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A recent ruling in Arizona may have set a frightening precedent, as judges there were ordered to perform same-sex wed
dings if they do any weddings at allâ€”regardless of whether doing so violates their faith.

According to a report last week by the Associated Press, a recently issued opinion by a state judiciary ethics advisory co
mmittee in Arizona says "turning away same-sex couples would violate a state judicial-conduct rule against bias or preju
dice based on sexual orientation."

Therefore, judges must perform same-sex weddings, even if their morals and beliefs contradict the practice. The opinion
also said that "a judge's religious or other personal beliefs don't make a difference nor does it matter if the judge perform
s weddings at non-court locations." ...

from: http://www.charismanews.com/us/48880-arizona-judges-told-they-must-perform-same-sex-marriages-if-they-do-an
y-weddings

Re: Arizona Judges Told They Must Perform Same-Sex Marriages - posted by dolfan (), on: 2015/3/25 15:43
Performing marriages is not a judicial act.  This is not about the impartiality of judging.  Other officials in many states, an
d clergy of course, solemnize marriages, so it isn't judicial in nature. In Colorado, you can solemnize your own marriage 
(seriously)! So, it isn't judicial.

It is an administrative government function.  American law seems to be relatively clear that a facially valid and neutral la
w (marriage open to all adults not otherwise married, consanguinity exceptions noted) that is generally applicable cannot
be avoided on free exercise of religion grounds absent a clear, convincing showing of intentional discrimination against t
he religious group.  There MAY be limited exception where other constitutional rights are substantially burdened. 

The problem for judges is that performing marriages is not so substantial to their jobs that they could not live up to their j
ob descriptions without doing them.  So, if the power to marry is not essential to the judge's job, he can simply refuse to 
marry people and thereby preserve his rights to exercise his faith. 

The question of whether a judge SHOULD be forced to make that choice is not a biblical issue.  It is a legal/Constitution
al issue.  No more than it is a biblical issue for me, non-clergy, to decide whether to get qualified to marry people, wheth
er a judge should be forced to marry people at all is not biblical.  It is a choice, and it is a non-essential choice, and it lies
within the purview of the law since the office of a judge is a creature of civil law in the first place.  In other words, it is Ca
esar's territory.  And, by the popular view of things, it is Caesar's call.

My view:

If you are going to be a Christian and a judge, you are going to have to make a choice between Gospel obedience and a
nti-Gospel disobedience.  As a judge, you are already sworn to uphold the Constitution and the laws.  If the law says you
must either marry or not marry at all in order to avoid marrying homosexuals, then it is fully in support of the law to simpl
y say "I'm out of the marriage business."   
It is also fully obedient to the Gospel to say the same since there is no biblical warrant for you, as judge, to marry or not 
marry.  If you believe you ought to be able to bring your faith to the functions of your job, then you are doing exactly that 
by saying you will not marry at all. Your conscience of faith is supported -- not violated -- since you mustn't marry homos
exuals by not marrying at all.  If the law says you must marry and you must marry homosexuals, different ball game.   Th
en, you have to choose between the white robe and the black one.

Page 1/2



News and Current Events :: Arizona Judges Told They Must Perform Same-Sex Marriages

Re: , on: 2015/3/26 8:32
Give it 5-10 more years and it will be in every state, not just Arizona.
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