sensible balances between religious liberty and competing prior 

29 governmental interests; 

30 (6) In City of Boerne v. Flores, 521 U.S. 507 (1997) the Supreme Court held that the 

31 compelling interest test provided for in the federal Religious Freedom Restoration Act 

32 must be adopted by a state through legislative act or court decision in order to apply to 

33 state or local government action; and 

34 (7) Courts have consistently held that government has a fundamental, overriding interest 

35 in eradicating discrimination. 

36 (b) The purpose of this chapter is to: 

37 (1) Restore the compelling interest test as set forth in Sherbert v. Verner, 374 U.S. 398 

38 (1963) and Wisconsin v. Yoder, 406 U.S. 205 (1972) and to guarantee its application in 

39 all cases where free exercise of religion is substantially burdened; and 

40 (2) Provide a claim or defense to persons whose religious exercise is substantially 
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41 burdened by government. 

42 50-15A-2. 

43 (a) Government shall not substantially burden a person's exercise of religion even if the 

44 burden results from a rule of general applicability, except as provided in subsection (b) of 

45 this Code section. 

46 (b) Government may substantially burden a person's exercise of religion only if it 

47 demonstrates that application of the burden to the person is: 

48 (1) In furtherance of a compelling governmental interest; and 

49 (2) The least restrictive means of achieving that compelling governmental interest. 

50 (c) A person whose religious exercise has been burdened in violation of this chapter may 

51 assert that violation as a claim or defense in a judicial proceeding and obtain appropriate 

52 relief against government. 

53 50-15A-3. 

54 In any action or proceeding to enforce a provision of this chapter, the court or tribunal may 

55 allow the prevailing party, other than government, a reasonable attorney fee as part of 

56 costs. 

65 50-15A-5. 

66 As used in this chapter, the term: 

67 (1) 'Delinquent act' shall have the same meaning as provided for in Code Section 

68 15-11-2. 

69 (2) 'Demonstrates' means meets the burdens of going forward with the evidence and of 

70 persuasion. 

71 (3) 'Exercise of religion' means any exercise of religion, whether or not compelled by, 

72 or central to, a system of religious belief, including but not limited to the practice or 

73 observance of religion under Paragraphs III and IV of Section I, Article I of the 
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74 Constitution of this state or the Free Exercise Clause of the First Amendment to the 

75 Constitution of the United States, or the use, building, or conversion of real property for 

76 the purpose of religious exercise. 

77 (4) 'Government' means the state or any local subdivision of the state or public 

78 instrumentality or public corporate body created by or under authority of state law, 

79 including but not limited to the executive, legislative, and judicial branches and every 

80 department, agency, board, bureau, office, commission, authority, or similar body 

81 thereof; municipalities; counties; school districts; special taxing districts; conservation 

82 districts; authorities; any other state or local public instrumentality or corporation; or 

83 other person acting under color of law. 

84 (5) 'Penal institution' means any jail, correctional institution, or similar facility for the 

85 detention of violators of state laws or local ordinances and any entity supervising such 

86 violators placed on parole, probation, or other conditional release and any facility for the 

87 restrictive custody of children and any entity supervising children who are not in 

88 restrictive custody but who are accused of or adjudicated for a delinquent act. 

89 (6) 'Restrictive custody' shall have the same meaning as provided for in Code Section 

90 15-11-2." 

15 LC 41 0461ERS (SCS) 

S. B. 129 

- 4 - 

91 SECTION 3. 

92 This Act shall become effective upon its approval by the Governor or upon its becoming law 

93 without such approval. 

94 SECTION 4. 

95 All laws and parts of laws in conflict with this Act are repealed. 



12 
 

Georgia First Amendment Defense Act (Georgia FADA) 

1. Why is the Georgia FADA needed and what does it do? 

The Georgia FADA would preserve the status quo as much as possible, preventing state and local 
governments from discriminating against individuals, organizations, and businesses based upon their 
religious beliefs or moral convictions that marriage is the union of one man and one woman or that 
sexual relations are properly reserved to such a marriage. The Act provides broad protections against 
adverse government actions directed toward individuals, organizations, and businesses that act and 
speak on such beliefs. In a pluralistic society, in which people of good faith hold more than one view of 
marriage, it is possible to fully protect the rights of same-sex couples, as required by the United States 
Supreme Court, without forcing religious groups and believers to conform. 
 
Why needed:  Because the Supreme Court redefined marriage in Obergefell v. Hodges, protection is 
needed for Georgians who hold the traditional religious view of marriage and sexual conduct. Even 
before the passage of Obergefell, there was growing intolerance toward religiously-minded individuals, 
organizations, and businesses who want to live by their conviction that marriage is the union of one 
man and one woman or that sexual  relations are properly reserved to such a marriage. Since the 
ruling, there are increasing reports of individuals, organizations, and businesses holding such beliefs 
being targeted for discrimination by state governments. This bill would prevent Georgia from engaging 
in similar discrimination. 
 
What it does:  A Georgia FADA would protect Georgians from state or local government actions that 

would retaliate against them for holding traditional religious beliefs regarding marriage in the areas of: 

o   Tax treatment, including tax exempt status and charitable contribution deductions; 
o   Government grants, contracts and subcontracts, cooperative agreements, guarantees, loans,    
 scholarships, licenses, certifications, accreditations, and employment; 
o   Government benefits and entitlements; 
o   Access to government facilities, educational institutions, and charitable fundraising campaigns; 
o   Accreditation, licensing, and certification. 
 

 In the recent Obergefell Supreme Court decision legalizing same-sex marriage, the opinion 
reassured that the religious liberty rights of all Americans, including those who advocate a 
traditional view of marriage, must be protected. As Justice Kennedy stated in the decision, "The 
First Amendment ensures that religious organizations and persons are given proper protection 
as they seek to teach the principles that are so fulfilling and so central to their lives and faiths, 
and to their own deep aspirations to continue the family structure they have long revered. The 
same is true of those who oppose same-sex marriage for other reasons.” 

 The federal FADA has been introduced by Senator Mike Lee (R-UT) (S 1598) and Representative 
Raul Labrador (R-ID) (HR 2802).  The legislation is co-sponsored by Georgia U.S. Senators Johnny 
Isakson and David Perdue. It is also co-sponsored by every member of the Republican 
Congressional Delegation. The Georgia FADA tracks a revised version of the federal FADA that 
was reintroduced in Congress, September 2015. 
 
 



13 
 

2. Whom would the Act protect? 
The Georgia FADA would protect a wide array of persons, including individuals, businesses, and 
organizations, both for-profits and non-profits, regardless of whether or not they are religiously 
affiliated. Thus, business owners as well as faith communities would be protected. 
 
3. What states have attempted the type of discrimination this bill is designed to protect against? 
There are many examples. Recently, in Idaho, two ministers, a husband and wife, were threatened 
with criminal prosecution for not officiating at same-sex “weddings.” In California, a bill was introduced 
in the California legislature to strip the Boy Scouts of their state tax exemption based on the Scouts’ 
decision not to have adults who publically identify as homosexual serve as Scout leaders. The bill would 
also have revoked the tax-exempt status of other youth organizations that hold to an authentic sexual 
morality, including organizations affiliated with Catholic schools. In New Mexico, the State Supreme 
Court ruled that a husband and wife who own and operate a photography studio must act against their 
religious beliefs and take photographs of a same-sex commitment ceremony, if they want to do 
business in the state. One of the judges wrote that violating one’s religious beliefs was “the price of 
citizenship.” There are many other examples around the nation. 
 
4. What are any comparisons and contrasts between the Georgia FADA and the Georgia RFRA? 
The basic framework and foundation to protect religious liberty is the Georgia RFRA because it 
provides broad, but not guaranteed, protection for all Georgians’ religious liberty in a wide range of 
contexts. The Georgia RFRA simply establishes a judicial balancing test, the same one used by the U.S. 
Supreme Court and federal judges in religious liberty claim cases. Just as federal judges must weigh the 
burden on religious liberty against the importance of the federal government’s interest in restricting 
citizens’ religious liberty for certain purposes, Georgia's judges would be required to do the same. With 
the Georgia RFRA, courts would be required to use the same balancing test when considering cases 
dealing with Georgians’ religious liberty claims. Whether those religious liberty claims win in a Georgia 
court would depend on how the court balanced the competing claims under the guidance of the 
Georgia RFRA. Particularly, the balancing test requires that courts use their strict scrutiny standard of 
review to ensure that government cannot substantially burden the free exercise of religion without 
compelling justification of the highest order and that government must use the least restrictive means 
to accomplish its constitutional objective. In the absence of RFRA, bureaucracies almost always have 
the advantage. RFRA instead puts the burden on government to justify actions that infringe on 
religious liberty. However, RFRA is not a guarantee that those making a religious claim will win their 
case. RFRA merely provides firm statutory language upon which a robust defense against government 
action can be mounted. 
 
In comparison, the Georgia FADA also protects religious liberty, but the contrast with RFRA is quite 
evident in that FADA offers protection for a particular subset of religious beliefs and actions regarding 
the sacred bonds of marriage and moral sexual conduct, which may not be covered under RFRA. The 
Georgia FADA is specifically limited to protecting citizens from governmental retaliation regarding 
traditional views on marriage and sexual conduct. If its protections are triggered, however, FADA’s 
protections are stronger than RFRA’s.  If a court finds that FADA’s protections apply, then there is no 
balancing test between the citizen’s claim and the government’s interest. Instead, under FADA, the 
citizen automatically wins, whereas under RFRA, the citizen may or may not win.  In other words, 
because RFRA works across an extensive range of situations in which religious liberty claims may arise, 
the balancing test allows the courts to evaluate each specific context to determine whether or not 
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citizens’ specific religious liberty claims should trump a particular governmental interest.  But in the 
context of protecting citizens who hold the traditional view of marriage, FADA signifies that the 
General Assembly itself has already done the necessary balancing of interests between a citizen’s right 
to hold traditional beliefs regarding marriage and any countervailing governmental interest and has 
determined that the citizen’s religious beliefs regarding marriage and moral sexual conduct should 
always be protected. 
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What Should I Expect, in Light of the U.S. Supreme Court Ruling on Marriage? 
http://www.focusonthefamily.com/socialissues/promos/supreme-court-marriage-decision 

 
We will continue to see religious freedom taking a back seat to sexual freedom in society:   
Education: Public education will incorporate messages about same-sex marriage, homosexuality and 

transgender issues.  Parental rights to "opt" their children out of teachings about sensitive, sexual 
topics presented in sex-education courses may not be extended to curricula in other areas, such as 
history and social studies. 

Voter Disenfranchisement:  Millions of voters, who civically engaged to overwhelmingly support 
traditional marriage via state marriage amendments in more than 30 states, will be superseded by 
liberal judges within the federal judiciary system. 

Business: Christian-owned businesses are likely to see a continued push to embrace and celebrate 
homosexuality through same-sex marriage.  A number of believers have already politely declined 
to participate in same-sex ceremonies and were penalized for doing so.   

Counseling:  There will be a continued push to ban counseling for teenagers who struggle with 
unwanted same-sex attraction and desire therapy to address this. Eventually, opponents of these 
types of counseling will try to ban all such therapies.  

Culture:  Those who adhere to a biblical view of sexuality, marriage and family will need to increase 
efforts to share this truth with love as opponents of God's design push to silence and penalize 
supporters of one-man, one-woman marriage.   

Church: Risk losing tax-exempt status, which could lead to loss of donations/income. 
Pastors/Leaders: Risk fines/jail time for refusing to perform same-sex marriages. 
 
In addition to the above list compiled by Focus on the Family, the following progression can also be 

expected from a bad U.S. Supreme Court decision. 
Freedom of Speech: Like Canada, government would begin to categorize speech against homosexuality 

as "hate-speech," and such speech could then lead to various consequences such as loss of 
employment, government prosecution, and various levels of censorship. 

Non-Profits: Christian organizations and schools may be under threat of losing their non-profit status if 
they refuse to acknowledge same-sex "marriage." Adoption agencies that refuse to place children 
with same-sex couples could face penalties or even have to close their doors as Catholic Charities 
has already had to do in Illinois. Similar concerns face foster care organizations. 

Employment: Already, $25 million  has been pledged toward political efforts that would create a 
special civil rights class for members of the LGBT in federal law and in the 28 states where civil 
rights statutes do not include sexual orientation as a protected class. Georgia will be one of the 
targeted states.   

Increasing Confusion in Gender-Related Policies and Other Marriage Policies: Already, federal  
        government threats of withholding $47 million in Title IX funding from the Fairfax County School 
        system in Virginia has coerced the school board to approve a policy to allow gender-confused 

teachers and students to use bathrooms and locker rooms of their choice. Expect polygamy to be 
the next "marriage" frontier if Obergefell v. Hodges is not overturned. 

Higher Education: Students in public universities who express views against homosexuality will face 
increasing hostility and even risk expulsion from some programs of study, such as counseling. 
Private institutions may be forced to accommodate same-sex marriage policies or risk losing non-
profit status. 
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How Will the U.S. Supreme Court's 
Same-Sex-Marriage Decision Affect Religious Liberty? 

  Emma Green -  June 26, 2015 

http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2015/06/how-will-the-us-supreme-courts-same-sex-marriage-
decision-affect-religious-liberty/396986/ 

 

On Friday, five justices affirmed LGBT Americans’ Constitutional right to wed. The other four 
foreshadowed the major conflicts over religious freedom that are about to begin. 
 
For a long time, supporters of gay marriage in the U.S. were in the minority. As early as last year, that 
started changing, and now, a solid majority of Americans support same-sex unions. As of Friday, they 
can count the Supreme Court as their ally: In a 5-4 decision, the justices ruled that LGBT individuals 
have a Constitutionally protected right to wed. 
 
What does this mean for the shrinking number—but still substantial portion—of Americans who 
oppose gay marriage, particularly on religious grounds? In their dissents to the Court’s opinion in 
Obergefell v. Hodges, Justices Samuel Alito, John Roberts, Antonin Scalia, and Clarence Thomas worry 
about other Americans’ right to dissent to gay marriage, just as they have. They worry what will 
happen as those who oppose gay marriage become, for the first time in this country’s history, a 
minority. 
 
This is not a new fear. Especially over the last two years, as more and more states have legalized same-
sex marriage, religious conservatives have expressed anxiety about attacks on religious freedom: the 
cake baker who doesn’t want to work a same-sex wedding ceremony, the college that faces potential 
consequences for not supporting homosexuality. In a statement outside of the Supreme Court 
following the Obergefell decision, Russell Moore, the head of the Southern Baptist Convention’s Ethics 
and Religious Liberty Commission, said, “We need to be the people who know how to articulate a 
Christian vision of sexuality that will be increasingly counter-cultural from this point on.” 
 
Alito shares this anxiety. “Today’s decision … will be used to vilify Americans who are unwilling to 
assent to the new orthodoxy,” he writes. In particular, he objects to the comparison between bans on 
same-sex marriage and the bans on interracial marriage that were widespread before the Court 
overturned them in 1967 in Loving v. Virginia. “The implications of this analogy will be exploited by 
those who are determined to stamp out every vestige of dissent,” he argues. 
 
On Friday, same-sex marriage supporters outside of the Supreme Court were giddy with delight—
advocates have been working toward this moment for literally decades. There was also somewhat 
giddy dissent: Bobby Jindal, Louisiana’s governor and a GOP presidential candidate, suggested that the 
Court should be abolished. Pike Couty, Alabama, has decided to stop issuing marriage licenses 
altogether. But as Alito, Roberts, Scalia, and Thomas point out, this decision will almost certainly kick 
off a series of legal challenges related to religious liberty. The justices focus on three issues in 
particular, some of which have already created legal and political tussles: gay adoption; the tax-exempt 
status of religious organizations that wish to discriminate on the basis of sexual orientation; and the 
obligation of private churches and individuals to recognize and perform same-sex marriages. 
 

http://www.theatlantic.com/author/emma-green/
http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2014/05/judges-are-ready-for-gay-marriage-but-are-the-people/371005/
http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2015/01/taming-christian-culture-war-rage/383908/
http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2015/01/taming-christian-culture-war-rage/383908/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/early-lead/wp/2015/02/27/south-carolina-college-bans-homosexuality-after-two-volleyball-players-come-out-as-gay/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/early-lead/wp/2015/02/27/south-carolina-college-bans-homosexuality-after-two-volleyball-players-come-out-as-gay/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qsp59P1sFro&app=desktop
https://twitter.com/CHueyBurnsRCP/status/614471424984657920
http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/1857/11/america-reacts-to-marriage-equality/396968/?preview=Zux-M2a41f-4NXzjdg4vQvK7StY
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As The New York Times wrote earlier this month, this decision means that “gay couples [will] for the 
first time be able to widely adopt children regardless of which state they live in.” Same-sex partners 
have long struggled to secure adoption rights, particularly in states that place limitations on the kinds 
of couples that can adopt. Mississippi, for example, has a law expressly forbidding adoption by couples 
of the same gender; Nebraska restricts same-sex couples from being foster parents. These laws may 
face challenges in light of the Court’s decision, but another kind of law may become more common: 
Earlier in June, Michigan passed a law allowing adoption agencies—even those that are publicly 
funded—to refuse to place children with same-sex couples if they have religious objections to doing so. 
It’s unclear how this religious-liberty claim might be interpreted in light of Obergefell; this is one of the 
“hard questions” that will be raised by the Court’s decision, Roberts writes, and “there is little doubt 
that these and similar questions will soon be before this Court.” 
 
The other example Roberts specifically calls out is the tax status of religious organizations that wish to 
discriminate on the basis of sexual orientation. This was a question that came up during oral 
arguments for Obergefell: Alito raised a 1983 case involving the evangelical Christian Bob Jones 
University, which had refused to allow interracial dating on its campus. The Court ruled that the school 
could not be tax exempt if it maintained its ban; the university accepted the consequences, not 
changing its policy until 2000. The question, now, is what will happen to the many, many religious 
organizations that don’t support homosexuality, let alone gay marriage. This involves everything from 
stated policies—“for example, [when] a religious college provides married student housing only to 
opposite-sex married couples,” Roberts writes—to issues of employment and benefits for employees 
in gay unions. 
 
“Today’s decision … will be used to vilify Americans who are unwilling to assent to the new orthodoxy.” 
 
Examples of this have already come up. The most prominent example is that of Gordon College, which 
faced the possibility of losing its accreditation after the New England Associations of Schools and 
Colleges asked it to review how its policies affect gay students. The school has decided to maintain its 
position on sexuality, which prohibits student or faculty sex outside of heterosexual marriage. It could 
be a signal of similar cases to come—last summer, for example, a broad coalition of faith leaders asked 
President Obama to provide a exemption for religious groups in an executive order banning federal 
contractors from discriminating against gays and lesbians. Those same groups that asked for the 
exemption will likely face new questions in the days to come on how the Obergefell decision should 
affect their policies. 
 
Finally, individual church leaders—and judges—will face decisions about whether to perform and 
recognize gay marriages. In June, North Carolina passed a law allowing judges to refuse to issue 
marriage licenses altogether if they object to same-sex unions on religious grounds. This law may only 
be the beginning. “In our society, marriage is not simply a governmental institution; it is a religious 
institution as well,” Thomas writes. “It appears all but inevitable that the two will come into conflict, 
particularly as individuals and churches are confronted with demands to participate in and endorse 
civil marriages between same-sex couples.” 
 
The future of gay marriage has long been a question in the United States, and on Friday, the country 
got an answer. The questions and conversations surrounding gay marriage now will be of a different 
kind: what it means to oppose, rather than support, same-sex marriage. 

http://www.nytimes.com/2015/06/15/your-money/same-sex-parents-rights-may-be-unresolved-after-justices-ruling.html
http://www.lgbtmap.org/equality-maps/foster_and_adoption_laws
http://www.lgbtmap.org/equality-maps/foster_and_adoption_laws
http://www.slate.com/blogs/outward/2015/06/10/michigan_legislature_passes_anti_gay_adoption_bills.html#lf_comment=326337407
http://www.washingtonpost.com/news/acts-of-faith/wp/2015/04/28/could-religious-institutions-lose-tax-exempt-status-over-supreme-courts-gay-marriage-case/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/news/acts-of-faith/wp/2015/04/28/could-religious-institutions-lose-tax-exempt-status-over-supreme-courts-gay-marriage-case/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/early-lead/wp/2015/02/27/south-carolina-college-bans-homosexuality-after-two-volleyball-players-come-out-as-gay/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/early-lead/wp/2015/02/27/south-carolina-college-bans-homosexuality-after-two-volleyball-players-come-out-as-gay/
https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2015/03/17/gordon-college-maintains-ban-homosexual-practice-creates-human-sexuality-task-force
https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2015/03/17/gordon-college-maintains-ban-homosexual-practice-creates-human-sexuality-task-force
http://www.washingtonpost.com/local/faith-leaders-exempt-religious-groups-from-order-barring-lgbt-bias-in-hiring/2014/07/02/d82e68da-01f1-11e4-b8ff-89afd3fad6bd_story.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/local/faith-leaders-exempt-religious-groups-from-order-barring-lgbt-bias-in-hiring/2014/07/02/d82e68da-01f1-11e4-b8ff-89afd3fad6bd_story.html
http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2015/06/north-carolina-same-sex-marriage/395171/
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A Warning from Canada: Same-Sex Marriage Erodes Fundamental Rights 

Americans need to understand that the endgame of the LGBT rights movement involves centralized 
state power—and the end of First Amendment freedoms. 
 
I am one of six adult children of gay parents who recently filed amicus briefs with the US Supreme 
Court, asking the Court to respect the authority of citizens to keep the original definition of marriage: a 
union between one man and one woman to the exclusion of all others, so that children may know and 
may be raised by their biological parents. I also live in Canada, where same-sex marriage was federally 
mandated in 2005. 
 
I am the daughter of a gay father who died of AIDS. I described my experiences in my book: Out From 
Under: The Impact of Homosexual Parenting. Over fifty adult children who were raised by LGBT parents 
have communicated with me and share my concerns about same-sex marriage and parenting. Many of 
us struggle with our own sexuality and sense of gender because of the influences in our household 
environments growing up. 
 
We have great compassion for people who struggle with their sexuality and gender identity—not 
animosity. And we love our parents. Yet, when we go public with our stories, we often face ostracism, 
silencing, and threats. 
 
I want to warn America to expect severe erosion of First Amendment freedoms if the US Supreme 
Court mandates same-sex marriage. The consequences have played out in Canada for ten years now, 
and they are truly Orwellian in nature and scope. 
 
Canada’s Lessons 
 
In Canada, freedoms of speech, press, religion, and association have suffered greatly due to 
government pressure. The debate over same-sex marriage that is taking place in the United States 
could not legally exist in Canada today. Because of legal restrictions on speech, if you say or write 
anything considered “homophobic” (including, by definition, anything questioning same-sex marriage), 
you could face discipline, termination of employment, or prosecution by the government. 
 
Why do police prosecute speech under the guise of eliminating “hate speech” when there are existing 
legal remedies and criminal protections against slander, defamation, threats, and assault that equally 
apply to all Americans? Hate-crime-like policies using the terms “sexual orientation” and “gender 
identity” create unequal protections in law, whereby protected groups receive more legal protection 
than other groups. 

http://www.thepublicdiscourse.com/author/dawn-stefanowicz/
http://www.thepublicdiscourse.com/category/foreign-affairs/
http://www.thepublicdiscourse.com/category/marriage/
http://www.amazon.com/Out-Under-Dawn-Stefanowicz/dp/1632323559/ref=sr_1_4?ie=UTF8&qid=1429134811&sr=8-4&keywords=out+from+under
http://www.amazon.com/Out-Under-Dawn-Stefanowicz/dp/1632323559/ref=sr_1_4?ie=UTF8&qid=1429134811&sr=8-4&keywords=out+from+under
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Having witnessed how mob hysteria in Indiana caused the legislature to back-track on a Religious 
Freedom Restoration Act, many Americans are beginning to understand that some activists on the Left 
want to usher in state control over every institution and freedom. In this scheme, personal autonomy 
and freedom of expression become nothing more than pipe dreams, and children become 
commodified. 
 
Children are not commodities that can be justifiably severed from their natural parentage and traded 
between unrelated adults. Children in same-sex households will often deny their grief and pretend 
they don’t miss a biological parent, feeling pressured to speak positively due to the politics surrounding 
LGBT households. However, when children lose either of their biological parents because of death, 
divorce, adoption, or artificial reproductive technology, they experience a painful void. It is the same 
for us when our gay parent brings his or her same-sex partner(s) into our lives. Their partner(s) can 
never replace our missing biological parent. 
 
The State as Ultimate Arbiter of Parenthood 
 
Over and over, we are told that “permitting same-sex couples access to the designation of marriage 
will not deprive anyone of any rights.” That is a lie. 
 
When same-sex marriage was legalized in Canada in 2005, parenting was immediately redefined. 
Canada’s gay marriage law, Bill C-38, included a provision to erase the term “natural parent” and 
replace it across the board with gender-neutral “legal parent” in federal law. Now all children only 
have “legal parents,” as defined by the state. By legally erasing biological parenthood in this way, the 
state ignores children’s foremost right: their immutable, intrinsic yearning to know and be raised by 
their own biological parents. 
 
Mothers and fathers bring unique and complementary gifts to their children. Contrary to the logic of 
same-sex marriage, the gender of parents matters for the healthy development of children. We know, 
for example, that the majority of incarcerated men did not have their fathers in the home. Fathers by 
their nature secure identity, instill direction, provide discipline, boundaries, and risk-taking adventures, 
and set lifelong examples for children. But fathers cannot nurture children in the womb or give birth to 
and breast-feed babies. Mothers nurture children in unique and beneficial ways that cannot be 
duplicated by fathers. 
 
It doesn’t take a rocket scientist to know that men and women are anatomically, biologically, 
physiologically, psychologically, hormonally, and neurologically different from each other. These 
unique differences provide lifelong benefits to children that cannot be duplicated by same-gender 
“legal” parents acting out different gender roles or attempting to substitute for the missing male or 
female role model in the home. 
 
In effect, same-sex marriage not only deprives children of their own rights to natural parentage, it gives 
the state the power to override the autonomy of biological parents, which means parental rights are 
usurped by the government. 
 
 
 

http://www.parl.gc.ca/about/Parliament/LegislativeSummaries/bills_ls.asp?ls=c38&Parl=38&Ses=1
http://thefederalist.com/2014/04/09/bait-and-switch-how-same-sex-marriage-ends-marriage-and-family-autonomy/
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Hate Tribunals Are Coming 
 
In Canada, it is considered discriminatory to say that marriage is between a man and a woman or that 
every child should know and be raised by his or her biological married parents. It is not just politically 
incorrect in Canada to say so; you can be saddled with tens of thousands of dollars in legal fees, fined, 
and forced to take sensitivity training. 
 
Anyone who is offended by something you have said or written can make a complaint to the Human 
Rights Commissions and Tribunals. In Canada, these organizations police speech, penalizing citizens for 
any expression deemed in opposition to particular sexual behaviors or protected groups identified 
under “sexual orientation.” It takes only one complaint against a person to be brought before the 
tribunal, costing the defendant tens of thousands of dollars in legal fees. The commissions have the 
power to enter private residences and remove all items pertinent to their investigations, checking for 
hate speech. 
 
The plaintiff making the complaint has his legal fees completely paid for by the government. Not so the 
defendant. Even if the defendant is found innocent, he cannot recover his legal costs. If he is found 
guilty, he must pay fines to the person(s) who brought forth the complaint. 
 
If your beliefs, values, and political opinions are different from the state’s, you risk losing your 
professional license, job, or business, and even your children. Look no further than the Lev Tahor Sect, 
an Orthodox Jewish sect. Many members, who had been involved in a bitter custody battle with child 
protection services, began leaving Chatham, Ontario, for Guatemala in March 2014, to escape 
prosecution for their religious faith, which conflicted with the Province’s guidelines for religious 
education. Of the two hundred sect members, only half a dozen families remain in Chatham. 
 
Parents can expect state interference when it comes to moral values, parenting, and education—and 
not just in school. The state has access into your home to supervise you as the parent, to judge your 
suitability. And if the state doesn’t like what you are teaching your children, the state will attempt to 
remove them from your home. 
 
Teachers cannot make comments in their social networks, write letters to editors, publicly debate, or 
vote according to their own conscience on their own time. They can be disciplined or lose any chance 
of tenure. They can be required at a bureaucrat’s whim to take re-education classes or sensitivity 
training, or be fired for thinking politically incorrect thoughts. 
 
When same-sex marriage was created in Canada, gender-neutral language became legally mandated. 
Newspeak proclaims that it is discriminatory to assume a human being is male or female, or 
heterosexual. So, to be inclusive, special non-gender-specific language is being used in media, 
government, workplaces, and especially schools to avoid appearing ignorant, homophobic, or 
discriminatory. A special curriculum is being used in many schools to teach students how to use proper 
gender-neutral language. Unbeknownst to many parents, use of gender terms to describe husband and 
wife, father and mother, Mother’s Day and Father’s Day, and “he” and “she” is being steadily 
eradicated in Canadian schools. 
 
 

http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/montreal/lev-tahor-ultra-orthodox-jewish-sect-quietly-moves-to-guatemala-1.2744971
http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/montreal/lev-tahor-ultra-orthodox-jewish-sect-quietly-moves-to-guatemala-1.2744971
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Which Is More Important: Sexual Autonomy or the First Amendment? 
 
Recently, an American professor who was anonymously interviewed for the American Conservative 
questioned whether sexual autonomy is going to cost you your freedoms: “We are now at the point, he 
said, at which it is legitimate to ask if sexual autonomy is more important than the First Amendment?” 
Under the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms, Canadian citizens were supposed to have been 
guaranteed: (1) freedom of conscience and religion; (2) freedom of thought, belief, opinion, and 
expression, including freedom of the press and other media of communication; (3) freedom of peaceful 
assembly; and (4) freedom of association. In reality, all of these freedoms have been curtailed with the 
legalization of same-sex marriage. 
 
Wedding planners, rental halls, bed and breakfast owners, florists, photographers, and bakers have 
already seen their freedoms eroded, conscience rights ignored, and religious freedoms trampled in 
Canada. But this is not just about the wedding industry. Anybody who owns a business may not legally 
permit his or her conscience to inform business practices or decisions if those decisions are not in line 
with the tribunals’ decisions and the government’s sexual orientation and gender identity non-
discrimination laws. In the end, this means that the state basically dictates whether and how citizens 
may express themselves. 
 
Freedom to assemble and speak freely about man-woman marriage, family, and sexuality is now 
restricted. Most faith communities have become “politically correct” to avoid fines and loss of 
charitable status. Canadian media are restricted by the Canadian Radio, Television, and 
Telecommunications Commission (CRTC), which is similar to the FCC. If the media air anything 
considered discriminatory, broadcasting licenses can be revoked, and “human rights bodies” can 
charge fines and restrict future airings. 
 
An example of legally curtailed speech regarding homosexuality in Canada involves the case of Bill 
Whatcott, who was arrested for hate speech in April 2014 after distributing pamphlets that were 
critical of homosexuality. Whether or not you agree with what he says, you should be aghast at this 
state-sanctioned gagging. Books, DVDs, and other materials can also be confiscated at the Canadian 
border if the materials are deemed “hateful.” 
 
Americans need to prepare for the same sort of surveillance-society in America if the Supreme Court 
rules to ban marriage as a male-female institution. It means that no matter what you believe, the 
government will be free to regulate your speech, your writing, your associations, and whether or not 
you may express your conscience. Americans also need to understand that the endgame for some in 
the LGBT rights movement involves centralized state power—and the end of First Amendment 
freedoms. 
 
Dawn Stefanowicz is an internationally recognized speaker and author. She is a member of the 
Testimonial Committee of the International Children’s Rights Institute. Her book, Out From Under: The 
Impact of Homosexual Parenting, is available at http://www.dawnstefanowicz.org. Dawn, a full-time 
licensed accountant, is married and has two teenaged children. 
 

 

http://www.theamericanconservative.com/dreher/the-post-indiana-future-christian-religious-liberty-gay-rights/
http://www.charterofrights.ca/en/27_00_01
http://www.straight.com/blogra/411046/anti-abortion-anti-gay-activist-bill-whatcott-admits-defeat-canada
http://www.straight.com/blogra/411046/anti-abortion-anti-gay-activist-bill-whatcott-admits-defeat-canada
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How Rich Corporate Elites Are Lobbying Lawmakers to Crush Marriage Advocates 

Ryan T. Anderson / @ryantand / July 29, 2015 

http://dailysignal.com/2015/07/29/ 
how-rich-corporate-elites-are-lobbying-lawmakers-to-crush-marriage-advocates/ 

 

What do you do when you can’t persuade the American people to embrace your values? 
 
You use government coercion to impose those values on people. And you get rich corporate elites to 
lobby government on your behalf. 
 
That’s what’s taking place right now in the aftermath of the Supreme Court’s ruling on gay marriage. 
 
Last week, Democrats in both houses of Congress introduced a bill they call the “Equality Act.” This bill 
adds the phrase “sexual orientation and gender identity” to more or less every federal law that has 
protections on the basis of race. 
 
If the bill ever became law, the government would treat ordinary Americans who believe we are 
created male and female, and that male and female are created for each other in marriage, as if they 
were racists. 
 
The Human Rights Campaign, the LGBT activist group behind the bill, has been trumpeting that 
“Corporate Giants Announce Support” for the bill. That’s right: “corporate giants” want the federal 
government to coerce and penalize mom-and-pop flower shops because they have a different set of 
cultural values. 
 
This sort of special interest rent-seeking has a name: cultural cronyism. 
 
In “Truth Overruled: The Future of Marriage and Religious Freedom,” I explain how cultural cronyism 
has been the primary technique the Left has used to redefine marriage. 
 
The basic idea is that LGBT activists couldn’t persuade a majority of citizens to vote to redefine 
marriage, so they got five unelected judges to redefine marriage for the entire country. Now, they’re 
using corporate giants to pressure lawmakers in D.C. to enact legislation that would eliminate any 
dissent. 
 
It gets worse. 
 
Remember the way that “corporate giants” attacked the Indiana religious freedom bill? That wasn’t a 
fluke. It was part of a well-coordinated, well-financed campaign to eliminate religious liberty 
protections. CNA reports: 
 
A leader in LGBT grant-making has told business leaders that he wants to shut down the political fight 
for religious freedom exemptions in the U.S. within three years. 

http://dailysignal.com/author/randerson/
http://twitter.com/ryantand
http://www.amazon.com/dp/B00XTB2LCC/
http://www.heritage.org/research/reports/2014/04/marriage-reason-and-religious-liberty-much-ado-about-sex-nothing-to-do-with-race
http://www.heritage.org/research/reports/2014/04/marriage-reason-and-religious-liberty-much-ado-about-sex-nothing-to-do-with-race
http://www.hrc.org/blog/entry/momentum-builds-corporate-giants-announce-support-for-federal-lgbt-non-disc
http://dailysignal.com/2014/12/28/great-grandma-florist-lose-livelihood-saying-no-wedding/
http://thefederalist.com/2015/05/27/cronyism-doesnt-just-infect-markets-it-infects-culture/
http://www.amazon.com/dp/B00XTB2LCC/
http://dailysignal.com/2015/03/30/apple-ceo-tim-cook-is-a-hypocrite-and-wrong-about-indiana-religious-freedom/
http://www.catholicnewsagency.com/news/lgbt-grant-maker-wants-to-win-religious-liberty-fight-within-three-years-96064/
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And these words are not empty rhetoric. A CNA investigation has found that millions of dollars have 
been poured into efforts to combat religious freedom exemptions in the United States. 
 
Again we see business leaders who want the freedom to run their businesses in accordance with their 
values using the force of government to prevent other Americans from running their businesses, and 
schools, and charities in accordance with their values. 
 
Indeed, the CNA report shows that one LGBT group gave over $275,000 to defeat religious liberty 
protections in Oregon. 
 
As I recount in Truth Overruled, Oregon is the state where an evangelical baker was fined $135,000 for 
declining to bake a cake for a same-sex wedding. 
 
Public policy should not be the result of cultural cronyism. 
 
Whatever you think about gay marriage, and regardless of whether you’d bake a gay wedding cake or 
not, all Americans should agree that the government should not be coercing bakers into violating their 
beliefs and fining them if they refuse. 
 
The problem is that liberal activists have undone core elements of the American Founding. 
 
The result is the overreach of progressive government and the administrative state, the sexual 
revolution’s elevation of desire over reason and the whittling of religious free exercise down to the 
freedom to worship. We need to counter all of these developments. Policy organizations, religious and 
civic organizations and legal organizations will have to play their roles in empowering the citizenry to 
reclaim their government and culture. 
 
I offer a roadmap for these groups to follow in Truth Overruled. 
 
Without a return to the principles of the American Founding—ordered liberty based on faith and 
reason, natural rights and morality, limited government and civil society—Americans will continue to 
face serious and perplexing challenges. The dilemmas faced by bakers and florists and charities and 
schools are only the beginning. 
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Georgia Business Launches a Sudden Campaign Aimed at the State Capitol 

Posted: 9:00 am Saturday, May 17th, 2014 
http://politics.blog.ajc.com/2014/05/17/ 

georgia-business-launches-a-sudden-campaign-aimed-at-the-state-capitol/ 
 

This winter, the state Capitol erupted in a sudden and unexpected fight over a set of “religious liberty” 
bills that were interpreted as a hostile reaction to the ground that gay marriage has gained through the 
courts. 
 
Tea party supporters sought protection for the Christian wedding photographer who, out of 
conscience, refuses to snap pictures of a same-sex couple exchanging vows. 
 
But Georgia’s corporate giants saw something else: Legislation that would open their businesses to 
boycotts and lawsuits, trapping them in unwanted disputes perhaps generated by their own workers – 
the UPS driver who won’t deliver a package to a gay bar, or the flight attendant who won’t pour coffee 
for a honey-mooning lesbian couple. 
 
Led by Atlanta-based Delta Air Lines, business heavyweights quickly announced their opposition to the 
bills. Which were summarily withdrawn or buried, to howls of frustration from the GOP’s right flank. 
 
“When it came to protecting one of the reasons this nation was formed, [GOP leaders] caved to 
pressure from corporate lobbyists and the left,” a fuming Julianne Thompson of Atlanta Tea Party 
Patriots said at the time. She pointed specifically to the “Hobby Lobby” portion of the Affordable Care 
Act that requires employers to include coverage for contraception in health insurance packages. 
 
Thompson vowed that the “religious liberty” movement would return next year. And Georgia business 
leaders apparently believed her. 
 
The biggest secret of this election season has been the sudden formation of a statewide, independent 
campaign to oust some of the most extreme – participants would say anti-business – members of the 
Legislature. And lend support to those viewed as more friendly. Financial data has only become 
available in the last few days. 
 
Formed shortly after the Legislature adjourned in March, and still barely a month old, the Georgia 
Coalition for Job Creation has already raised north of $350,000. 
 
Massive checks have been written: Nearly $100,000 from Georgia Chamber of Commerce entities, 
$50,000 each from Coca Cola, Delta, Georgia Power, AT&T, and $25,000 from Newell Rubbermaid, 
Home Depot and SunTrust. 
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Schools Seek Protection for Marriage Views 

Via World Magazine (Subscription Required): 

Leaders of religious organizations are expressing growing concern about the possible implications of 
the Supreme Court’s same-sex marriage decision later this month. 
 
This week, more than 70 leaders in Christian education sent a letter to Senate Majority Leader Mitch 
McConnell, R-Ky., and House Speaker John Boehner, R-Ohio, urging them to pass legislation that would 
protect schools from government discrimination based on their belief in the biblical definition of 
marriage. 
 

The Next Gay-rights Battle: Ending Discrimination in the Workplace 

Via The Washington Post: 

 

(NOTE: This headline is the politically correct way of saying that the goal is affirmative action for the 
gay/lesbian/trans-sexual community. Georgia is one of the targeted states.) 
 
Gay rights groups anticipating a Supreme Court victory on same-sex marriage later this month already 
are turning their attention to their next big priority: broad new legal protections against discrimination 
in the workplace and other parts of society. 
 
The new campaign is aimed at enacting protections at the federal level and in 28 states where civil 
rights statutes do not explicitly ban discrimination against gay and transgender people. 
 
Propelled by $25 million from wealthy backers, the effort promises to open a volatile new front in the 
nation’s culture wars, both on Capitol Hill and in statehouses nationwide. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.worldmag.com/2015/06/schools_seek_protection_for_marrige_views
http://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/the-next-gay-rights-battle-ending-discrimination-in-the-workplace/2015/06/05/a4d86da0-00a1-11e5-8b6c-0dcce21e223d_story.html
http://www.lgbtmap.org/equality-maps/non_discrimination_laws
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RESOURCES ON RELIGIOUS LIBERTY 

One Generation Away (2015 Winner of 5 Dove Awards and Winner of Best Documentary at the 
Christian Worldview Film Festival)                                                                                    
www.onegenerationawaymovie.com (Churches may be able to work out arrangements with the 
producer to show the film to their congregations.) 
 
Georgia Baptist Convention (Background Information on Religious Liberty) 
www.gabaptist.org/publicaffairs (click on Religious Liberty Tab on gray menu bar) 
 
Interview with Pastor Mike Griffin, Public Affairs Representative, Georgia Baptist Convention (Pastor 
Mike Griffin provides key insights on legislation from the 2015 Georgia General Assembly affecting 
the religious community with particular attention paid to the Religious Freedom Restoration Act.) 
http://gabaptist.org/publicaffairs/?search=Ethics%20and%20Public%20Affairs  
 
Southern Baptist Convention, Ethics and Religious Liberty Commission, Panel Discussion 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dwyveHf-ROs&app=desktop 

 
Baptist Joint Committee for Religious Liberty, The Religious Freedom Restoration Act, 20 Years of 
Protecting Our First Freedom 
file:///C:/Users/S/Desktop/RFRA%20and%20RVAA/Church%20Outreach/RFRA-Book-FINAL.pdf 
 
United States Conference of Catholic Bishops (Our First, Most Cherished Liberty: A Statement on 
Religious Liberty)                                                                                                                     
http://www.usccb.org/issues-and-action/religious-liberty/upload/Our-First-Most-Cherished-Liberty-
Apr12-6-12-12.pdf 
 
Documentary on Religious Freedom Efforts in Georgia (Features three high profile cases of religious 
discrimination in Georgia, including the recent case of former Atlanta Fire Chief Kelvin Cochran.)  Also 
features Interview with Sen. Josh McKoon, Senate Sponsor of SB 129, the Religious Freedom 
Restoration Act.  https://vimeo.com/channels/875726 

 
U.S. House of Representatives, Judiciary Committee Hearing on Religious Liberty, June 10, 2014   (Of 
particular interest is the testimony of Kim Colby, Director, Christian Legal Society's Center for Law and 
Religious Freedom. The following links provide helpful background. Also the tenor of the hearing 
provides a sharp contrast of worldviews concerning the issue of religious liberty. To read her testimony 
instead of watching the hearing, use this link - http://clsnet.org/document.doc?id=773 or watch the 
full hearing using the links below.) 
          Part I - http://www.ustream.tv/recorded/48633118  (After clicking the "play" arrow, move the  
slider on the bar to 1:30 and 45 seconds because the hearing was delayed for an hour and a half.) 
          Part II - http://www.ustream.tv/recorded/48637459 

 
Alliance Defending Freedom, "Protecting Your Ministry From Sexual Orientation and Gender Identify 
Lawsuits" (This 44-page free booklet provides sample mission statements and recommendations for 
rewriting bylaws to fortify against discrimination claims.)    
http://www.alliancedefendingfreedom.org/content/campaign/2014/church/SOGI-Handbook.pdf 

file:///C:/Users/Marty.Harbin/AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/Temporary%20Internet%20Files/Content.IE5/FR8BKNNP/www.onegenerationawaymovie.com
file:///C:/Users/Marty.Harbin/AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/Temporary%20Internet%20Files/Content.IE5/FR8BKNNP/www.gabaptist.org/publicaffairs
http://gabaptist.org/publicaffairs/?search=Ethics%20and%20Public%20Affairs%20
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dwyveHf-ROs&app=desktop
file:///C:/Users/S/Desktop/RFRA%20and%20RVAA/Church%20Outreach/RFRA-Book-FINAL.pdf
http://www.usccb.org/issues-and-action/religious-liberty/upload/Our-First-Most-Cherished-Liberty-Apr12-6-12-12.pdf
http://www.usccb.org/issues-and-action/religious-liberty/upload/Our-First-Most-Cherished-Liberty-Apr12-6-12-12.pdf
https://vimeo.com/channels/875726
http://clsnet.org/document.doc?id=773%20
http://www.ustream.tv/recorded/48633118
http://www.ustream.tv/recorded/48637459
http://www.alliancedefendingfreedom.org/content/campaign/2014/church/SOGI-Handbook.pdf
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WAYS TO MAKE YOUR VOICE COUNT 

(1) Send letters to Governor Nathan Deal; Speaker of the House, Rep. David Ralston; Judiciary 
Chairman, Wendell Willard, and your own House Representative. Urge support for the Religious 
Freedom Restoration Act (RFRA), SB 129, without any amendments that would add so-called anti-
discrimination language. Adding such language would elevate all manner of perceived discrimination 
above religious liberty claims, thus nullifying even the right to have a religious claim heard in court in 
many instances. All states surrounding Georgia already have RFRA. It is time Georgia passed RFRA 
language that mirrors the successful federal RFRA that was passed in 1993. Urge them to also support 
additional legislation that would protect probate judges, businesses, pastors, and all those who object 
to providing services involving same-sex ceremonies. This type of legislation should also include a state 
First Amendment Defense Act (FADA), modeled after the bill of the same name in Congress. Like RFRA, 
both federal and state FADA legislation is needed.  

The Honorable Nathan Deal The Honorable David Ralston The Honorable Wendell Willard 

Governor of Georgia Speaker of the House Chairman, Judiciary Committee 

206 Washington Street 
Georgia House of 

Representatives 

Georgia House of 

Representatives 

111 State Capitol 332 State Capitol 132 State Capitol 

Atlanta, GA 30334 Atlanta, GA 30334 Atlanta, GA 30334 

 (404) 656-1776 (404) 656-5020 (404) 656-5125 

Georgia.Governor@gov.state.ga.us  (706) 632-2221 Wendell.willard@house.ga.gov 

 david.ralston@house.ga.gov  

(2) Support efforts at the national level to pass the First Amendment Defense Act (FADA), S.1598 in the 
U.S. Senate and H.R. 2802 in the U.S. House of Representatives. Thank U.S. Senators Johnny Isakson 
(202-224-3543) and David Perdue (202-224-3521) and Congressman Rob Woodall (202-225-4272) for 
signing on as co-sponsors. This legislation would prohibit the federal government from penalizing 
persons for their personal moral or religious beliefs in natural marriage in areas such as federal 
employment, grants, contracts, tax treatment, and other programs.  
 
(3) Travel to the Georgia Capitol and bring members of your congregation with you to urge passage of 
the Religious Freedom Restoration Act (RFRA), SB 129, during the 2016 Legislative Session as well as 
other religious liberty legislation. 
 
(4) Actively oppose legislation that gives special status to those who participate in the homosexual 
lifestyle. At the federal level, oppose S. 1858 and H.R. 3185. This legislation would give elevated status 
to LGBT individuals with regard to employment, public facilities, public accommodations, public 
educational institutions, housing, credit, and jury selection. In addition, the legislation would limit 
religious objections and not allow people who believe in natural marriage to seek relief from the 
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tyrannical provisions of this legislation. Contact U.S. Senators Johnny Isakson (202-224-3543) and David 
Perdue (202-224-3521) and Congressman Rob Woodall (202-225-4272) and urge them to oppose this 
legislation, which is deceptively called the Federal Equality Act.  
 
(5) Actively oppose HB 323, legislation in the Georgia House of Representatives which would add 
"sexual orientation" to Georgia's Fair Employment Practices Act. This would essentially implement 
LGBT affirmation action throughout state government. Call, write, and email key sponsors such as Rep. 
Wendell Willard, House Judiciary Chairman, to pull support from the bill. Rep. Willard can be reached 
by phone at 404-656-5125, by fax at 404-657-8277, and by email at wendell.willard@house.ga.gov. His 
address is 132 State Capitol, Atlanta, GA 30334. Urge him to also support RFRA and FADA. 
 
(6) Write "letters-to-the-editor" in support of RFRA, FADA, and other policy issues as they relate to 
Christian values.  
 
(7) Ask your pastor about developing a Public Policy Committee in your church to keep members 
informed on legal and political issues affecting the Christian community and motivate members to 
action. 
 
(8) Become informed about how you can help protect religious liberty. Sign-up for alerts from groups 
such as Citizen Impact (www.citizenimpactUSA.org), Concerned Women for America of Georgia 
(www.cwfa.org/states/georgia), Faith and Freedom Coalition (www.ffcoalition.com), the Georgia 
Baptist Convention (https://gabaptist.org), Heritage Foundation (www.heritage.org and 
www.heritageaction.com) and Family Research Council (www.frc.org). Visit Georgia Religious Freedom 
(www.georgiareligiousfreedom.com) for more information on RFRA, FADA, and action tips. 
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CHURCH ACTION ITEMS 

Sermons on How to Uphold Righteousness and Justice in the Public Square. 
 
Gathering Community of Pastors Across Denominational Lines for Legislative Briefings. 
 
Educate and Motivate Fellow Pastors in the Community to Engage on Public Policy Issues and Set Up 
Communication Network. 
 
Develop a Public Policy Committee (also known as Christian Life Committees, Social Concerns 
Committees or Salt and Light Committees) in Your Congregation to Keep Members Informed on Legal 
and Political Issues Affecting the Christian Community via Alert Bulletins, Panel Discussions, Voter 
Guides, and other means. 
 
Come to the Georgia Capitol and Bring Members of Your Congregation with You at Least Twice during 
the 2016 Georgia Legislative Session at Strategic Times. 
 
Voter Registration Once or Twice a Year at Your Church (First Effort in January 2016) and Urge 
Members to Vote in Presidential Preference Primary. 
 
Letters to the Editor on Public Policy Issues, especially concerning Religious Liberty. 
 
Letters from Congregation and Pastor to Governor Nathan Deal and Speaker of the House, Rep. David 
Ralston, Urging Support for FADA and RFRA without Amendments. 
 
Provide funding from your congregation during the year toward helping with expenses for materials, 
travel costs, advertising or other needs to advance the religious freedom message. 
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BIBLICAL PRINCIPLES OF RELIGIOUS LIBERTY 

 
The following eight-page narrative is based upon the SBC forum on religious liberty with Pastors Rick 
Warren, David Platt, Sam Rodriguez, and Dr. Russell Moore. Rather than simply transcribing the 
material, Sherena Arrington has written this piece which quotes many of their comments, but it also 
highlights several of their points by adding information. This hopefully will serve as an encouragement 
for people to personally take the time listen to the presentation which can be found on the web.   
 
"Religious liberty is a gospel issue," stated Dr. Russell Moore at a forum on the topic during the 2014 
Southern Baptist Convention.1 Yet, he and other pastors around the nation find many Christians are 
not even aware of how religious liberty is being imperiled today by hostile government policies. 
 
According to Moore, even those who do understand what is occurring can shrug off religious liberty 
issues because of their one-sided view of their responsibilities as Christians. Yes, they appear to 
understand the concept of being persecuted for righteousness sake, yet having only that viewpoint 
leads to a fatalistic attitude, as if Christians should not care if their rights and liberties, or those of their 
neighbors, are taken away. "Jesus went as a sheep to the slaughter, and so should we," Moore 
summarized as one of the more fatalistic attitudes he has encountered. 
 
What Christians in America are not understanding very well is their position of dual citizenship. They 
stand both as citizens in heaven and on earth. Dual citizenship means dual responsibility. They forget 
that even the apostle Paul appealed to Caesar based on his rights as a Roman citizen. Americans have 
far more rights as American citizens than Paul did in his day, and American Christians should do 
everything in their power to advance religious liberty for the sake of the gospel at home and abroad. 
 
As Moore put it, positionally speaking, American Christians "are not only standing in the place of Jesus 
(before Pilate as representative of all government), they're also standing in the place of Pilate. Because 
the Scripture says, Romans 13, that God holds Caesar accountable for the use of the sword, and in a 
democratic Republic that means ultimately the people are held accountable. So the question is not just 
are we going to be persecuted, but the question is are we going to be persecutors? So if we shrug this 
off, we are consigning future generations and consigning peoples' consciences to a tyranny that we are 
going to be accountable for." 
 
"So, we need to deal with this issue not only in terms of the courts, not only in terms of state 
legislatures, not only in terms of the United States Congress, not only in terms of the White House, but 
in terms of local congregations of people who are being prepared and equipped to know what it means 
to carry out a free church in a free state. That's going to have everything to do with what our children 
and grandchildren are facing over the next few years," Moore explained. 
 
Pastor David Platt, another member of the panel, underscored the point that religious freedom itself 
comes from God, and the State does not have the right to revoke what God has given as a human right. 
"We were created by God with the freedom that God has given us to choose whether or not to follow 

                                                           
1  Southern Baptist Convention, 2014 Annual Meeting, Ethics and Religious Liberty Commission, "Hobby Lobby and the 

Future of Religious Liberty," https://m.youtube.com/watch?v=dwyveHf-ROs (accessed August 21, 2014). 

https://m.youtube.com/watch?v=dwyveHf-ROs
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Him. Obviously, He is sovereign, but under His banner of sovereignty, there is human responsibility 
that is fundamental. Authentic belief requires authentic choice." 
 
Pastor Sam Rodriguez, also on the panel, advocated that Christians cannot be complacent. "Today's 
complacency is tomorrow's captivity," he said. "The firewall against secular totalitarianism is religious 
liberty and religious pluralism." 
 
Rodriguez goes as far as to say that "religious liberty will be the civil rights issue of the 21st century. 
We need to fight for religious pluralism and religious liberty across the board. If not, the voice of 
religious liberty, the freedom of conscience will be silenced in the 21st century. It's up to what this 
generation engages in. Our generation will determine whether or not my 20-year old son and my 18-
year old daughter studying at Viola, whether or not my children will be able to preach the gospel of 
Jesus Christ in the next 20-25 years. So there is a great sense of urgency." 
 
Pastor Rick Warren, in agreement, shared that religious pluralism is not the same as religious 
relativism. Religious pluralism is simply the free marketplace of religious ideas. The gospel of Jesus 
Christ can hold its own when freedom exists for competing on a level playing field that allows for 
persuading the hearts and minds of individuals. He explained, however, that "some people want to 
outlaw religious persuasion." 
 
Moore, echoing that sentiment, recounted his experience on a panel when he and a Muslim woman 
encountered a person who considered their different positions on God to be irrelevant. It was this 
third person's position that they simply worshiped the same God, but gave him different names. 
Therefore, neither should try to persuade the other of their theological positions. That point of view 
was unacceptable and demeaning to both Moore and the Muslim panelist. "If you don't fight for the 
right to be able to persuade one another and to have those meaningful differences, which means 
somebody is imposing a generic mush religion on top of you," Moore lamented. 
 
This is exactly the point of secular humanism. Politically correct America is trying to eradicate beliefs 
that may be divisive or inconsistent with secular humanism's and any of its goals, whether that may be 
homosexual marriage, abortion on demand, free contraceptives for the free love lifestyle, wealth 
redistribution, or whatever else may soon come along, not the least of which is the constant 
reinterpretation of the U.S. Constitution and the Bill of Rights. 
 
Religious liberty, recognized in the First Amendment, is one principle that stands in the way of secular 
humanism. One primary goal of secular humanists is to marginalize people of faith, to limit religious 
practice so that people with religious convictions are unable to act on what they believe in the public 
square. 
 
Hostility to transcendent principles of moral and religious truth is nothing new. Jesus said, "For all who 
do evil hate the light."2 And that hostility seeks to repress religious freedom and religious pluralism. In 
fact, the repression of religious liberty is far more common in the history of the world than religious 
freedom. Sadly, this fact is being gruesomely played out daily in the Middle East. History and current 
events both reveal that where religious freedom flourishes, people experience less armed conflict, 

                                                           
 2 John 3:20. 
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higher income, higher levels of education for women, better health outcomes, and their personal 
liberties in general, such as freedom of the press, freedom of speech, economic liberty, and freedom of 
travel are far more secure. The Founders of the United States knew this. They had only to look to their 
not too distant past when many immigrants came to the New World to escape religious persecution. 
They could even look to their own colonial past to see religious persecution in its homegrown variety. 
As a result, they ensured that religious freedom was given utmost priority in the First Amendment to 
the U.S. Constitution and in all the State constitutions as well. 
 
As James Madison wrote in Federalist Paper No. 51, "In a free government the security for civil rights 
must be the same as that for religious rights. It consists in the one case in the multiplicity of interests, 
and in the other in the multiplicity of sects. The degree to security in both cases will depend on the 
number of interests and sects." 
 
In an effort to help explain how religious pluralism works to enhance religious liberty, Pastor Rick 
Warren stated that he personally did not have a problem with contraceptives, but noted, "I respect 
anybody's right to say, 'This is what I believe God does not want me to do,' then I say fine, I support 
you in that. So, I stand in 100 percent solidarity with the Catholic Bishops Conference," referring to 
their protest of the HHS mandate of the Affordable Care Act. 
 
Taking the point further, Warren said, "If they made a law that said every Jewish deli in Manhattan 
now has to sell pork. I would be down there with that rabbi protesting." As another example for his 
fellow pastors on the panel, he said, "For instance Muslims don't drink any alcohol, if they made a law 
that said Muslims must now sell alcohol in all their restaurants, I'm going to be down there with the 
Muslims, helping that guy. If it is them today, it is us tomorrow." 
 
Rodriguez pointed out, however, that "the number one problem we have right now is a lukewarm 
church, it is the silence of the church, it's the apathy. It's the fact that we don't want to be called 
bullies, but we are being bullied. We are acting like the prophet hiding from Jezebel because we are 
afraid of the consequences from those in governmental authority." 
 
Platt added, "I fear one of the reasons we have been complacent on this issue is because many 
members in our churches are not taking the risks with the gospel that we need to be taking on a daily 
basis. It's not costly for many members in our churches now. We've privatized Christianity ourselves. 
We have in so many ways limited what we do to a building on Sunday. The government doesn't have to 
do that for us. We've done that ourselves to where so many of our members in our churches are not 
proclaiming the gospel Monday through Saturday. They're not sharing the gospel and as a result it's 
not costly for them at work." He stated that he could understand no reason for a privatized 
Christianity. A personal faith does not mean a private faith. 
 
"It is impossible to have privatized faith in a resurrected King," Platt explained. "If you believe in a 
resurrected King, you speak about Him all the time, and whatever He says you do, no matter what it 
costs you in the culture. The goal of persecution is to silence witnessing. All too often with the way we 
are living as Christians in our country, we are siding with the persecutors. We are silencing our 
witness." 
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Rodriguez, in total agreement, warned against buying into the lie that somehow Christians can 
separate their faith from everyday life, as if "we can somehow be Christians here but not engage in 
situations and circumstances that require my Christian prophetic witness." In the context of politics, he 
stated, "Our vote must be a reflection of our Christian worldview belief," and he underscored the 
responsibility of Christians to hold those elected officials accountable, especially so on the issue of 
religious liberty. 
 
Moore added, "Sometimes people do not understand what they are doing as Christians when they are 
voting. Paul says that Caesar wields the sword. What we are doing in a democratic Republic when we 
go into that voting booth is hand someone a sword." 
 
Moore explained that Christians need to value religious liberty as the God-given right that it is. Even 
Paul, within the Roman legal system, did everything he could to plead and advocate for his own liberty 
and for the liberty of others to speak the gospel. "It is an act of neighbor love. And one of the best 
things that the United States of America can do for the nations of the world is to safeguard the 
American inheritance of religious liberty. I think often of the situation of Naboth when Ahab is coming 
to take his vineyard. Naboth's response is, 'Far be it from me that I should give up my father's 
inheritance.' That is something that we as citizens ought to safeguard, not because we are cordoning 
ourselves off from everyone else, but because in the Providence of God, at this point in time, this 
nation is helping to demonstrate to other people you really can have religious liberty, you really can 
live together in a free society. We have to safeguard that and to use every bit of influence we have to 
advocate for those who are being persecuted around the world." Moore summed up his comments, 
"We will render unto Caesar what belongs to Caesar, but we will not render unto Caesar the 
conscience that is to be given to God." 
 
"It's up to this generation to respond with prophetic courage and conviction," Rodriguez added. "I 
think it's time to see a movement with love, with civility, with truth, recognizing the image of God in 
every single human being - a movement to emerge defending the very religious liberty right that we 
have." 
 
The view of American Exceptionalism that Rodriguez wants people to recapture from the Founding Era 
is that "it's God over man and man over government," in that order. Government is accountable to the 
people. Man as an individual and as civil authority, is accountable to God. The current problem is, as 
Rodriguez explained in a quick sound bite, "When government grows, man and God have to get out of 
the way." 
 
That age-old and universal problem with government never ends. It always seeks to accumulate power 
and to centralize that power. As government power increases, individual liberty decreases. The 
Founders recognized this problem because they understood that government reflected the sinful 
tendencies of men. As stated in Federalist 51, "But what is government itself but the greatest of all 
reflections on human nature?" Human nature, being sinful, was in need of restraint. Federalist 51 
continues, "If men were angels, no government would be necessary. If angels were to govern men, 
neither external nor internal controls on government would be necessary. In framing a government 
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which is to be administered by men over men, the great difficulty lies in this: you must first enable the 
government to control the governed; and in the next place oblige it to control itself."3 
 
In a constitutional Republic, which relies upon a democratic election process, God has provided the 
restraint that government needs. That restraint is in His people who must take up their responsibility 
to be light and salt in the public square. God reigns over the just and the unjust. He sends  rain to both. 
In the realm of human institutions, there is no greater secular power than government whereby God's 
good principles can curb evil and bless people than through righteous laws and policies. Yet, those 
good attributes of godly government will come only through God's people. 
 
As in the days of Esther, God lifted up godly individuals to be in a place of influence to preserve His 
people, so, too, those days are here in America. Esther had to accept the call. Likewise, pastors must 
accept the call as well as the members of their flocks. 
 
Just like Esther and Mordecai, American Christians have been given the signet ring of authority. They 
can participate in government at every level. As part of the people of this land, American Christians do 
not have to wring their hands wondering what to do. They have the authority to use their citizenship 
and rise up to defend righteousness in the public square. Disaster does not have to overtake God's 
people if they will only rouse themselves and use the rights that they have already been given in this 
nation. But, if they do nothing, their birthright of religious liberty will be stolen from them and leave 
their children and grandchildren destitute of this nation's spiritual heritage and as prey to unjust laws. 
 
Isaiah 59:14-16 warns that God is displeased when truth, justice, and righteousness stumble in the 
public square, and He is appalled when there is no one to intervene. Let it be said of this generation in 
this nation that God's people answered the call and intervened for the sake of righteousness and 
brotherly love. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
3 Alexander Hamilton, James Madison, and John Jay, The Federalist Papers, No. 51, ed. Clinton Rossiter (New York: Signet 

Classic, 2003), 322. 
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UPCOMING EVENTS FOR RELIGIOUS LIBERTY 

Tuesday, February 2, 2016 

Georgia Baptist Convention Pastors' Day 
10:00 a.m. – 2:00 p.m. 
Georgia State Capitol 
Contact: Rev. Mike Griffin, GBC Public Affairs Representative 
Cell (706) 436-2646  
 

Wednesday, February 10, 2016           

Religious Freedom Breakfast Event 
Georgia Religious Freedom Day at the State Capitol 
Georgia Freight Depot, a short block away from the State Capitol 
65 Martin Luther King, Jr. Dr., SE, Atlanta 
8:00 a.m. - 9:45 a.m. (Doors open at 7:30 a.m.) 
9:45 a.m. -noon (Brief legislative lobbying workshop and  visiting state legislators at the Capitol) 
 

Doors will open at the Georgia Freight Depot at 7:30 a.m. with Biscuits with the Benham Brothers. We 
will hear inspirational testimony from Christian entrepreneurs David and Jason Benham about the price 
they paid for standing up for their faith. 
 
After hearing from our speakers, you will get a mini-training on how to lobby your legislator, which will 
include who to talk with, how to find them, and what to say. We’ll walk over to the Capitol in groups to 
provide mutual assistance. Afterwards, you’ll provide feedback on where your legislator stands on 
religious freedom. This is a very important part of our day.  
 
We will then join a separate event, the Decision America Tour, with Franklin Graham, at Liberty Plaza 
adjoining the Capitol, from 12:00 noon - 1:00 p.m. 
 
Wednesday, February 10, 2016  

Franklin Graham Decision America Tour 
Volunteer Training for event volunteers begins at 10 a.m. 
Noon until 1 p.m. for Prayer Gathering 
Liberty Plaza in front of the Georgia State Capitol, Atlanta 
Contact: Kevin Garrison at kevin.rctv@gmail.com 
Free Ticket/ Reservations: Use link below to Eventbrite 

https://www.eventbrite.com/e/georgia-religious-freedom-day-tickets-19865407970 

     

 

mailto:kevin.rctv@gmail.com?subject=Atlanta%20Volunteer%20Meeting
https://www.eventbrite.com/e/georgia-religious-freedom-day-tickets-19865407970
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Churches Will Stay in the Political Arena 

J. Robert White / April 16, 2015 
http://christianindex.org/churches-will-stay-in-the-political-arena/ 

 

I have never felt the need to be greatly involved in political activities, but with a prominent anti-
Christian agenda afoot in America today, and even in our beloved State of Georgia, my failure to get 
involved has changed dramatically. 
 
Multiple voices are telling Christians, “You ought to stay inside your churches. You should not be 
speaking out on matters related to legislation. Don’t you know, there is supposed to be a separation of 
church and state?” This is a well-worn argument used frequently to discourage the church from 
speaking out on issues of religious and social concern. 
 
The church and state argument has no basis in fact and is not in the Constitution. What the 
Constitution does say is that the government shall make no laws prohibiting the free exercise of 
religion. 
 
I have some bad news for the folks who want the church to stay out of the political arena. We are not 
going away and we are not staying silently in our churches. My encouragement today is for all Georgia 
Baptists to stand strong for religious freedom and against discrimination. The discrimination I am 
referring to is discrimination against Christians. 
 
The Religious Freedom Restoration Act was left to die this year in the legislative process. That is a 
crying shame. There are some champions for religious freedom in our Georgia General Assembly, to be 
sure. Senator Josh McKoon wrote the RFRA bill for the Senate and Representative Sam Teasley for the 
House. These men are to be commended for the strong effort they put in on RFRA this year. 
 
So what’s the problem with our General Assembly? Why can’t we have a Religious Freedom 
Restoration Act approved in Georgia as so many other states have already passed and signed into law? 
 
My encouragement today is for all Georgia Baptists to stand strong for religious freedom and against 
discrimination. The discrimination I am referring to is discrimination against Christians. 
 
I think the Indiana situation answers that question. The agenda being promoted by the lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, transgender community and adopted by the liberal media is that Religious Freedom 
legislation will bring on discrimination against the homosexual people who live amongst us. 
 
I guess I’m wondering, what is the difference between discrimination against homosexuals and 
discrimination against Christians? Should there be a movement against Christians in this country by 
those who reject the clear teaching of the Bible regarding homosexuality? 
 
The liberal media has joined the LGBT lobby in an unfettered attack against our religious faith. I 
witnessed George Stephanopoulos interrogating the Governor of Indiana regarding the recently 
approved Religious Freedom Restoration Act in that state. Stephanopoulos questioned the Governor 
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by saying something like this, “Governor, are you telling me that Indiana will allow discrimination to 
take place against the LGBT community?” 
 
What I wanted the Governor to say as he was grasping for words was, “We do not wish to have 
discrimination in Indiana against the Christian community through efforts of those who would require 
them to act contrary to their faith. This would be in direct opposition to the religious liberty upon 
which our nation was founded and to the Constitution that protects our religious freedom.” 
 
Since the federal Religious Freedom Restoration Act was approved almost unanimously by Congress 
and signed by the President in 1993, and since multiple states have signed into law their own versions 
of RFRA, there has not been even one lawsuit that has proven that the Religious Freedom Restoration 
Act allows discrimination, yet this is the battle cry of the LGBT lobby. 
 
Where are the bright, conservative legislators we elected to represent us on issues like this? Why are 
they not standing up? Perhaps it is the fear that we won’t be able to host the Super Bowl, or bring 
Volvo to our state. If that’s it, then our values threshold is pretty low. 
 
I have learned a lot during this legislative session. I have learned that we need more courageous 
leaders in our General Assembly who will stand up and do the right thing for Georgia. I have learned 
that it is high time Georgia Baptists wake up to what is happening in our state, or we will wake up to a 
state that we don’t recognize. I have also come to the conviction that we need good, solid Georgia 
Baptists who will run for office, folks who want to be the salt and light that Jesus commanded us to be. 
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