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Honosexual ity, Part 3: A Commentary
by Il defonso J. Rubrico

Good evening, and welcone to Biblical Perspectives,
your TV commentary on today’'s relevant social 1issues
brought under the lens of biblical truth. This is your
host, Nene Rubrico, who will be with you for the next
30 mnutes in this channel.

| nt roducti on

One of the nodest ainms of this program is to nake
people aware that religion can serve the greater good
of the community; that one's faith can be a powerful
i ncentive to individual and societal reform The Rev.
Dudl ey Rose, Assistant Dean for Mnisterial Studies at
the Harvard Divinity School, citing |iberal theol ogian
Paul Tillich, clains that it's wong to uncritically
apply biblical truths to contenporary, secul ar,
situations, the so-called “kerygmatic approach”'. His
article appears to support the Novenber 2003 ruling of
t he Massachusetts suprenme court that declared sane-sex
marriage to be constitutionally-valid. Rev. Rose, who
Is also Senior Pastor at North Congregational Church in
Canbri dge, Mssachusetts and has oversight over 200
pari shes, echoes the Post-Mdern stance of the Soci al
Constructionists in that marriage is nerely a “social
construction” and not an “essential construction.” He
gives as an exanple intermarriage between blacks and
whi t es, a socially-constructed category. Same- sex
marriages, he declares, should also be viewed as a
soci ally-constructed category and rejects the view that
it is essentially prohibited in the Bible. The sane
view should Ilikewise be held for honobsexuality, he
further clains.

First of all, it’s hard to grasp the logic of Rose'
assertion that one cannot apply the |essons of holy
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Scripture to the contenporary situation. Wy? The
Christian bible's didactic intent is abundantly clear,
as in 2Tinot hy 3:16:

“"All scripture is God-breathed and is wuseful for
t eachi ng, r ebuki ng, correcting and training i n
ri ght eousness. "

So there you are, ny esteened viewers. Unl ess
Christians ground thenselves in the teachings of
Scripture, they wll always be in danger of |osing

their sense of what's “right” or what’'s “wong” as
regards conpl ex social issues |ike honbsexuality.

Last tinme, we began our talk on an interesting and
qui te-contentious topic, honosexuality. For tonight, we
shal | conti nue our tal k about t he bi bl i cal
ram fications of honpbsexuality, and why the Church, as
a whole, considers honpbsexuality as contrary to its

t eachi ngs. o al | the controversies surrounding
honosexual ity, the religious issue seem to be the nost
difficult to resolve. W will shortly know the reasons
why.

The Church on Honobsexuality

The Roman Catholic view on honpbsexuality is expressed
as follows:?

“The Catholic Church thus teaches: "Basing itself
on sacred Scripture, which presents honosexual
acts as acts of grave depravity, tradition has
al ways decl ared that honobsexual acts are intrin-
sically disordered [italics mne]. They are cont-
rary to the natural |aw. They close the sexual act
to the gift of life. They do not proceed froma
genui ne affective and sexual conplenentarity. Under
no circunstances can they be approved" (Catechism
of the Catholic Church 2357).”
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The Catholic faithful are advised that “we nust reject
sin including honobsexual behavi or -t hat I S, acts
intended to arouse or stinulate a sexual response
regarding a person of the sane sex... such acts are
always violations of divine and natural | aw. . .
“Honosexual desires, however, are not in thenselves
sinful. People are subject to a wde variety of sinfu

desires over which they have little direct control, but
these do not becone sinful until a person acts upon
them..To the Roman Catholic Church, honosexuality is
“an intrinsic noral evil.”3

BeliefNet, a nmulti-faith e-community publishing in the
internet* also sunmarizes the official stands of the
other Christian church denom nations on honosexuality,
as foll ows:

1. Conservative Protestant (This is an unbrella term

for Pr ot est ant denom nati ons, or churches wthin
denom nati ons which are Bible-centered, traditionalist,
or t hodox, fundanent al i st or evangel i cal .) -

Honobsexual ity is wong.

2. Eastern Othodox Christians (The Eastern Othodox
Church includes the Church of Geece, the Church of
Cyprus, and the Russian Othodox Church)-

“Honbsexual ity is a sin.”

3. Latter-day Saints(Mrnons) - “Honobsexuality is
wrong, and honosexual rights vehenently opposed.”

4. Liberal Protestants (Also This is an unbrella term

for Pr ot est ant denom nati ons, or churches wthin
denom nati ons that are sonetines referred to as
secul ar, nodern, or humanistic). - “Many are

accepting of honpbsexuality and gay rights.”

Aside from nost Christian churces, honosexuality 1is
also prohibited in other faiths such as |Islam
Jehovah’s Wtness, Conservative Judaism and - to a
| esser extent - Buddhi sm and H ndui sm
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Based on an article witten by Joseph CGudel, PhD, for
the Christian Research Institute, “very few churches
today conme right out and affirm honosexuality as
official church teaching.® There are a few, though,
which do affirm honosexuality. Forenost anong these is
the Metropolitan Community Church, founded by Troy
Perry in 1968, largely for practicing honpbsexual s.”®

At this point, please allow nme to quote Dr. GQudel
extensively in what follows. Dr. CGudel clainms that the
United Church of Christ (UCC)in Anerica is the only
mai nline denom nation that has actually called for
affirmng and fully accepting honpbsexuals. In 1983 the
UCC Ceneral Synod passed a resolution stating that "a
person's sexual orientation is not a noral issue."’
Finally, in 1991 the UCC Ceneral Synod approved the
cal | for its congregations to "boldly affirm
celebrate, and enbrace the gqgifts for mnistry of
| esbi ans, gays, and bi sexual persons."?®

Many other, |iberal-m nded, denom nations are close to
the UCC view. Sone, such as the Episcopal Church, have
openl y-practicing honosexual <clergy, wth the full

know edge of their church's governing bodies. O hers,
such as the United Methodist Church (UMC), have
officially rejected honbsexual practice as inconpatible
wth the Christian faith. However, at Ileast 44 UMC
congregations "have fornmally opened their doors to
honmosexual s* and called on their bishops to bless
"same-sex union cerenonies."® Sinilarly, the Evangelica

Lutheran Church in Anerica's 1991 study gquide on
sexuality affirnms that "no absolutistic judgnents can
be drawn" concerning honosexuality. ! However, the guide
then goes on to pronote "commtted" honosexual

relationships. A new gay nmagazine which describes
itself as a "journal for gay and lesbian Christians”
has a 10-page listing of "Christian" churches and
organi zations that "wel cone gays and | esbians into full

nmenbership and participation.”
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The creeping liberalism of the churches in Anerica has
curiously resulted in a reverse reaction anong the
public. For instance, a conbined USA Today/ CNN Gal | up
poll released July 28, 2001 shows that 49 percent of
Americans do not consider honpbsexuality "an acceptable
alternative lifestyle" and that 57 percent are opposed
to  honosexual ci vi l uni ons, as reported? in
crosswal k.com This poll of 1,006 adults reverses the
trends fromrecent years. It also goes against cultura
trends show ng an ever -increasi ng pronotion of
honosexual ity in the nedia and in education circles.
Peter LaBarbera, senior policy analyst with the Culture
and Famly Institute in Washington, told Baptist Press
the poll may indicate that "people are getting sick and
tired of the nedia and Hol |l ywood shovi ng honobsexuality
in their face at every turn."”

Honmosexual ity in Scripture

Finally, we have arrived at the question: \Wat does the
Bi bl e say about honosexuality?

Actually, it depends on whether you are a Christian
conservative or a Christian liberal, according to the
websi t e!®. Conservative and |iberal Christians interpret
the Bible in very different ways. “This leads to two
distinct and contradictory sets of beliefs wthin
Christianity on just about every conceivable topic.
Honosexual ity is no exception,” according to the author
of the website article, B.A Robinson who is based in
Ontario, the Canadian Province that incidentally all ows
sane-sex marriages today.

For our purposes, and to set the record straight, we
shall avoid, insofar as it is possible, the |abels
“conservative” or “liberal” and instead concentrate on
the biblical pronouncenents thenselves of “this-or-
that” person witing or speaking in, in defense of, or,
agai nst, honosexuality. These are literally hundreds of
them to be found nostly in the Internet, although |
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have attenpted to be judicious in selecting only those
websites that tried to state their cases in a “fair and
bal anced” way.

Many who defend honosexuals or their lifestyles charge
t hat “gay-bashing” has taken on an ideol ogical flavor®,
an anti-religious sentinent, if you my. Typical of
their reaction is the foll owi ng statenent:

“How can anyone dare to speak out against another
person's lifestyle? Especially within the church, are
not Christians called to be loving and inclusive? Does
not the Bible itself tell us that we are to reach out
to people instead of being judgnental and self-
ri ght eous?” They appeal to Luke 6:37 -"Do not judge,

and you wll not be judged. Do not condemm, and you
w Il not be condemmed."”
Wiy speak out on honosexuality, indeed? W shal

attenpt to answer that question through the argunents
put forward by many concerned Christi ans.

Among them is Dr. Joseph Gudel who is a Lutheran
mnister and long-tine contributor of the Christian
Research Journal. Gudel points out that over the past
20 years or so there has been a growing gay rights
novenent wthin Anerica. This novenent has Dbeen
mlitantly demandi ng not just the honpbsexuals' right to
do whatever they wish to do behind closed doors, but,
nore inportantly, that society fully accept their
|lifestyle as both healthy and normal, even denanding
speci al rights and legislation as an "oppressed
mnority."

Concerning the demands of the gay rights novenent, gay
spokesperson Jeff Levi in a 1987 speech to the Nati onal
Press Cub in Washington stated: "W are no |onger
seeking just a right to privacy and a protection from
wrong. We also have a right —as heterosexual Anericans
al ready have —to see governnent and society affirm our
lives."?*
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In his article entitled “What the Bible says about
sodony, honosexuality and sin,” Gudel said:

“Questions |like these cone up whenever the Christian or
the church takes a stand on a noral issue, especially
honosexual ity. | realize that it is not ‘politically
correct’ to speak critically concerning any person or
group. Nonet hel ess, true Christian | ove does not ignore
immorality and the lives ruined by it, but speaks out
I n the hope of hel ping those individuals.

This is particularly true when mlitant pro-honosexual
groups, both wthin society and the church, have
attacked the traditional Judeo-Christian understanding
of this inportant issue. Thus this article is witten,
not as an attack on honosexuals, but in defense of the
bi blical teaching on this topic and to help those
ensnared in this lifestyle.”?

Indeed, it is the “politics” of honpbsexuality and the
i ssue of “gay and lesbian rights” that prevent nost
peopl e from openly discussing this sensitive topic. The
fear of bei ng “politically-incorrect” i n this
I ncreasingly post-nodern and secular world thwarts nost
Christians from taking a stronger noral stand on
honosexual i ty.

The Correct Biblical Framework of Honopsexuality

Dr. Ben Wtherington II1l, who holds an MA in Dvinity
(Sunmma cum Laude) and a PhD from Oxford, is a regular
contributor to www beliefnet.com H's article entitled
“Was Sodom into Sodony?: Wat the Bible says about
sodony, honosexuality and sin” originally appeared as a
| ecture. In this comentary | wll adopt many of his
views particularly because he offers a novel franework
of the Bible upon which to evaluate honpbsexuality. In
hi s own words:
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“The discussion of honpbsexuality in the Bible usually
focuses on texts prohibiting certain types of behavior.
|  would suggest one should rather Jlook at the
framework--the storied world in which such prohibitions
are offered. That Ilarger framework is the Biblical
story of creation, fall, and redenption.”

Thus the creation story begins with the affirmations,
not prohibitions. GCenesis 1-2 says the mle was
i nconplete without the female: "It was not good for man
to be alone.” The woman was created to be a suitable
conpanion for the man. Indeed, as the rabbis were to
say later, the wonman is seen as the crown of creation--
that which not nerely conpletes creation, but pronpts
the benediction that now finally all was tov mod--

‘very good.’ Following this there is what has been
called the creation order nandate—Fill the earth and
subdue it." This mandate could only be fulfilled by a

conpl enentary pair of creatures, male and fermale. Both
were required for the propagation of the species, as
well as for the assenbling of enough humans to
eventual | y subdue the earth.

Wt herington continues with his thesis:

Christian theology demands that we distinguish God's
original design for creation [that is, man and wonman
conpl enenting each other] fromthe effects of the fall
[ whi ch, anobng other things, nean having a honosexual
relationship]. As Wtherington enphasizes, we can't

assune that "whatever is, is right." Not all forns of
sexual sharing, even between consenting adults, can be
affirmed as either good or "nornmal", however "natural"

certain desires nmay seem Consider the follow ng
assertion from a website that declares itself neutral
on the i ssue of honpbsexual relations:?

“A marriage consisting of one man and one wonman

certainly I S t he “natural " ar r angenent to a
het erosexual couple. But a nmarriage of two wonen is
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"natural" for two |lesbians, as a nmarriage of two nmen is
"natural" for two gays.”

But, “when nature is out of joint, it can not serve as
a clear baroneter of what is good,” warns Dr.
Wtherington. This, to nme, is a clear answer to those
who would claim that theirs is a “loving, conmtted,
nonoganous honosexual relationships.” However one | ooks
at this so-called ‘relationship,” it cannot be part of
God’'s creation plan! Honbsexuality is seen as one of
many manifestations of mankind's sinful nature which
are a direct result of Adam and Eve's activities in the
Garden of Eden. In other words, honobsexuality can only
be properly viewed as part-and-parcel of the biblical
fall.

What about Sodony?

During the Mddle Ages the term “sodony” first cane
into use to describe honpbsexual Ilove. It originated
from Medieval Latin around 1180 as a designation for
“crime against nature.” The abstract noun sodoma (for
the sin) originated from sodomta (for the sinner)
which was first used with reference to an inhabitant of
the city of Sodom

In June 2003 the U S. Suprenme Court made a | andmark
ruling on the case “Texas versus Lawence” which
decl ared unconstitutional the Texas anti-sodony |aw and
simlar laws in over a dozen other states. The Court
based its decision on the concept of personal privacy
of individuals in their homes *°

It has becone fashionable to suggest that the fanous
story of Sodom found in CGenesis 19:4-8, and its close
parallel in Judges 19:22-24, have no direct relevance
to honosexuality. The sin of Sodom it is said, was
| ack of hospitality for strangers, even to the extrene
of seeking to rape them
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This reading is possible, though the earliest
interpreters of these texts around the turn of the
first century A D - fromthe author of Jude 7 to the
Jewi sh historian Josephus - did not seem to think so,
and it is not certain that these texts can justify it.
Jude 7 wote: “In a simlar way, Sodom and Gonorrah and
the surrounding towns gave thenselves up to sexual
i morality and perversion.” Josephus, who was
considered a traitor by the Jews for having allied
hinmself wth the Romans, wote unflattering comments
about Sodom in his Antiquities, considered an accurate
account of Jew sh history by nost nodern historians.

The verb yada "to know' is used to nean sexual sharing
in the Sodom story, when Lot offers his daughters for
them "to know' (i.e. have sexual intercourse wth).
It's probable that it neans the sane thing earlier,
when the citizens of Sodom ask Lot to bring out his
guests so they may "know' them Lot accuses them of
acting wckedly--an odd charge if all they neant is
that they wanted to interrogate them to discover if
they were spies, as sone gay witers claim

The biblical echoes of the Sodom story, furthernore,

all clearly refer to sexual sin. Jeremah 49:18 (" Sodom
and Gonorrah were overthrown”-NV) criticizes Jerusal em
for its sexual sin, and says it is |ike Sodom Ezeki el

16:49 is sonetines cited to prove that the sin of Sodom
was only inhospitality (“Now this was the sin of your

sister Sodom She and her daughters were arrogant,

overfed and unconcerned; they did not help the poor and
needy.”-NIV). But the next verse (v. 50) says the
residents of Sodom were destroyed because they did
"detestable things before ne." Detestable, is the very
term Lev. 18:22 and 20:13 uses to criticize honosexual

I ntercourse. (18:22-“Do not lie with a man as one lies
with a woman; that is detestable;” and, 20:13-“If a nan
lies with a man as one lies wth a woman, both of them
have done what is detestable.”).
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These passages in Leviticus are part of the so-called
Hol iness Code. Both clearly speak of an adult nale
lying with a man as with a wonman, and both texts call
this “detestable” (KJV -‘an abomnation.’). The
revisionist argunent by many gay witers is that this
behavi or is objected to because of a concern for ritual
purity, not imorality, but the supposed dichotony
between ritual and noral purity doesn't hold up. The
Hol i ness Code concerns itself with such central noral
subj ects as adultery.

biblicalperspecti r

O her Bi bl e Verses

Oher references to the destruction of Sodom and
Gonorrah/ God’ s terrifying judgnent are the foll ow ng:%°

-Deut.29:23 - “It wll be like the destruction of Sodom
and Gonorr ah, Admah and Zeboiim which the Lord
overthrewin fierce anger.”

-lsa.1:9- “Unless the Lord Aimghty had left us sone
survivors, we wuld have becone |ike Sodom we would
have been |i ke Gonorrah.”

-1sa.13:19 - “Babylon..will be overthrown by God |ike
Sodom and Gonorrah.”

-Anbs 4:1l1a-“1 overthrew sone of you as | overthrew
Sodom and Gonorrah.”

-Zeph. 2:9a-“Surely Mab wll becone I|ike Sodom the
Ammonites |i ke Gonorrah.”

-Jer.49:18 - “As Sodom and Gonorrah were overthrown..so
no one wll live there; no man wll dwell init.”
-Jer.50:40 - “As (God overthrew Sodom and Gonorrah..so
no one wll live there; no man wll dwell init.”

- Exek. 16:56-58 - “You would not even nention your

sister Sodom in the day of your pride, before your
w“h‘ — - =
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ETIL " -
w ckedness was uncover ed. . You wi || bear t he
consequences of your |ewdness and vyour detestable

practices, declares the Lord.”
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-Matt.10:15 - “I tell you the truth, it wll be nore
bearable for Sodom and Gonorrah on the day of judgnent
than for that town.”

-Luke 17:29 - *“But the day Lot l|eft Sodom fire and
sul phur rained down from heaven and destroyed them
all.”

-Rom9:29 - *“It is just as Isaiah said previously:
Unless the Lord Almghty had left us descendants, we
woul d have beconed |ike Sodom and we would have been
| i ke Gonorrah.”

-2Pet.2:6 - “If he [God] condemmed the cities of Sodom
and Gonorrah by burning them to ashes, and nade them a
exanpl e of what is going to happen to the ungodly.”

In addition, the twin cities have becone “synbols of
shanel ess imorality or unbridled sin in general,” as
in Isa. 3:9 (“they parade their sin I|ike Sodoni),
Lanmentation 4:6 (“the punishment of ny people is
greater than that of Sodom which was overthrown in a
nonent”), and Ezeki el 16: 46- 47 (“Your younger
sister..Sodom .you copied their detestable practices”).

The dooned cities |ikew se becane synbols of “inpotent
rebellion” against God or man’s | ack of responsiveness,
as expressed in:

-Jer. 23:14c-“They are all like Sodom to ne; the people
of Jerusalemare |ike Gonorrah.”

-Deut.32:32 - “Their vine cones from the vine of Sodom
and from the fields of Gonobrrah. Their grapes are
filled W th poi son, and their clusters W th
bitterness.”
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-Matt. 11:23 - “And you, Capernaum .will go down to the
depths. If the mracles that were perforned in you had
been perforned in Sodom it would have remained to this
day.”

-Lk.10:12 - “I tell you, it will be nore than bearable
on that day for Sodom than for that town.” [that
rejects the mnistry of Jesus and H's apostles].

-Rev.11:8 - “Their bodies will lie in the street of the
great city, which is figuratively called Sodom and
Egypt, where also their Lord was crucified.”

Summary and Concl usi on

So far, Wtherington has devel oped his unique biblica
framework supporting the notion of honosexual ity
falling within the anbit of the story of creation and

fall. The redenptorical aspect cones later in the final
comentary when we take up how honobsexuals are being
hel ped by par ents, rel atives and pr of essi onal

counsel i ng groups.

We have barely scratched the surface on discussions of
religious beliefs about honosexual ity and  what

constitutes what is “acceptable” or even, “right” in
the biblical sense. The opposing canps - nost
Christians on one side and gay-rights advocates on the
other side - wth their allies in their respective
churches, the acadenme, in governnent, civil-liberties
associations, the intellectuals - have been engaged in

an on-and-off debate wth each other on this issue.

The | ong-standing debate between the defenders of the
honosexual |ifestyle and their opponents who say that
it is biblically wong is a battle that has |ong since
been joined. And this is nowhere nore noticeable than
in the internet, that vast storage of know edge
available to wus in this Age of Information. The
internet has nore than 500,000 entries on the topic
“honosexual ity, the church, and the bible.”
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Next tinme we will tackle nore-fully the New Testanent
pronouncenments of Jesus and the NI witers. Hopefully,
we will hear from you your comments. Don't forget! W

are now broadcasting also in Cebuano, on an alternate
basis with the English version of the comentary I|ike
this one. Please tell your friends.

Once again, valued viewers, this is Nene Rubrico
rem ndi ng you, that:

“A nation can save itself fromperishing if its people
have vision.”
(Proverbs 29:18a)

Till next tinme. God bless, and, Good ni ght!

Copyri ght €2004 by Il defonso J. Rubrico
If portions of this work is quoted or used for study purposes,
pl ease cite source:
www. bi bl i cal - perspectives. org
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