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Honosexual ity, Part 4: A Commentary
by |l defonso J. Rubrico

Good eveni ng!

W are now on our third commentary on the topic of
honosexuality. In our |ast segnent, we exam ned the
churches’ stance on honosexuality, which, on the
whol e, pronounced it to be norally wong and
t herefore, prohi bi t ed. W also examned the
scriptural basis for their saying so, and in
particular citing the larger framework of the Bible
upon whi ch such prohibitions are made - nanely, the
bi blical story of creation, fall and redenption. W
are indebted to Oxford biblical scholar Ben
Wtherington |11l who first proposed such a usefu

framework. We will now continue his analysis.*?

What Jesus and t he NT Witers Sai d about
Honosexual ity

Qur next stop is the CGospels. Wiile it is true that
Jesus never condemns honobsexual behavior, it does
not nean that he affirnms it either! Since both sides
use this “argunent from silence” of Jesus vis-a-vis
honosexual ity, the rules of debate nust needs
constrain us not to wuse Jesus’ silence as an
argunent in our own favor, unlike what a certain
| i beral - m nded seninary dean is typically doing.?

On the other hand, Jesus’ explicit words about
marriage and singleness (or, the state of being
unmarried)in first-century Palestine are quite
pertinent to the issue of honbsexual sex today.
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Marriage and Matthew 19:1-12

In the New Testanment, whenever the subject of
sexuality conmes up, the heterosexual norm of
marriage i s always uphel d.

To just review our material, in CGenesis 1:27b-28 we
are told that one purpose in creating the two sexes
was procreative —through the sexual union of nale
and fenmale we could reproduce the race. In addition
to procreation, there is a wunitive function of

sexuality that has to do with fulfilling our need
for conpanionship: "And the Lord God said, 'It is
not good that man should be alone; | wll make him a

hel per suitable for hinmt (Gen. 2:18). These two
functions -procreative and unitive - are then seal ed
by Jesus in Mitt. 19:6 as the fanobus wedding-
cerenony rejoinder, “therefore, what God has joined
together, let man not separate.” These two chapters,
Cenesis 1 and 2 teach us spiritual truths concerning
God's intended order for H's creation.

In Matthew 19:1-12, Jesus spelled out two options in
regard to sexual behavior--either, (a) be faithful
in marriage, or,(b) be celibate if wunmarried. He
suggests that divorce was not God's original intent
for human beings, and that he was now reinforcing
the original creational intent for nmen and wonen to
be together in holy wedl ock, as expressed in Genesis
2:24 that says that “nman will leave his father and
nother and be united to his wife, and they wll
becone one flesh.”

He then suggests in v.11-12 that anyone who cannot
handle fidelity in marriage should either becone (or
remain) a eunuch, or stay celibate for the sake of
t he ki ngdom of God. The inplication of absolutely no
sexual sharing outside of marriage, whether of a
het er osexual or honpbsexual sort, is very clear. And
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marriage, for Jesus, is the “joining” of mn and
woman as of “one flesh.” Honbsexual, or sane-sex
marriages are sinply not recognized in the Bible
under this strict definition. Neither are *“civil
unions,” which is a l|legal euphem sm for sane-sex
marriage recognized in the State of Vernont, USA
Jesus is indeed asking for celibacy in singleness,
what ever one's sexual predilections mght be.

For those of us who have seen many Hol | ywood novi es,
the “eunuch” t hat Jesus neant was  not t he
stereotyped large man (typically, a turbaned Arab)
who had been caponized to guard the king' s harem
Rat her, a eunuch that Jesus cited was a sexually-
celibate individual. The New Bible Commentary had
this to say:?®

“” Renounced marriage’ is the NV s paraphrase for
‘made thenselves eunuchs’;it rightly assunes that
Jesus did not nean the phrase to be taken
literally.”

Romans 1: 18- 28

We turn now to Romans 1:18-28, and here we have the
nost conplete and clear discussion of the natter.
Verse 27b could hardly be clearer: "Men commted
shanel ess acts with nen and received in their own
persons the due penalty for their sin." Consider the
foll ow ng points:

Honbsexual behavior is both imoral and idol atrous.

Paul used honosexual and | esbi an sin as
illustrations of the nore general problem of the
effects of the fall. Paul, following the tradition

of Jewish witers,* seizes on the honosexual
behavior of the Gentiles of his day as perhaps the
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cl earest exanple of how flouting sexual distinctions
is ultimtely a rejection of the Creator, who nade
such distinctions. In other words, it is not just
immorality, it is idolatry. Contrast this to the
publ i shed comments of Loren L. Johns, acadeni c dean
of a religious seminary in the US., to wit:”>

“Paul apparently knew nothing about the conplexity
of honobsexuality and the nultiple causes of it and
nowhere does Paul show awareness of a | oving nutual
honosexual relationship that is not exploitative or
abusive. W should refrain from inposing Paul's
statenents about honobsexuality directly on our
situation today wthout taking this into account.”

This argunent involves an amazi ng anachroni sm That
I's, those saying this are attenpting to place a very
recent twentieth century under st andi ng of
honosexual ity back into the first century m ndset of
Paul . People in the first century did not think in
terns of "sexual orientation." It is inconceivable
for Paul to have -even attenpted to neke a
psychol ogi cal differentiation such as this.

By depicting the apostle Paul as nothing nore than a
first-century Jewturned-Christian who was ignorant
about nodern psychology and science, this |iberal
pastor and others of his ilk trivializes 2,000 years
of church teaching to push forward their 50-yr. old
post - noder n agenda. Post - noder ni sm IS a
phi | osophi cal concept that rejects Absolute Truth
(like the bible) in favor of relative Truth (or
Rel ativism which is another way of saying that
“your truth is as good as mne.”)

Honosexual behavior is a form of rebellion against
God. Much of what Paul says could apply to any sort
of sinner, for all sin is ultimately rebellion
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agai nst God. But verses 26-27 illustrate how this
rebellion plays itself out by taking the exanple of
| esbi an and honpsexual sexual activity. Says Paul :

|

“Because of this, God gave them over to shameful
lusts. Even their wonen exchanged natural relations
for unnatural ones. In the sane way the nen also
abandoned natural relations with wonen and were
inflamed with lust for one another. Men commtted
I ndecent acts wth other nen and received in
t hensel ves the due penalty for their perversion.”

Paul descri bes honobsexual behavior as unnatural. At
verse 26, Paul introduces the concept of nature into
the discussion. The verse says literally "they have
exchanged the natural use for that which is contrary
to nature." Here Paul is using |anguage frequently
used in antiquity which knew no such terns as
honosexual or lesbian, to refer to honosexual
(unnatural) and het erosexual (natural) sexual
behavi or. One can not say that Paul, no biol ogist,
failed to realize that to sone persons it seens

"natural" to be attracted to those of the sane
gender. Paul is well aware of how sin becones
i ngrained in human nature, to such an extent that it
comes to seem perfectly natural. No, Paul 1is

contrasting the creation order as originally given,
versus various mani festations of human fall enness.

It should be noted that the phrase "agai nst nature"
was used in connection w th honbsexual intercourse
by both ancient Philo and Josephus, contenporaries
of Paul .°®

Honosexual ity is just |like any other sin. For any
who mght dismss Paul as just another honophobic
(from “honophobia” - fear, dislike or hatred of
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honosexual s’) early Jew picking on an oppressed
mnority, Paul says at the end of Romans 1 that
sinfulness that God condemms is also manifested by
covet ousness, mal i ce, envy, mur der , sl ander,
i nsol ence, rebellion against parents, ruthlessness,
deceit, pride and the like. He is then able to say
in Romans 2:1 "Therefore you have no excuse, whoever
you are, when you judge others; for 1in passing
j udgnent on another you condemm yourself, because
you that judge are doing the very sane sort of
sinful things."

In other words, all of us have fallen and can't get
up without the grace of God. This neans there nust
be no singling out of honpbsexual sin as sonehow nore
hei nous sin than the sins heterosexuals commit, as
Evangel i st Billy Graham once poi nt ed out . B
Honmophobi a or heterosexual sexual activity outside
marriage is a sin just as surely as sane-sex sexual
activity is. W all are sinners before God.

1 Corinthians 6:9-10

W turn now to 1 Corinthians 6:9-10. Here Paul is
trotting out a vice list of certain kinds of
behavi ors which will keep a person out of the final
Ki ngdom of God. It is a general |ist that does not
singl e out honosexual behavior but includes it al ong
with fornicators, idolators, adulterers, thieves,
the greedy, drunkards, revilers and robbers. At the
time Paul wote his letters there was no word in
cl assi cal , bi bl i cal, or patristic Geek which
corresponded with our English term "honosexual."
| nst ead, honobsexual behavior was described (e.g.,
Rom 1:26-27).
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Mal akoi and Arsenokoitai. The two terns in question
are the Geek nalakoi and arsenokoitai. The forner
term literally neans “sonmething like effem nate or
soft,” and refers to the passive partner in a
honosexual tryst. The term is variously translated
in English as foll ows:

‘ Mal akoi’

1. abusers of thenselves w mankind - KJV,

2. sodomtes - NKJV;

3. honpbsexual offenders - NV;

4. sodomtes - NAB (Catholic);

5. honosexual - CEV;

6. sexual perverts - RSV,

7. sexual perverts - G\B.

The other term arsenokoitai, is not found in Geek
literature prior to Paul, and nay even have been
coined by Paul. It neans literally a male copul ator,
soneone who copulates with a male. It is also

transl ated variously as:

" Arsenokoi tai'

effem nate - King Janes Version (KJV);
honosexual - New Ki ng Janes Version (NKJV);
mal e prostitute - New Intl. Version (NV);
honosexual -New Anerican Bi ble (NAB, Catholic);
perverts - Contenporary English Version (CEV)
adulterers - Revised Standard Version (RSV);
adulterers - Good News Bible (G\B).

NooswWNhRE

Additionally, 1Tinothy 1:10 enpl oys that G eek word
"arsenokoitai' that is variously translated as
fol | ows:

themthat defile thenselves w nankind - KJV,
sodomtes - NKIV:

perverts - NV,

sodomtes - NAB (Catholic);

honosexual s - CEV;
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6. sodomtes - RSV,
7. sexual perverts - G\B.

It has been further argued that ' nmalakos' actually
nmeant ‘'soft' or 'fine," citing Mtt.11:8 and Luke
7:25 as exanples (as in: 'he was clothed in soft
garnments/fine rainnment'), thereby inpying that St.

Paul (or the person before hin) erroneously enpl oyed

the word to persons who were only effemnate - i.e.,
sensitive, soneone endowed wth sone fine or
femnine qualities - and not a sexual pervert as

honmophi | i acs or honbsexual haters pictured them to
be. However, the use of 'nalakos' nust of necessity
be contextual, and what was clearly condemmed by
Paul in 1 Cor. 6:9 were nothing nore than the
practi ce of honobsexual acts.

Was honosexual ity an ancient cultural practice?

In the cultural mlieu that Paul lived in, Geek nen
of sone social standing would nornmally keep young
boys for honpbsexual sex until they were old enough

for marriage thensel ves. These young boys were known
as "catamtes."

However , K. J. Dover® points out t hat such
relationships did not replace marriage between nan
and woman, but occurred before and beside it. A
mat ure man woul d never have a mature nmale mate, but
he would be the erastes (lover) to a young eronenos
(loved one). In this relationship it was considered
i nproper for the eronenos to feel desire, as that
would not be nmasculine. Driven by desire and
adm rati on, the erastes wuld devote hinself
unselfishly to providing all the education his
eronmenos required to thrive in society.

The Romans initially copied the practice but |ater
frowned on it and called those who practiced it as

-—-“—"'T1 —r
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“effemnate.” In fact, later Roman |aw strictly
prohibited this "Greek Curse" and severely punished
the practice.

|

On the other hand, some nodern historians and human
sexuality theorists who have enbraced the M chael

Foucalt’s 19th century t heory on “Soci al
Constructions,” have asserted that various human
cul tures had many socially-constructed practices
that were hidden but have only energed until now
when such practices begun to be scientifically
cat egori zed. Simlar cl ai ns about so-cal | ed
honosexual ity in ancient G eece are al so bei ng nade;
that behaviors that appear to be honbsexual in

nodern Western societies may have been understood by
ancient Greeks in entirely different ways. '

Conflicting beliefs and vi ews.

Whom should we now believe - Paul who actually
wi t nessed and wote about the honbsexual practices
of those around him in First Corinthians; or, our
nodern soci al theorists? Should we now all ow anyone
with a fancy or noder n-sounding theory in
psychol ogy, sociology or biology to “deconstruct”
many of society’'s core beliefs? This, to ne, is a
danger ous precedent.

In witing about honosexuality, Paul not only
remnds his largely-gentile Christian audi ence that
sone of them had practiced one or another of these
vices, but points out that sonme seened to be still
persisting in them

The witness of the Bible is univocal about sanme sex
sexual activity. That is, Scriptures speak as one
voice. It is always rejected as sinful. And, lest we
be conplacent, there is no distinction nmade between
honosexual behavior that is part of the consensual
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acts of adults and other forms of such behavior

(such as adultery and promscuity). |Indeed npst
ancients were nore likely to condemm consensual
adul t honosexual behavior than pederasty, or
pedophilia -- just the opposite of the situation

today. W see such a condemation in antiquity as
early as the Greek philosopher Plato and as | ate as
Jewi sh hi storian Josephus and beyond.

Are we being Conpl acent ?

But people are not as condemmatory nowadays. Last
Septenber 24, 2004, the Philippine Daily Inquirer
bannered in its Entertainnent Section the title:
“Al -Al Ends Affair with Director for her Kids’
Sake.”! According to the storywiter, Queen of
Comedy Ai Ai de las Alas admtted that she recently
ended her alnost three-year affair with a wonan
director from the giant nedia network ABS-CBN for
her children’s sake and because she wanted “to turn
a new leaf.” “I"mturning 40 soon, and | feel |’m at
a crossroads of ny life,” Al A said |ast week. She
said she realized how nmuch her children |oved her,
and that they didn't say anything against the
[l esbian]relationship with her ex-lover. “They speak
only now because it's already over.” She confessed
to feeling bad about breaking her ex-lover’s heart.

“o have no regrets about getting into a
relationship with her..although I hurt her, | know
she’ Il forgive ne. We're still friends.”

The hi ghly-publicized story of de las Al as gives us
a romanticized version of a lesbian relationship
that has turned sour, for her. The fact is, we are
not even sure that De las Alas has really repented

(“no regrets,” according to her). As to her
feelings if sonmeday her daughter also gets into a
| esbian relationship, she sinply says, “l give ny

kids everything so that they won’t nmake a m stake”
as she admts she once did. The gullible and adori ng
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public who assidously follow the life and |oves of
novie and TV personalities like de |las Al as perhaps
fail to realize the transitory nature of |esbhian
rel ati onships. Intoned de |las Alas, who denies the

runmor that she will reconcile with the father of her
two children, singer Mguel Vera:”l will take a rest
fromfalling in love for one or two years. | really

want change after tw vyears of a [Ieshian]
relationship.”

Nowadays |esbhian couples have been attracting
attention by others, in relation to fem nism sexual
relati onships, marriage and parenting, and other
ar eas.

Not abl e | esbian couples in U S. television include
Tara Maclay and WIlow Rosenberg in Buffy the
Vanpire Sl ayer, Lindsay Peterson and Mel ani e Marcus
in Queer as Folk and Dr. Kerry Waver and Sandy
Lopez in ER. The L Wrd has an all-|esbian cast.?'?

Prom nent personalities who are | esbians or gays are
being lionized by the public, it would seem

On the other hand, mani festations  of nor al
bankruptcy are all around us. The Philippine Daily
| nquirer on 23 Septenber 2004 ran a front-page story
on the rising incidence of ©pedohilia in the
Phi | i ppines.* According to Sr. Supt. Rodolfo
Mendoza, deputy chief of the PNP-CI DG “pedophilia,
or sexual desire in an adult for a child, is now
preval ent anong Filipinos.” He was testifying at a
Senate hearing on the effect of the proliferation of
pedophile materials to the increased exploitation of
m nors. Mendoza said it was possible that a “crine
ring” was involved in the worsening problem Senator
Janby Madrigal, who chaired the commttee, comented
that the Philippine A liance Against Pornography
(PAP)also testified that noontinme TV shows were
exploiting children by nmaking them dress Iike
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“]apayukis,” Filipino wonen working as entertainers
i n Japan.
d osi ng
The words of Dr . Ben Wtherington |11 are

appropriate for closing this session. He declares:
“For those who indeed intend to continue to
recogni ze the Bible as the normative rule, not only
for faith but for ethical practice in the church or
the synagogue, we cannot be about the business of
maki ng anyone confortable in their sin, whether a
het er osexual or a honosexual per son. Equal |y,
however, the way of Jesus in treating such
situations is that bal ance of justice and nercy that
says on the one hand ‘Neither do | condemn you’ and
on the other ‘Go and sin no nore.’"(Luke 7:50).

As we have covered the essentials of the noral and
et hi cal aspects of honobsexuality, we shall end our
di scussions here. W wll concern ourselves next
with the health and nedi cal aspects of honbsexuality
I n our next segnent.

Thank you once again for bearing with ne on this
difficult topic. W hope we are giving you a fair
and balanced picture of honpbsexuality in this
program

This is your host, Nene Rubrico, bidding you a
pl easant good evening once nore, and |eaving you
with a fitting rem nder that:

“Where there is no vision, the people perish.”

God bl ess!
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