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AFFIDAVIT OF REVEREND DONALD GILLIES








I, REVEREND DONALD GILLIES, of the City of Burlington, in the Regional Municipality of Halton, MAKE OATH AND SAY:





1.	I, Reverend Donald Gillies, am a recently retired Minister of the United Church of Canada and as such have knowledge of the matters contained in this affidavit. I was ordained in 1959 and retired in 1999. Attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “A” is a true copy of my curriculum vitae.





2.	The United Church of Canada is the largest Protestant Denomination in Canada. The history, structure and doctrines of the United Church are summarized in an extract from its web site, which is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “B”.





The United Church permits the ordination of women and permits clergy to marry. 





The United Church of Canada has a long tradition of struggling for social justice. Many people within the United Church have seen the struggle for equality for lesbian and gay persons as part of that commitment to social justice. For example, the United Church intervened in the Supreme Court of Canada in support of Delwin Vriend in Vriend v. Alberta. The United Church of Canada also filed a brief with Parliament in support of the Modernization of Benefits and Obligations Act, S.C. 2000, c. 12.





The United Church has at times been embroiled in debate about the church’s attitude toward homosexuality, particularly the sensitive issue of ordination. In 1988, a clear position was taken by the General Council, meeting in Victoria, B.C.   I was a commissioner to that particular Council and, as such, participated in that decision. In keeping with our church's conciliar polity, we have continued to refer the implementation of that policy to local courts of the Conference, Presbytery and the Session or Congregation of the local church. 





Out of that struggle has emerged, within the United Church, the concept of “Affirming Congregations”. Such congregations have taken formal steps to make known their openness to all, including gay and lesbian people, and their willingness to accept as their minister a person who is openly gay or lesbian. There are a number of such churches in Ontario. 





For some time, the ministers at these Affirming Churches, and other United Church ministers, have blessed the unions of same-sex couples. Typically, these have been described as “covenanting ceremonies” or similar names.  They have not been called marriages. Partly this reflects the reality that marriage licenses were not available to same-sex couples and partly it reflects a belief by some that the term “marriage” should be reserved for heterosexual unions.





The issue of homosexuality in the United Church was before our General Council again this year as a result of several petitions. Attached hereto and marked as Exhibit “C” to this my affidavit is a copy of the petitions and the motion that was passed. In particular, it is noteworthy that the United Church has renounced its formal 1960 statement that homosexuality is a sin. It has also agreed to affirm lesbian and gay partnerships, actively work for their civil recognition and to recognize them in Church documentation and services of blessing.  However, at this time, there is no consensus within the United Church about whether “marriage” as such should be opened up to two persons of the same sex.  Actually, to date, the question has not been asked in that way.





I personally have no objection to marrying two persons of the same sex and have participated in a number of such ceremonies.. I know that there are many United Church Ministers who would hold a similar view.  Some, of course, would only be willing to "bless" such a union if it is defined a something other than marriage,  and still others object to offering such a blessing at all. 








10.	Marriage is an important concept with deep spiritual meaning, and it is often viewed by two people in a loving relationship as the ultimate goal. There is no sound reason, morally or theologically, to deny this rite to two persons of the same sex. Indeed, there is good reason, both theologically and morally, for doing so.





11.	I have not personally presided at a union between two persons of the same sex, because I have not been asked or, in one case, because the couple decided not to proceed..  However, I would not object to doing so.  I have been present during such ceremonies and found them to be deeply meaningful, responsible and appropriately celebrative. I do not know if there is actually a legal impediment to the marriage of two persons of the same sex, but if such an impediment exists, it is my opinion that it infringes on my responsibility to act for the church in marrying those whom the church judges to be fit, including same sex couples. I believe that many ministers in the United Church have a similar view.








SWORN before me at		)


the City of Burlington, in the	)


Province of  Ontario,		)


on the  15th day			)


of  December, 2000.		)  _______________________________


					       REVEREND DONALD GILLIES
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