Some Thoughts about Homosexuality

The concern about how we as Christians should deal with homosexuality is tearing us apart.  In a recent conversation with a retired region staffer, he said that he felt we were heading for an unavoidable denominational split.  He may be right.  I hope not.  In the interest of dialogue, with the hope that we are not at our rope's end, and with respect for each other, I offer these thoughts toward a via media on which we all may be able to travel.

Nature or Nurture?


The crux of the matter seems to be whether homosexuality is a life style choice or it is in-born fact of life.  

If homosexuality is a choice, then it has been influenced by those with  whom one associates (nurture).  If the former is true, then we could consider it an addictive behavior (the American Psychiatric Association does not) and it could be treated as an illness with the expectation of a cure.  Obviously, this is the view of many people.  In my experience (ABC endorsed pastoral counselor since 1969) it is not the view of the majority of people in the counseling field.  


If, on the other hand, homosexuality is from nature rather than nurture, then as Christian folks, how can we place restrictions on those who adopt this life style?  If nature has made one gay, then, the source is from his or her genes, not from choice (depending on your theology--from God). 

 
Research by Simon Le Vay, graduate of Cambridge University in England, and University of Gottingen in Germany, has done studies of the brains of AIDS patients (post mortem, obviously) which provided him the opportunity to examine the hypothalmus of both homosexual men and non-homosexual men.  He found considerable difference between the two.  He believes that the development of the hypothalmus plays a large part in the cause of homosexuality.  (See The Sexual Brain (MIT Press, 1993).  In their comprehensive article,  Qazi Rahman and Glenn D. Wilson state in their abstract, "Genetic evidence suggests a heritable component and putative gene low on the X chromosome."  Translation: evidence points to gay people being born gay.  ("Born gay?  The psycobiology  of human sexual orientation,"  Personality and Individual Differences, vol. 34, Issue 8, June 2003, pp 1337--1382).


Other studies corroborate the cause of homosexuality as being genetic.

Reality or Imagination?

It's a question many young people have faced, namely who am I?  We all come to an identity through experimentation and realization.  Identity comes as a mixed bag.  Mixed or not one hopefully discovers who he or she is at some point in life. Part of that discovery has to do with sexuality.  


In his book Homosexuality and Pseudohomosexuality (Science House, New York, 1969) Lionel Ovesey talks about the anxiety one has over sexual identity.  Ovesey concluded there were two kinds of this particular anxiety: heterosexual anxiety about being homosexual, and homosexual anxiety about being homosexual.  Those heterosexuals who were anxious over the possibility they might be homosexual, Ovesey called pseudohomosexuals.

Besides anxiety there is experimentation, that is, having several varieties of homosexual experiences.  One may have had homosexual experiences, and later determined that he or she was not homosexual.  They were not homosexual to begin with.  My guess is that those therapists who claim to have "cured" homosexuality were, in fact, dealing with those who thought they were gay, who later seriously questioned it.  The therapist helps them through this dilemma.  And if the therapist (I have only found one) saw homosexuality as a disease or addiction, he or she could then believe that their client had been "cured."*
The Call of God and Human Decisions.  

What does this all this mean in the life of the church?  If homosexuals are who they are by nature, then in the name of Jesus, what does acceptance mean?  Can it mean anything other than complete acceptance and admittance to any of the callings in the church?  Much of our controversy centers around ordination.  Some have concluded that ordination ought to be denied to all homosexuals.  Back in ancient times when I was ordained, the main concern of the ordination committee was whether or not the candidate genuinely felt called by God to ministry (it most surely was not about sexual orientation).  Doctrines and education were important, but the call was the crux of the matter.  Isn't the call the main concern in considering one for ordination?  Can we not see the call is a matter between a person and God?  If a gay man or woman feels called of God, who are we to deny affirmation of that call to ordained ministry?   

Taking the Bible Literally or Seriously?  

The Bible does indeed put homosexuality in a category called sin.  Some who read the Bible literally will argue: "If homosexuality is condemned in the Bible, we must follow suit and echo the condemnation."  There are many prohibitions in the Bible that we have discarded, especially the punishment that was to go with the offense.  Adultery was a capital offense.  The men who were about to stone the woman caught in adultery, were stopped cold by Jesus reaction to their question about whether or not to proceed.  They were following the Torah (Leviticus20:10, Deuteronomy 22:23--24).  Would we still insist on following the Bible in this situation?

And what of the 617 other laws in the Torah.


Jesus never in all his ministry mentions homosexuality.  Why not if it is such a crucially important matter?  Franciscan monk, Richard Rohr interprets Paul's brief mention in Romans 1:26--27 "unnatural relations" as referring to boys and women who were temple prostitutes (from a taped study of Pauline Themes).  


Taking the Bible seriously would seem to mean accepting fully one another.  After all, loving God and each other is the foundation on which all law and prophets is based (Matthew 22:37, Mark12:30, Luke 10:27).  There were no "ifs" to this compendium of the Torah.      

Is there a way out of our dilemma?

I don't know, but I believe we should give ourselves in heart, soul, and mind to searching for such a way.  At least I suggest that we:


1)  Respect each other and cease demonizing one another.  

2) Hear each other.  Understand where the other (whoever he or she is) is coming from.

3) What-iffing our future.  What if in our hard commitment to an opinion (including an opinion as to what the scripture says) we see our denomination split.  Is defending a position worth it?

4) Focus on the mission.  Ours is a mission to persons, including straights and gays.  The mission is not to save anyone from homosexuality, but to open to them a fellowship in which we all affirm our humanity in Christ.  

* It must be noted that Ovesey did feel that both pseudohomosexuality and sexuality were both treatable.  The prognosis in treatment, he said, depended on the motivation of the patient. 





