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Introduction

How do you decide what is right or wrong about any given mafiexfay, many if not

most people make decisions based on how they feel about the subject or on the basis of
what other people they caabout think concerning that subject. In fact, even their own
feelings are shaped by what other people they yahmologically their reference group

or cohortthink.

This is why not only the Bible but secular wisdom counsels much care in the setdctio
who our friends should be. An ol d Spanish p

A

you wal k, and 106l tell you who you are. o

But who should we be? Wbse opinion counts the most? Further, whose opiniowy is

far the most important? Ifyouarwer ed @ Go &d $ oo pnemind m,go Godos w
youbdre right, thus t he deredtmordelowfthogelofius b ook.
who are believers in andlalking withthe Lord Jesus Christ especially need to keep God

in the picture

To employanother analogy we need to not only k& on our radar screen but in the
very center of itfor he has called us to be holy, that is set apart, taahuimot just as
individuals. Christlesusestablished his church, the Greek word for which meang thos
called outto be holy to himto servehim in an organized manner to accomplish as an
organism what we cannot do individually. And as we read throughout the Bible, God is
employing the church as the main means through which he is working to redeem and
renewhis Creation.

As we begin, we need to be clear on the meaning of the main terms being used. Others
will be clarified when we first come them.

We should first define what we mean here by
Ahomosexual it ylanoce, as tlefineccirostamdard English dictionaries, the

words homosexual and homosexuality involve directing a sexual desire toward and

engaging in sexual intercourse with another person of the same dender.

Do not confuse such practice with thosewndidual s having Godds gi ft
given to some single people in order to be able to serve him in ways that married people

are unable to do.In what follows, when | refer to homosexuals and homosexuality, | am
referring to the engagement @xsacts between two (or, as often occurs, more than two

others) of the same gender.

! http://www.merriarawebster.com/dictionary/homosexud/Accessed 08/27/10)
2 Matthew 19:1112; 1 Corinthians 7:8, 3235. This gift is often called the gift of singlesse
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Other distinctios must be clarified so we are thinking about and discussing the same
phenomenon. What about SSA (sase& attraction)? Some people struggle with

unwantel feelings of being attracted sexually to others of the same gender, but the
feelings are undesirable, and they remain celibate; they do not act out on those emotions
and engage in sexual relations with those of the same sex. SSA is an important matter,
for unchecked and without help, those emotions can motivate crossing the line into full
bl own homosexual practice, which is counterp
and spiritual health. While we will refer periodicaltySSA, e.g., mentioninthat help

exists for those with that struggle and offering evidence that they have hope for
overcoming that struggléhe focus of this volume is on homosexuality, the practice of
engaging in same gender sexual relations. In fact, since SSA typicablytbead

homosexual practice (all who are homosexual have hadsexnattraction, but not all

who have SSAengage in homosexual agiisysically), everything that is said about the

latter relates directly to the formeér.,one who wrestles with SSA must deare of

what comes with homosexuality, which is part of the reason for this writing.

That said, we must also discern a vital difference between repentant former homosexuals
and unrepentant and practicing homosexuals. The former reject the homosestyde lif

and are trying to live a truly normal life accord withGod 6 s gener al and spec
revelation. The latter are trying to redefine what is considered natural and make it

include homosexualitycontrarytoGod 6 s gener al and speci al reve
To arswer this questiobeforeusno st adequately we must begin
Doing so, we see clearly there that Godds or
which only occurs after Adam and Eveodos fall

In the original Hebrew of Leticus 18:22 and 20:13 God calls homosexual actions

t 1 R,Ueh, @ abomination, detestable, to be abhorred. The New Testament, e.g.,

Romans 1:182, also condemns both male and female homosexuality (in contrast to the

spiritual gift of singleness abouthich we read in Matthew 19:40 1 ) . Yet in toda
media, homosexuals are portrayed as a couple of guys walking down the street holding

hands or females huggirfgart of the homosexual agenda explained in their own words

in this volume). How is that hartblding and hugging * R?2U b ©

Or, is there more to the homosexual lifestyle than is being communicated, even taught, by
Hollywood, TV, electronic and print journalism, schoa@sd the governmentThe
answer is yes, very much so.

When homosexuality is discussed in soceatd in the church it is typically not defined.

Most people dond6t have a cl lithtepaopleihtbesesvhat hon
conversations have any thought as to what constitutes homosexual practice, the images of

the guys walking down therset holding hands or the lesbians hugging flash in and out

of their minds. Etremely rarely and virtually never are homosexual acts ever mentioned.

Yet to accurately discuss the matter before us, we need to know what it is that

homosexuals do that Godrmdemns. That is one of the reasons why this book has been

written.



This book explains what it is about homosexuality that is 3, Wiy God detests it, why

he has commanded that humans not do it, why they truly are not gay when they do, and

how he expets Christians to treat men and women who engage in homosexual practice.

In these pageg o lub&come acquainted with much careful and sound social science
research on homosexual ity tlhegamindhas not been
homosexual agendmcluding its flaws in logic (presenting in the process a primer in

logical fallaciesthat can be widg used in other contexts).

Using the historic and universal principles of interpretation in the discipline of

her meneut i whytheBibbe@ &ltls, s@eeoperl y understood, ¢
bashing, 0 but neither can they be twisted to
conforms to cul tural and political Afcorrectn

many other Old and New Testaméexts which teach that we should truly love all

peoplethis volumeexplains what that love means for how we are to treat homosexuals
according to Goddés will . ifonkgenuinaylawesas and answ
Jesus commanded, how can heloe philosophically advocate for, or encourage, a

fellow human being to embrace, much less continue in, a practice isl@nhunhealthy,
dangerousindeed, a physically and spiritually lethal lifestyle that is unholy and contrary

to Go®b6bs will

Thus myurgent concern is first for the church, the body of Christ, too many of whom are

foll owing the culture into a position on hon
which disobedience threatens to sidetrack the calling and mission God has given us to

extend and nurture his Kingdom throughout the world. When his people have done this
throughoutboth Testaments, he has not treated the matter lightly. We must not mistake

his patience with his approval.

My related second urgent concern is for the homuwaaslepeople whom God loves, who

are headed down the wrong road. Because God loves them, we too must love them, part

of which means we must not hinder them; we must help them. Neither may we hurt

them. After studying the Scriptures and the scienceciea that homosexuality is

dangerous o oneds physical , -bemg.tThiviowhyalestaand spi r i
youoll me e t pleadswith us ® aot hindea lereand her fellow homosesual

who are struggling to break free of this lethaddifyle.

|l f the church, contrary to Godds special rev
observable to all, ignore those edations and audaciously encourag®pleto disobey

him, what will we say to God when we stand before himtogiveacnt of what we 0\
done with our lives® Further, ve cannot fail to keep in mind a key text sandwiched

between Leviticus 18:22 and 20:13.

®See, e.g., 2 Corinthians 5190, fASo we make it our goal to please [th
before the judgment seat of Christ, that each one may receive what is due him for the things done while in

the body, whet her gekemd offersa fibeaamméntary Amthistaedrihe releted

sobering texts that woul doddneéthigiotlmedmpartant pofatthedsind n it s ent i
and shorcomings of believers will be revealed in the judgmerfbegiven sinswhose guilthas been



Read oreread Leviticus 19:16h7. A1 Do not do anything that enda
life. 1 am the IORD. Donot hate your brother in your heart. Rebuke your neighbor

frankly so you wi I[Howtomhelpnotsehdangehimiomherisias gui | t . O
major focus in these chapted/e 6 | | see how making this judgm
Matthew 7:dge iDor npoujtuoo will be judged. o

This bookis written in response to calls for help by people in the church who are asking
how God would have us think and act rightly concerning homosexuals in and outside the
church.Th ey 6 r e theslégicallygsoul and Biblicallybasedsermons andtudy
materialsthat they can use individually or in church groups to help them understand this
important matter. It is with these people in mind that | have written the following pages.

This volume is especially neediedorder to prepare for and respond to the homosexual

a ct i agenslatscbange even the conservative church congregati®esplained in

the book a highly organized, extensively funded, drategicallystaffed plan is in place

to persuade every augelical church (they already have done so long ago with the liberal
churches) in all 50 states that homosexuality is normal and acceptable in the church as
well as in society.

The major overall theme of theansBdSpks i s Nspea
purpose is to present the facts of which mos
wi || i n this matter can be told in I ove, 1inc

Corinthians 13:47) Both aspects of this command are neassfa us to do at the same
time, for truth without love is harsh, and love without truth is weak, ineffective, and even
misleading. Added information to this book will be available mry Web site at
www.fromacorntooakl12.com

Somecommens about style.This book is intended for teachers, pastors and other church
including denominational leaders, professors, parents, business executives, and
government as well as other policy makers. It is also bendficitioughtful general
readers who can skip the many footnotes, scanning only those of interest or for further

i nformation. A characteristic of my teachin
referred to-sas ctkre inebetrap e¢ctiyad arhd ki mg of t
agebd6bo in which we 1live. T h u and amohgether war r ant e
reasonsf 6ve quoted from some ¢rovddeamerathsougnt | engt

understanding of the argument a particulatev is making for the purpose of equipping

the reader with the information he or she needs to engage family membersytihe chu

and the public square on this crucial issue and to answer most adequately the question
before us, AWhat g shoGuoodséesx uvaillilt yc?2adbncer ni n

totally covered by the blood of Jesus Christ. Therefore, as was said, believers have nothing to fear from the
judgmend though the realization that they will have to give an account of everything they have done, said,

and thought should be for timea constant incentive to diligent fighting against sin, conscientious Christian
service, and consecr at e the Biblevandthge FuurgGrahe Rapids,ivy. A . Ho e k e me
William B. Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1979), p. 259. Read pagexb258r the more complete

commentary on these passages.
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Thus the book can be read straight through or used as a reference work. Especially for
the latter use, since its latest version will be on my Web site in a digital format, & can b
downl| oaded f oindofeatue @and othesearch engires ¢afr quickly locate
specific subjects one needs to addréss. those reading the print version of this volume,
who wish to look up cited URLs in the footnotes, you can easily and more quickly do so
by going to the online version and simglicking on the desired links.

All quotes from the Bible are from the New International Version (NIV) unless otherwise

indicated. Also)] wi sh to |l et the reader know | dm awa
usually though not alwaysyritten with a lowe case b.However,with my background

as an English major in my baccalaureate, as a theologian in my masters, and as an

educator in my doctoral studies, observing ldrge unwise, anadlangerousmount of

disregard for God and his Word, especially in\fiesern Hemispherd choose to use

an upper case B to draw attentionhighest t he f ac
authority and standarduperior to all othergan understandingf andadherence to which

is crucial foreffectivelyansweringhe question before us in the pages which follow.

Edward Seely
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Chapter 1

The Truthf r om Goddés Wor d, t he Bi bl e

During one ofthe healing services atlarge suburban Chicago churtkvas standingn

my place waiting for someone to come with a prayer request. | soon looked up to see a

young man standing before me. On theldee handed me with hisquesfor prayerhe

had simply written, Al am a homodkeélxual . 0 I
said, AYes. oo

Why would | ask him if he wanted to be healefifd why would he say he didA&fter

all not a few people today believe homosexuality is a valid alternative lifegtyle
partnersand childrerwho are as normal as you anamdthey ae promoting it as such
including engaging in a vigorow®cial andoolitical agenda on multiple levels with the
intentionof establishing credibilityacceptanceand normalization

The Amercan Psychiatric Associatimemoved homosexuality from itst of disorders

in 1973 though reports indicate more for political than scientific reasons and with only

25% of its membership votingA former colleague of mine, psychologsofessor

Stanton Jones, Ph.D., explains tiet APA vote was made in the cext of explicit

threats from homosexual activists to disrupt APA conventions and resddgecstates

thatthe majority of APA membership continued to view homaosdiky as a mental

illness;four years after the votepmll of the psychiatristeevealed 6% reported they

believe that homosexuality usually is a pathological adaptatidavertheless, we see

something significantly differenti®@od 6 s Wor d, whi ch reproves an:

To find Godbés wi | Ffirsttum to the Biblesthstojd efcGod, ome  mu s t
highest authority

For most Christians over tmaillennia since God gave his law to Most® Bible has
beenclearon the subject of homosexuality as well as on other forms of sex @ofsid
marriage.God 6 s Wo r d exedptibl most eoftsosemddermrevisionistasho
approach iwith aphilosophical or theologicgdremise(not unlike those with a veil over

“Stanton Jones, fiHomosexuality, the Behavioral Scienc
and undated essay, p. 4. S e eHomasexualityothedUsetoti@ntdit at ed publ
Research in t he Qdoauthorddvih Mekk A. a(arhouaee boavihers Grove, IL:

Il nterVarsity Press, 2000) and AA Study @Gandde and Resfy
Doesndédab&aty Homosexwualit y,.boNV@saCat@mcéZloll é¢rtgegqui2d® 6i. s a
http://www.wheaton.edu/CACE/resources/booklets/StanJonesResponsetoMelWhi8epdflso Robert

Knight, A®exwdli obi: sdnriul ty Res e a fanmilyPblinyVollbeNo.l2o mos e x ual
Family Research Council, June 1992, p. 5. I have not
which is a sad attempt to twist Scripture texts to try to make & something other than what they have

been interpreted to mean by church leaders throughout the world for millennia, using universally

established standard principles of hermeneutics. Knowing, and having worked with Stanton Jones, | am
awareofhiscaef ul and thorough scholarship, and | highly re
and contorted casuistry in order to effectively explain its errors so as many as possible may be kept from

harm and that Goddés redemptive purposes may be accomg
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their hearts to whom Paul referred in 2 Corinthi@ng’) who seekto find confirmation

of that premise and to find a wayinterpretthe textas sayingvhat theywant to hear

rather than what the original writetenced® Thi s practice is call ed 7
twisfing.o

The following are the main texts the Scriptureghat Biblical scholars, who hold to the

historicChr st i an teaching that t ghestaBthootiarel | s Godods
standard, i.e., the canoagree are the most explitit the subject of homosexuality.

Other texts provide relatezhd furthelinformation on the subject; yathile important for

the most complete understanding of the matitey are not required to awerthe

guestion before us. hEreforeto be as parsimonious as possiskyeral othese other

texts will not be examined in thieeatise® Others will be included throughoutebook

where applicable.

One of the main principles in the discipline of hermeneutics, the field of literature
interpretation, is that in order to accurately understand a text it must be considered in its

® See als&Ephesians 4:+19.

® One key principle to keep in mind in interpreting the Bible is to distinguish between exegesis and
eisegesis. Exegesis involves drawing the meaning dhkedext, letting a passage speak for itself.

Eisegesis involves reading into the text. The former is the established and correct way of interpreting a
writing; the latter is considered an inaccurate, misleading, and faulty interpretation thatdaiteta and

fairly explain and apply the meaning of what the author has written.

" A relatively few, such as Professor Walter Wink, at least have the intellectual honesty and perspicuity to

concede and admit as he do sseisdnaof herfnéneutids,andehatl ong i nsi ¢
efforts to twist the text to mean what it clearly does not say are deplorable. Simply put, the Bible is

negative towardsamee x behavior, and there is no getting arounc
lovinghomosexual ] relationship for a minute.d® However, h

offering no coherent sexual ethar today, especially as regards homoeroticism, which teaching Wink

terms O6interpretative qpeoptelassessd righttosdxthatsupeasddes such hol c
Biblical structural requirements for sexual unions, and essentially proposes that sexual ethics are best
determined by oneb6és own subjective understanding of (
Christi an view of the Bible as mankinddés highest author
Walter Wink, "To hell with gays" and "the Bible and homosexuality" quoted in
http://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexuality and_biblical interpretation#Lesbian_sexual_relations

(Accessed 1/11/15 onservapedia: The Trustworthy Encyclopedia weltresearched and well

documented Web site containing easure trove of valuable resources on the subject of homosexuality that

are consistent with the Bible and historic Christian hermeneutics and exegesis.

8 For further information on the texts see Wendell P. Karsen, retired missionary and former Dfréwor o

Master of Theology Program, Western Theological Semirfad)h at t he Bi bl e Teaches abol
Practice an unpublished essay based on the work of noted Biblical scholar at Pittsburg Theological

SeminaryRobert A. J. Gagnon, author ©fie Bibleand Homosexual Practig@ashville: Abingdon,

2001).Carefullyconsider also Richard HayEhe Moral Vision of the New Testament: Community, Cross,

New Creation A Contemporary Introduction to New Testament Ht®as Francisco: Harper, 1996),

Chapter 16.A caveat: While we can disagree with Gagnon on his view of the documentary hypothesis, he

and Hays offer insightful and sound explanation of the Old and New Testament texts pertaining to

homosexualityyHo we ver , | disagr ee wiadfthe textoahmeachingonkeatains 6 appl i ca
subjects, including some pertaining to homosexuality, e.g., that homosexuals can be members and some

may be ordained leaders in the church. See my reasoning to the contrary in Chapter Five. When reading

scholarly essayand larger writings, it is always important to keep in mind that the scholar may have a

correct view of the principle but his or her application of the principle can be in error. Discernment is

required.
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context. In the related discipline of Biblicaimeneutics, the context is not only the

verses immediately before and after the one under study but the whole chapter, the whole
book, and ultimatelyn the light of where it isn the context othe whole Bible, the

compl ete counsel of Godds Word.

The dobally respected late pastor and theologian, John Stott, has persuasively argued that
the starting point in answering the questilois essay is addressirand its related

guestions, is to begin not with what the Bible teaches about aberrant formgaalftgex
(homosexuality not at all being the only s
The subject must be framed in its Biblicaintext in order to understaadn d appl y Godad
will.

Genesis 126-28 and 2:7,18,20-25

Then Go ldetusnaakednan irfiour image, in our likeness, and let
them rule over the fish of the sea and the birds of the air, over the
livestock, over all the earth, and over all the crestahat move along the

gr o u ' o God created man in his own image, in thage of God

he created him; male and female he created tif&@odblessed them

and s ai dBe fruitful ind merease i number; fill the earth and
subdue it. Rule over the fish of the sea and the birds of the air and over
every living craturetat moves on the ground. O

We see in this first passage the very clear teaching that all mankind bears the image of

God. Biblical theologians stipulate that all humans bear the image of God, characteristics

of God that he has built into us that he hasatrocosm but that we possess in

microcosm. For example, as God is rational, we too can think, albeit nowhere near his
ability to do so. (A6For my thoughts are no
ways, 0 deord ar éAst h dr eghdr than the eagh, se are mytways

hi gher than your ways and my t9% dutheledres t han vy
of Goddés being is |l ove, so he has given us t
attributes as a spiritual being and fellowshifheologians distinguish between the

natural qualities in the image of God and the moral qualities of his image, the former

having been obscured but not lost by sin. The moral qualities of true knowledge,

righteousness, and holiness were lost by sin teutesstoredo thosen Christ. (Ephesians

4:24; Colossians 3:19)

It should be noted before proceeding that no
even in microcosm. Those that are part of the image of God in us are referred to as

communcable attributes® So me o f Godbds attributes, t hose 1
are called incommunicable attributasd includeut are not limited tsuch divine

? Louis Berkhof,Manual of Christian DoctringGrand Rapids: Eerdmafublishing Company, 1933), pp
129130.
19 Berkhof, p. 65.

1C



characteristics as the independence oresafitence of God, the unchangeableness of
God,and the infinity of God!

Go d 6 s alvdeevedls to us thathile human beings bear some characteristics of God

built into us in microcosm, which gives us superiority and greater worth and dignity over

all animals and otheaspects of creatiomeclea | vy ar e not in any way 0
is far superior to us; we belong to him, and he will hold us accountable for how we live

and act.

One other observation should be made pertaining to the Genesia8lt@&. In verse

28,we see thaGodcommansthemale and femala u mans he hBedruitiulr eat ed t
and increase in number; fill the earth and subdadiitthe original Hebrew of this
passage,lefourverbsand t he fi fth which fol ar@inwvs i n the
the second persasiural of the Qal conjugation or form of the veathdin the imperative

tense, whereby God commarttie couple to procreate. This strong statement proves

God is not at all thinking of homosexuality, for homosexuaals neither procreate nor

thereforecan they do so extensively to increase in number tondngnitudeof filling the

earth subduing itandruling it.

The understanding of mankind being created in the image offfasdery significant

implications for the question before us, especialyhiow weview andtreat homosexual

people, and wedl |l return to this text when w
In the creation of human beings we read the following.

’ theLORD God formed the man from the dust of the ground and
breathed ito his nostrils the breath of life, and the man became a living

being.(2:7)

The original Hebrew of these and the related texts contains significant meanings that bear

on our understanding of the Biblical creation account. The Hebrew waydga g j

translated humankind or mankind, that God created to bear his image, is the generic word

for man. Transliterated the word becomes Adgh20)the proper name of the first

human being. The meaning of Adamgdriname has
is related to the word for ground,§ a ,ghe §oil from which God formed him.

> The LORD God took the man and put him in the Garden of Eden to

work it and take care of it:® And theLORD God commanded the man,

fiYou are free to eat frormg tree in the garden'’ but you must not eat

from the tree of the knowledge of good and evil, for wheneatwof it

you will Theloroyod i eltdsindt goodifor the man to

be alone. Iwilmm ke a hel per (51818 abl e for him. 0

We see in this passagethah God6és Providential care of the
taught that humans are sociairggs, as God himself is in theifity. Yet, as important
as our relationship is with God, he is saying that we need peer relgpenskhod, being

1 Berkhof, p. 62-65.
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far superior to us is not our peer, and neither are the animals nor any others in the lesser
orders of creation. Adam would truly be alone if he were the only human.

So God said he would make another human to meet the peer fell@mstplonging
needs of Adam. This new person would be a suitable helper for Adam. The word
suitable in Hebrew ikenegddwhich means corresponding opposite or counterpart
similar but not the samgvh o woul d be. Adamés hel per

20 S0 the man gave namesall the livestock, the birds of the air and all

the beasts of the field. But for Adam no suitable helper was fotinfo

the LORD God caused the man to fall into a deep sleep; and while he was
d eeping, he t sribkandciosed upfiptatelwieh flesla n 6
22 Then theLORD God made a woman from the rib he had taken out of the
man, and he brought her to the mg20-25) ** The man saidfiThis is

now bone of my bones and fleshof my flesth e s hal | be called 06w
for she was takea u t o f?* Fuorahis.redson a man will leave his
father and mother and be united to his wife, and they will become one
flesh. 2 The man and his wife were both naked, and they felt no shame.
(2:20-25)

As Adam viewed and named all the animals, & that none of them constituted a
kenegddapeer for him who would be his corresponding opposite. So God

administered an anesthetic and did some surgery on Adam. When Adam awakened,

God brought the new being to him, and we can sense his delight icolisterpart, a

woman. The Hebrew ofwo of thesewords sheds more light on the relationship of
AdamandEveT e bk >a*"she " "dmagl la b eforshe ivds taken @autwob ma n, 6
ma n223,theword qo”*kpi *gba aj'~kphichmkansgmanorEb obt f
husband?” The word' ¢ acgnnotes the earthly connection with mankind, and his

connection with all other humans, while 3desgynates other characteristics of man,

including the vast difference between him and God (Numbers 23:19) and thecagiif

difference between man and animals (Exodus 11:7).

Thusthe word for womarand wifeis' 3 p e Ip Gepesi:23 Adam calls his female

counterpart e ~ t,frojnehe verb,” e g)v gjeb~ kf kd aql _b ~ifsb)A |
ai f s InR:2DkeAHebrew name has been Anglicized to Eve, Whie textexplains

fp a_b ~rpb peb tlria _b ljb gelHerewegebo | ¢c ~
see clear evidence that the institution of marriage that God established was between a

man and awoman,whio*p ql _b geb j*"kyp "I rkgbom”~oq) e
similar but not the same genidl@nust be remembereds we saw aboubat she, too,

bears the image of God in which both she and her husband were created. (Genesis 1:27)

It is significant that the intimate and profound interconnection with and relationship

to the husband and wife is seen in both Hebrew and English as well as other languages.

The husband is Rapdehis wife i$ [ pe gmanand wanan

25ometimes  Ripatso used collectively to refer to humankind.
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And what a great blessing God has giymth genders! As brain research has revealed
and continues to informand as humans have experienced for millenrgach gender is
atofbaA af cc b o deelpndaesin diffdrdnt wayes that tiu)y complement

and support one anotherEach gendebrings his or her Godjivencharacteristics and
strengths to the marriagand to the whole family Such differences not only help us
cope with the challenges of life but encourageamsl enrich our life togetheas

husband and wifén countless ways &dly, those in homosexual relationships miss out
on these blessings that come most deeply and profoundly within Biblical marriage, the
one flesh marital bondFurther, and with more sadness, as can be imagined and is
disclosedoy careful scientific reseah discussed in Chapter Twehildren who are

raised by two men or two women lose out in very significant ways when they are bereft
of a mother or a dadThey not only are deprived of thenique,wonderful, and
irreplaceableexperience of a loving mom atad, but they are denied a moder their

own development oto guide them in selecting an opposite gender marriage partner
who will beakenegdda corresponding opposite) for theand provide the
innumerablebenefitsa dad or monbrings tohis or her chidren.

INnGenesis 2: 24 aman will leasedhis fathes and mogher and be united to

his wife, and they will become one fledh. T Hhemogekual argument tries to force

U N@ 6@ (aequnited to, b@ined to, cleave to, be attached to, cling to) and pathetically

insist that samsex couples can have that unity as well. In their eisegesis they fail to
notice the context wonot | ettfirsttsdysamamemk e t hat
his wife will be so joined; then therm,one fleshclearly designate& o d 6 s dteesi gn of
uniguemalefemale marital bonding of their physical, emotional, relational, and spiritual

onenesn the fitting together of their physichbdy parts in their loving embrace

Quoting this passagdesus explains A So t hey are no | onger two,
what God has joined together, | et man not se
second sentence i nguestios abeutdivoraElhd outstandingar i sees 6

Bible commentator R. C. H. Lenskirther interprets,

In order still more to impress the point regarding what God made of
marriage at the time of creation Jesus adds: "Wherefore they are no longer
two (like fatherand son, mother and son) but one flesh.” The physical
sexual union consummated in marriage actually makes "one flesh" of the
two. And it ought to be selvident that, therefore, this union is to be
permanent?

The late pdor, theologian, and auth&tott, who never marrie@gxpositsthe essential
meaning of this creation account. In so doing, he makes a significant application to the
matter wedre addressing.

13 Commentary on the New Testamaful. 1-12, The Interpretation of St. Matthew's GospglRichard
C.H. Lenski, copyright © 1961 Augsburg Publishing House. Database © 2008 \W&RibCorp, p.730.
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It is of the utmost importance to note that Jesus himself later endorsed this
Old Testamendlefinition of marriage. In doing so, he both introduced it

with words from Genesis 1:27 (that the Cr
femal ed) and concluded it with his own co
two, but one. Therefore, what God has joined togethemda not
S e p ad Matthew 19:6). He thus made three statements about God the
Creatorodés activity. First, God Amadeo th
God Asaido that a man must | eave his pare
Thirdly, he nij misutreadvay thatne mmanbdapngt her
might put them apart. Here then are three truths which Jesus affirmed: (1)
heterosexual gender is a divine creation; (2) heterosexual marriage is a
divine institution; and (3) heterosexual fidelity is the divine intentié
homosexual liaison is a breach of all three of these divine purfbses.
We see clearly in the creation texts the nullification offppmmosexual arguments that
post creation, specificallgost Genesis,2rohibitions against homosexuality (e.g.,
Lewticus 1822 and 2013) are culturally conditioned, modified, and limite@God gave a
woman to be the wife adne flesh witha man, not another man, and vice versa: he gave
to the woman a man, not another wom&mnce God created male and female thg ha
did and for the purpose of dual gender marriage, his intention is thatfimaiale
marriage be universaimmutableand transcultural. Leviticus 182 and 2013 and all
other passages that condemn homosexuality are to be read in the contexredtioa c
passages.
Stottds wi s e -lrmmosdxualanessag®dedutesd tbeir pultucal argument as
being that the Biblical writers were only addressing matters pertaining themselves
without any consideration of our circumstances or the issues wie faze. Similarly
they make assertions such as Paul not being aware of Freudian psycllolog\stott
has answered these objections well
If the only biblical teaching on this topic were to be found in the
prohibition texts, it might be difficulto answer these objections. But once
those texts are seen in relation to the divine institution of marriagareve
in possession of a principle of divine revelation that is universally
applicable. It was applicable to the cultural situations of batfatitient
Near East and the firseentury GreceRoman world, and itsiequally
applicable to modersexual questions of which the ancients were quite
ignorant. The reason for the biblical prohibitions is the same reason why
moder n fl ovi n gnerships muetbealsa e conderaned
namely that they are incompatible with Go

that order (heterosexual monogamy) was established by Creation, not
culture, its validity is both permant and universal. There canrie

14 John StottOur Social & Sexual Revolution: Major Issues for a New Cen(@rand Rapids: Baker
Books, 1999), p. 200. Cf. Ephesians 5:31.
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Al i bed aftin @om Godds created nor ms; true 1| ib
accepting them®

This basic premise of the Creation account, including that God saw all he created as

good, and mankind as very good, puts homosex
Credion) in its proper perspective, i.e., a ptat phenomenon, and helps us answer the

objections prehomosexual activists raise. One such objection concerns the question of
homosexual activity among ani mal s. OQur firs
homo®xuality is counter to his will and sinful. That reality alone should suffice as a

response tahis objection

Other responses can be made. For exarimpd] due respect to the T&entury Swedish
botanist and physician, known in the scientific coamity as Carl Linnaeus, who
developed the taxonomy for classifying nature into three kingdoms with subcategories,
we human beings areither animals nor members of the animal kingdone hWnans
alonebearGo d 6 s o wamd thatr@alifyeputs us in eparate category all our own

far above the animals

Thus, no matter what some animals do it does
who have studied animal behavior observe that homosexual behavior in aniagsfis

it in fact occurs aall, is not universal, is also part of the fallennessg/hich the power of

sin that causes all creation to groan (Romans 8:28patedlyseen mostly in immature

animals, anavhere itsupposedly ¢ ¢ u g observed @ be much more a statement of

dominance than of sexual lust or even sexual interest. When one male mounts another it

is more fAan act of hierarchical aggressionétF
heat. The samsex behavior is abandoréed) u i ¢ k | yformer romasexeddike

Haleywho adds

this whole line of argument should be insulting to any human being. We

are not animals. We are endowed with superior minds by the Creator of

the universe, who (even more importantly) came to die for us, giving us

inestimable value. To compmeahuman in any way to dogs or cats or

cheetahs or zebras or orangutans or pl aty
So the next time youdre faced with this a
responding with, Al bet youbre glad your
wayé.Iln the animal worl d!® some mothers eat

From the Early Church n  t h i $14103d44AD¥rdnmdJustiniarwe hawe this
account:

Again, we know what the blessed Apostle says about such things, and
what laws our state enacts. Whereforeetidves all who desire to fear

®John R. W. Stott, AHomosexual o6Marriage: 6 Why same s
Christianity Tody, November 22, 1985, p. 26.

16 Mike Haley,101 Frequently Asked Questions about Homosexu@litgene, Oregon: Harvest House

Publishers, 2004), pp. 19899.
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God to abstain from conduct so base and criminal that we do not find it
committed even by brute beasfs.

Many such questions are raised with a variety of motivations. Some are asked sincerely
by those seeking information keelp themselves and others. Some are asked by activists
to confuse and dissuageople. All have good answers. Those that pertain to the subject
of thisbookwill appear in the text below. Those that are somewhat related to but outside
the scope of tisistudy will not be included here, but the answers to them will be found in

many fine books such as Mi ke Haleybds just ci

Genesis 18:1619:38 (Sodom) and Judges 19:21:25 (Gibeah)

Thenthe lorRDs ai d, AThe outcry against Sodo
and their sin so grievousé. o (18:20)

Then Abraham approached [thekD] and sai d: AWI I | you
the righteous with the wicked? What if there are fifty righteous people in
the cit2a)éD@sag d, Aalf | find fi

m ani

ft
the city of Sodom, | will spare the whol e

€Then [ Abraham] said, fAMay the Lor
once mor e. What i f only ten can b
sake of ten, | Whenthdlormhadtfinisthed speakingy i t
with Abraham, he left, and Abraham returned hofh8:3233)

We conclude that Abraham wasndét able to
city of Sodom. The following passagdescribes the evil situation

! The twoangels arrived at Sodom in the evening, and Lot was sitting in

the gateway of the cityWWhen he saw them, he got up to meet them and

bowed down with his face to the ground.

A My | bersdidfipledase t urn asishausettaucgnour se
wad your feet and spend the night and then go on your way early in the

mor ning. o ANowewills pbenwdanhsdwemnedhtiin
® But he insisted so strongly that they did go with him and entered his
house.He prepared a meal for them, bakbread without yeast, and they

ate.

* Before they had gone to bed, all the men from every part of thefcit

Sodond both young and ofél surrounded the house.

>They cal |Whete aredhe inentwho cdme to you tonight?

Bring them out to us stvat we can have s¢root word:v g a] avith "

t h e (09:166)

® Lot went outside to meet them and shut the door behind him

"and Na imgfriends.Don't do this wicked thing.

7 http://www.conservapedia.com/History _of homosexuality#cite 86t¢Accessed 11/13/14)
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http://www.conservapedia.com/History_of_homosexuality#cite_note-30

8 Look, | have two daughters who have never slept ity a, &ndwn

cf. KIJV, NRS\{ man. Let me brhg them out to you, and you can do what

you like with them.But don't do anything to these men, for they have

comeumder the protection of my roof. 0

® AiGetoutofourwayy, t hey Amaeap It ih @This fellawi cdme i

here as an alien, and now he Yo play the judgeWe'll treat you

wor s e t hEhaykephbengingdpressure on Lot and moved

forward to break down the door.

19 But the men inside reached out and pulled Lot back into the house and

shut the door.

1 Then they struck the merha were at the door of the house, young and

old, with blindness so that they could not find the door.

2 Thetwomensaidtolofi Do you have dasongimlane el se her e
sons or daughters, or anyone else in the city who belongs toget?

them out d here,

13 because we are going to destroy this plaiee outcry to thé. ORD

against its people is so greatthahe has sent us to destroy
14 So Lot went out and spoke to his somsaw, who were pledged to

marry his da uHuhmtaedrget out of thiplaseabecduse fi

theLORDIi s about t o Huehsstsananyaw thdughthei t y! o

was joking.

15 with the coming of dawn, the angels urged Lot, sayfirtyrry! Take

your wife and your two daughters who are here, or you wisivibept away

when the city is punisheal.

8 When he hesitated, the men grasped his hand and the hands of his wife

and of his two daughters and led them safely out of the city, fairare

was merciful to them.

7 As soon as they had brdiighem out,oa o f t hReeforyaui d , fi
lives! Don't look back, and don't stop anywhere in the pl&ilee to the

mounaai ns or you wi(19617pbe swept away! o

24 & Then theLoRD rained down burnig sulfur on Sodom and

Gomorral®d from theLORD out of the heavens

%5 Thus he overthrew those cities and the entire plain, includingose

living in the citie® and also the vegetation in the land.

But shwidetlodked back, and she became a pillar of salt.

27 Early the next morning Abraham got up and negatto the place where
he had stood before theRD.

?8 He looked down toward Sodom and Gomorrah, toward all the land of
the plain, and he saw dense smoke rising from the land, like smoke from a
furnace.

29 S0 when God destroyed the cities of the plamremembered

Abraham, and he brought Lot out of the catastrophe that overthrew the
cities where Lot had lived.

30| ot and his two daughters left Zoar and settled in the mountains, for he
was afraid to stay in Zoar. He and his two daughters liveccave.

17



3 Onedaytheoldat aught er s ai durtfatherisbleé,andounger , #
there is no man around here to lie with us, as is the custom all over the
earthé .0(19:2430)

The averagpersormafter reading this passage would conclude that Sodom (and

Gomorrah) were being destroyed as a punishment for outrageous homosex(halsins

the derivation of the English word sodomy). Indeed, that has been the traditional

interpretation of this text for millennia. However, since the writing of DelBic&rwin

Bailey in the mid1950s (in particular his booklomosexuality and the Western

Christian Tradition) followed bya plethora of literature byomosexual activists who

claim to be Christians, it has become popular to reinterpret this account as a judgment on
Sodom for its neglect of Middle Eastern customs pertaining to hospitBljey drew

his conclusion on basically two points: (1) He argued that when the men of Sodom
demanded the men (angels) in Lotds house be
come to know themtaking the wordr g aie 19’5 literally;v g ais Usually translated

know."® The prchomosexual argument is thus that the men of Sodom wanted to

fkgbool d*qb geb j*ib sfpfglop fk Il qgyp elrpb
nefariousplot that would endanger the city. (2 the second poinBailey et al. argue

that the sins of Sodom mentioned elsewhere in the Old Testament do not include any

reference to homosexuality, only implications of hypocrisy and social injustice (Isaiah);

adultery, deceit, other wickedness (Jeremiah); and arrogance, greed, and

unresponsiveness to the poor (Ezekigl).

However, on closer examination of this passage, the argument of Bailey and his ilk does
not hold up. John Stothterprets much more accuratglandexplains why
exceptionally well.

€éSherwin Baileybés case is nol convinci
The adjectives fAwicked, 0 fAMudges 0 and dd
19:23) do not seem appropriate to describe a breach of hospit2htyie

of fer of women instead fndoes | ook as i f t
t o t he [qupte fiorn dames ®. Martin ilowards a Theology of

Gay Liberation ed. Malcolm Macourt (SCM, 1977), p. 583) although

the verbv g ais Uséd only ten times of sexual intercourse, Bailey omits

to mention that six of these occurrences are in Genesis and one in the

Pl al j pgl ov &dapgbters whibhadior g hkl g%k A ~ | ~k)
verse 8);(4) for those of us who take the NewsIament documents

pboflrpiv) Grabyp rkbnrfsl 2~i obcbobk b g
mbosbopfl kA I ¢ Plalj "~“ka DIlIjloo”"e %sbophb
merely an error copied from Jewish pseudepigrapha. To be sure,

ndg
I S g

8 The Hebrew wordy g a, & ‘& tovenant word with very intimate and relational connotations. The

context in the Old Testament clearly indicates when the word is used aslzeeupm for sexual

fkgbo Il ropb %b+d+) acé>anj hkbt Bsb) efp tfchbh8 ~ka pet
NRSV]).

19 John StottPecisive Issues facing Christians Todapndon: Marshall, Morgan & Scott, 1984), p. 339.
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el jl pbur~i _ be”s pbrlysin;but gecoklihggo Pl al j yp
Scripture it was certainly one of its sif$.

As with most who criticize the Bible and itsllennialong traditional interpretationthe

critics fail to consider the whole context, i.e., that which comes before and after a

particular passag€. They stop at the point they want to make rather than include all of

what God is revealing to whdrequiresus to know The sin of Sodom involved much

more than what Ezekiel mentions in 16:49; the preceding verses and those following

vese 49 (cf. e.g., vss. 47 and 50) roefer to |
both terms translating derivative othe Hebrew word * 3,Ubwchi ch, more wedl | s
belowwhen we examine the two passages in Leviticus 18 anpri2@arily refers to

people, things, and practicetially andmorally offensive tdhe LORD. Both ritual and

moral practices of ¢ Jdiebti@ main subject$ Bzekiel 16.

Jude 7 readsfiln a similar way, Sodom and Gomorrah and the surrounding towns gave

themselves up to sexual immorality and perversion. They serve as an example of those

who suffer the punishment of eternalfre. How can amngyoneealled®speci al
|l ove people in Christds Name, affirm much | e
spiritually and otherwise dangerous behavior?

Judges 19:1630

18 That evening an old man from the hill country of Ephraim, who was
living in Gibeah (the me of the place were Benjamites), came in from his
work in the fields.

7 When he looked and saw the traveler in the city square, the old man
askedfiwhereareyog oi n g ? Where did you come from
®He ans We areah pur fiay from Bethlehem irdain to a remote
area in the hill country of Ephraim where | livehave been to Bethlehem
in Judah and now | am going to the house olthreD. No one has taken
me into his house.

19 We have both straw and fodder for our donkeys and bread aedovi
ourselves your servaritame, your maidservant, and the young man with
us. We dombeed anything. o

0 fYou are welcome at my househe old man saidfiLet me supply

% John StottPecisivelssues facing Christians Today. 340. Further, a careful examination of the verses

in this text shows Lot exercising extensive hospitality. The passage contains several indications of such,

e.g., verses-B, 67.

ZIn the most accurate interpretatioha Biblical text, the complete context is not only the verses just

preceding and following a passage under consideration, but the whole chapter in which it occurs, the whole

book (including the main theme the author is emphasizing), and, indeed, tae@8#hvhole, including its

main purpose (to reveal Godo6s creation, its corruptic
redeeming his Creation in Jesus Christ, and the calling of the church, people to be holy to God and the main

means though whom God is carrying out his redemptive purposes). The interpreter thereby employs

understanding of the total context to explain the meaning of a particular text and how that specific passage
relates to Godoés r ede mpyghhowiappiésaorwhai the ci@ich needstodoe sus, i nc
today.
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whatever you needOn | y tsdppentdd t he night i n the squar
%1 S0 he took him it his house and fed his donkeysfter they had

washed their feet, they had something to eat and drink.

22 \While they were enjoying themselves, some of the wicked men of the

city surrounded the hous®ounding on the door, they shouted te ¢hd

manw o o wned Brimgouthhe man &ho cdine to your Beu

Sso we can have sex with him.2o

2 The owner ofthehousee nt out si de Momdyfrermls,d to t hem,
dotbésovileeSi nce t hi s mahdothisdisgrgcefguest, dono
thing.

24 ook, here is my virgin daughter, and his concubiheill bring them

out to you now, and you can use them and do to them whatever you wish.
Buttothisman,doa®@ do such a disgraceful thing. 0
25 But the men would not listen to hingo the man took hisoncubine

and sent her outside to them, and they raped her and abused her

throughout the night, and at dawn they let her go.

26 At daybreak the woman went back to the house where her master was

staying, fell down at the door and lay there until daylight

2" When her master got up in the morning and opened the door of the

house and stepped out to continue on his way, there lay his concubine,

fallen in the doorway of the house, with her hands on the threshold.

Hes ai d Get h esp ;g Bit#eréwas no answelhen the

man put her on his donkey and set out for home.

29 When he reached home, he took a knife and cut up his concubine, limb

by limb, into twelve parts and sent them into all the areas of Israel.

30 Everyone who saw it saifiSuch a thing has never been seen or done,

not since the day the Israelites came up out of Egipink about it!

Consider it! Tel-30) us what to do!o (19:16

! Then all the Israelites from Dan to Beersheba and from the land of

Gilead came out asne man and assembled beforeltb&D in Mizpah.

2 The leaders of all the people of the tribes of Israel took their places in

the assembly of the people of God, four hundred thousand soldiers armed

with swords.

3 (The Benjamites heard that the Israslihad gone up to MizpahThen

the | sra¢€llushew shi o, awful thing happened.
* So the Levite,thehusbdan of t he mur deandoly woman, sai d,
concubine came to Gibeah in Benjamin to spend the night.

> During the night the men of Béah came after me and surrounded the

house, intending to kill meThey raped my concubine, and she died.

® | took my concubine, cut her into pieces and sentpi®ee to each

r egi on sonherithnse, le@lisé they committed this lewd and

disgracéul act in Israel.

" Now, all you Israelitess peak up and give your verdict.

~

® Althepeopl e rose as Nomeokusmihgo homeNoy i n g, n
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not one of us will return to his house.

But now t hildotoiGiheahw Welltgo wpapsst it as the lot
directs.

19 We Iptake ten men out of every hundred from all the tribes of Israel,

and a hundred from a thousand, and a thousand from ten thousand, to get
provisions for the armyThen, when the army arrives at Gibeah in
Benjamin, itcan give them what they deserve fdrthis vileness done in

|l srael . 0
1 S0 all the men of Israel got together and united as one man against the
city.

12 The tribes of Israel sent men throughthe tribe of Benjamin, saying,

AWhat about this awful ane that was committed among you?

13 Now surrender those wicked men of Gibeah so that we may put them to
deathand pur ge t h e Buthd Benjamites would motrlistea | . 0
to their fellow Israelites(20:1-13)

27 And the Israelites inquired dfie LORD. (In those days the ark of the
covenant of God was there,

28 with Phinehas son of Eleazar, the son of Aaron, gy before it.)
They aShddl ev@go upfagain to battle WwiBenjamin our brother, or
notThe&LORDr e s p o Ga mrdomormdw Iwill give them into your
hands. 0

29 Then Israel set an ambush around Gibé20t27-29)

% TheLoRD defeated Benjamin before Israel, and on that day the
Israelites struck down 25,100 Benjamites, all armed with swords.
% Then the Benjamitesaw that they were beaté0:3536)

“8 The men of Israel went back to Benjamin and put all the towns to the
sword, including the animals and everything else they foddidthe
towns they came across they set on {26:48)

% In those days tsel had no king; everyone did as he saw fit. (21:25)

Here we have the story of a Levite and his concubine, which has significant parallels with
the story of Sodom. The homosexuals of Gibeah surround the house of the man giving

hospitality to the Leviteand demand to have sex with him. The hospitable old man
pl eads with the homosexuals to not Ado
concubine outside, and the homosexuals ravage her all night and kill her.

The Hebrew word memansinatld®d 2iRwi cloigr@ed” "frio m

meansperverted men, corrupt, morally debased, degenera@mmenting on this text
in the NIV Study BihIBavis and Wolf join with scholars through the centuries and hold
ge”"g ageb obcbob®gqgb+Ap gl el jl pbu

ZJohn J. Davis and N Sthdy BibleG&eral Editor Rehnettd Baeksr §Grainch
Rapids, MI: Zondervan, 1985), p. 358.
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That the men of Sodom and Gibeah wanted to first have sex with whom they perceived to

be men (not knowing the men in Lotds house W
women fits with what we know about homosexuality today. As will be disdusslow,

most homosexuals are bisexual.

Thehomasexualand bisexuahbuses in this account are described as wicked (19:22),
disgraceful (19:224),lewd (20:6),vile (20:10), and evil (20:13)Verses such as 20:12
13 leave no doubt that the revulsitiat swept the whole Israelite nation was primarily
what occurred to the Levite and his concubine, not to her being safereter death
into 12 pieces and sent to the 12 trildbat part of the revulsion was rooted in the
primary sexual evils of whicthe land was to be purgg@0:13) The root of the evil was
the original homosexual attack and bisexual gang raping of the conciidasee in
20:28 and 35hat the defeat of thenrepentant and uncooperatBenjamites was a
judgment administered by @alue tot h e tsuppolt ef ansl failure to bring to justice
its homosexual men of Gibeatho attacled the Levite and his concubine

As Stott notes, Bailey and others try to cast the account as a hospitality dailuit

Sodom Yetthe NIVrightlyt r ansl ates 19: 22 as Awicked meno
with the ol d mauedoghe strikihgeparalelseobthe Gibeaimahd Sodom
narratives, St o tthesisa appliesegargingbe Gbeah Bassagee y 0 s

a much strongegxpanation, and is to be preferred.

Leviticus 18:22
ADo not l ie with a man as one | ies with a

The Hebrew wod the NIV translate d et e s t & Bfprerdundied toa-bah) or an
abominatiorf? disgusting®* andto be abhaed® The word is used primarily to indicate
people, practices and other thingthataremorally or ceremoniallyin the sense d6o d 6 s
worship and theitual involved in his worshipoffensivein the sight of the GrD.?°

% Ludwig Koehler and Walter Baumgartner (edsgxicon in Vegris Testamenti LibrogGrand Rapids:

Eerdmans, 1951), p. 1022. B. Davidsdhe Aalytical Hebrew and Chaldee Legit (London: Samuel

Bagster and Sons Limited, 1963), p. DCCLXVII.

2 The Complete Biblical Library Hebrefnglish Dictionaryin WORDSearchible.com.

% Davidson, p. DCCLXVILI.

% Two other Hebrew wordshiqqitsandshegets ar e transl ated fabominabl ed anc
former,shigqdts only refers to idolatrous practices, sometimes to idols in general (Ezekiel 5:11),

sometimes to spdic false gods (2 Kings 23:13), and sometimes to the reality that those who worshipped

the pagan idols became as detestable as the idols (Hosea®h&Uatter shegetsunlikeshigqits doesn o6t
necessarily refer to idolatry; most of its uses are witlais 11 and pertain to laws concerning clean and

unclean foods. The two occurrencesloégetsin Isaiah and Ezekiel have the same mearnihg.

Complete Biblical Library HebresEnglish Dictionary WORDSearch. The word, which, when used,

always denas ceremonial abominationssisegetgLeviticus 7:21; 11:1€13,20,23,41,42; Isaiah 66:17;

Ezekiel 8:10), and thesh&qgatsfrom which it is derived, which itself is only used in Leviticus for dietary
violations, (Leviticusdltthidagd3did3bDed@Del2dhpomnd7 a2@¢cuc
in Proverbs 22:24.
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Distinguish Three Types of wa

I f you havenét already, you wil/ hear a ques
keep this | aw about homosexuality, when we d
Leviticus like slaughtering animals without defects and wearing clothes woven of tw

di fferent kinds of material ?0 This is an ho

God has called us to answer it also for others. In order to do so we first have to
understand a key aspect of the Bible in general and distingonshgthree tys of laws
within the Old TestamerfOT).

Regarding the key aspect of the BibteG s | mportant to include in
Bible is Gododos progressive revelation of his
creation. As a good teacher teaskaddition and subtraction before multiplication and

division, God reveals only so much at a time over centuries, progressively giving his

people as much as they can understand in order to recognize and be prepared for the
culminationand fulfillmentof his plan in his only begotten Son, Jesus Christ. (Cf. e.g.,

Galatians 4:4) Thus in theOT God gave different kinds of laws for different purposes.

Biblical scholars distinguish among three main types of laws in the Old Testament. The

three are designad ceremonial civil, andmoral laws. These three terms are not in the

Bi ble; the people prior to Jesuso6 first comi
thend all the laws were required to be obeyedwritten both in principle and in the

applications of the principle As with all laws, theyaught; they alsavere, and at least in

principle stillaret he st andard for Godo6&odgenmantded f or t he
these laws to teach and reinforce certain aspects of his will for his people

Jesus saidiil tell you the truth, until heaven and earth disappaatrthe smallest letter,

not the least stroke of a pen, will by any means disappear from the Law until everything

i s acconpMaitshheedy. 6 : 18) The wdrdapgeargnt oI he:
refer to when he returns in his Second Coming (cf. 2 PeterIB)10Thus, the whole law

will be in effect through all history.

However, to fullyunderstan@o d 6 s Wor d, we nitevasdwrittemtobent er pr et
interpreted We userulesof interpretation, called hermeneutics (from the Greek word

$ k J i jhrelr] mU meaning to interpret), in order ¢orrectlyunderstand the

meaning of what we are reading. There are general principles of interpretation

wed ve s inecedhethidigrael ( but which werenhat call ed he
typically apply to all literature, e.g., how to tell when to take a word literally and when to

take it figuratively. In addition to these general hermeneutics, there are spdesif
interpretation t ha trulesfqr mtergretingpropBecyl s Wor d, e. g

http://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexuality and_biblical interpretationffiresi®xual relations
(Accessed 1/12/2015)
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One importanhermeneuticaéxiom is the rule to distinguish between principle and
application of principle.To correctly interpret and apply the lawsour teaching and in

our own practicewe need to recognize this distinction pertains to all three types of laws,
the ceremonial, the civil, and the moral laws.

With respect to th®T laws in particular those iheviticus, we see certain principlder

examplethe principle in theceremonial law to bring an offering to God in his worship

An application of that principlevasthe bringing ofan animal to be sacrificed as a

vicarious atonemerfbone dying for anotheffpr the sins of the worshiper. Since Jesus

Christ has ome and offered himself as the perfect vicarious sacrifice for us to be
acceptable to God, J4dosallsaorifice gHebrewd 7i2¢;8:12pei ng t h
t he application of the offering principle in
comings has changed. Thenciple of the need to bring an offerimgmainsuntil

heaven and earth pass away at his Second Cdthgurrent heaven and earthbe

replaced by te new heaven and the new ea@lPgter 3:13; Revelation 214]), but the

applcation of the principldhas changedbr us who believe in and follow Jesus Christ

due t o Chr i gnth first comigghristgad of arr akimal, in thidew
Testamen{NT)theapp!| i cati on of the princtHg-dlle i s fulf
sacrifice. Now our offerings include ourselves Christ as living sacrifices pleasing to

God, no longer conformed to the pattern of this wgRdmans 12:2) and monetary

offerings (2 Corinthians-8) both types given in gratitude to @éor his marelous grace

to us and to accomplish his redemption of his creation through the church.

All threetypes of law ceremonialcivil, and moralthus contairprinciplesthat last until
Chri st 6s S.eRutapplcatiGhe ofthosg principldbat God inéndedfor a
specifictimein history, that pointto the first coming of Jesus Chrisiave changeith
regard to the ceremonial and civil laws in acoaith his coming for those who belong to
him through faith Boththe principles and the application bktprinciples kpoint to
Christ Jesus who fulfilled the entire latwut there areewapplications to which we
adhere in thankful obedience to his Wofldatthew 5:172 Corinthians &). The third
type of Old Testament lawalledthe moral lawin bothprinciple and application of
principle existdor all timed until the Second @ming of Jesus Christ to help ointain
our holiness to God for the accomplishment of his purposes through us, the church,
whom he has called otd serve him who is Most Hognd who requires those who
would be in fellowship with him to be holy. (Leviticus 19:2; 1 Peter 1L852:5)

Ceremonial Laws

Ceremonial lawshuss t i pul at e Godods raappablete hmaduting f or wo
theOld Testamenperiod As w e 06 whese tawsectudecertain kinds of sacrifices

for specified purpose€Examples oteremonial, ritual lawsnclude eating the meat of

specificanimals (Deuteronomy Jland Leviticus 1), NOT sacrificing an ox or a sheep

that has a defect or fAain itd it must be unblemishgd@euteronomy 17:1)and NOT

wearing clothing woven of two kinds of material (Leviticus 19:19c).
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The laws forbidding eating meat of specific animals and wearing clothes woven of two
different kinds ofmaterialpertains tahe princige of separatiorwhich is at the base of

the major motif of holiness to God:he word motif is a technical word Biblical scholars

use to refer to a major theme that flows throughout both the Old and the New Testaments.

By not eating certain animals, by not wearing clothing woven of two different kinds

of material, the peoplearned andvere daily remindedf the principle of separation,

that they are separate from the wérldertaining primarily to its cultural valuésand
uncommon, holy to God to fiection effectively in the high and holy calling he gave them

to be his people, his church, the primary means through which God is redeeming his
creation. Thus, theprincipleis separation from the world in the very profound sense that
God calls them to bleoly to him; two applications of the principleuntil the time of

Christ, are not eating these kinds of meat and not wearing clothing woven of two types of
material.

In the New Testament thinciple of separation/holiness remains. At least one
applicationalso remains: the command to marry only a fellow believer in and follower of
the Lord (1 Corinthians 7:39; 2 Corinthians 6:14) That application also existed in the
OT. (Genesis 26:335; 27:43 28:1;Exodus 34:16Ezra 9:12; Nehemiah 10:30;

Malach 2:11) But the applications of not eating certain kinds of meat and of not wearing
clothing woven with two different kinds of material are no longer requifszts 10:9

16; 15:135)

The matter of NOT sacrificing an ox or a sheep that has a deféatvanfitd that it

must be unblemished (Deuteronomy 18:B)| s o t e ac h e pointihgtdeindo peop | e
ard preparing them for the Firsoo@ing of Christ It teaches that God, who isdst

Holy, requires that all who would come into his presence must beahdly

uncontaminated with sin and evil. Throughout the Bible, in both the OT and the NT, God

teaches that all solely human beings are sinful and fall short of the glory ofR3atn(

51:1-5;Romans 3:23)So0 i n the OT in prepagthé¢ i on f or Chi
principle of vicarious atonement was taugand theapplication of that principle

consisted ofhe sacrifice of animals that had to be perfect, unblemished. Every being

that appears in Godods presena@edunmsestbebe perfe
made so according to the means God has prescribed. In the OT that was by having the

perfection of the sacrifice credited by God to the believing worshiper.

In the New Testamettheprincipler e mai ns t hat everyone who wou
pres&ice must be made perfect, and in the®dd brought to completion his plan for

making people acceptable to him by offering his dr#gotten Son as the perfatbning

sacrifice, whose sacrifice would be credited by faith to those who believe in him.

(Romans 3:9 4:25) It had to be a man who would perform the perfect-toreall

sacrifice, since it was man, not animals, who sinned and corrupted all human nature and
rendered mankind unacceptable to God. And it had to be a perfect man, without defect

and umlemished. The only human being ever qualified to fulfill that requirement was

Jesus Christ. This special human would not only be human, could not only be human,

but would also have to be Gddl.00% human and 100% Gddo e would be able to
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bear and overgnethe Satanic pressure saccumb to temptation, the overcoming of
which provided redemption for all of us who truly believe.

Returning to the question that opened this secti@myneritics of the Bible and

specifically prehomosexual skeptics, andezvpeople who have a sincere inquiry, raise

the question, fASince most people today no | o
kinds of material, no longer adhere to @€ prohibition on eating certain animals, and

no longer sacrifice animais worship why should we still uphold th@T teaching about
abhorringhomosexuality that is in the very same part of the Bible, even the same part of

the book of LeviticusAVe must be prepared to answer such questions. (Deuteronomy

6:20; 1 Peter 3:15)

We shouldexplain thathese ar@applications of the principlesf ceremonialaws, and

the ceremonial laws in the Old Testament were what Biblical scholars call typological of

Christ. In literature, particularly in Biblical literature, a type is a person or timrge

OT that foreshadows that to which it points and which fulfills it in the New Testament.

Thatis,as we 0V e theeeavasm guaitgabautghenie.g., being an unblemished

sacrifice)that pointed to Christ, and when Jesus came in his Firgmdke fulfilled

those ceremoni al | aws that pointed to him; t
followers to practiceéhe applications of the principles thioseOT laws. (See also Acts

15.)

Animals were sacrificed in the Q® teach therinciple of life for life. The shedding of

blood was necessary, due to life being in the blood, (Leviticdslland the vicarious
atonemenvas done o0 ut sodhe otfi@owbddsnot haveata seiffer death in the

final and most ultimate sense, in tiielang oft he result of Adamdés and
(Genesis 2:17)

This was all donén the OTto prepare people to understand the ultimate fulfilment of

Goddbés pl an ,td ultimaedgphcatibandofuifillmentof the principle Since

it was man ad notanimalsthat sinnedit would have to be a man to make reparation for

human sinsbut it would have to be a perfect man (siimckeviticus one of the key

principles in the sacrifice was that it had to be unblemished). God saw that the only man

who could perform the perfect sacrifice that would be effective for all others would have

to be his onlybegotten Sonwhen t he ti me was righthein Godods
completed his plan of redemption for marhis Son, Jesus Chris€Ehr i secdbs per f
sacrifice has transformed worship in this period between his First Advent and his Second

Advent.

As we saw above, ceremonial laws pertaining to food were one of the ways God taught
people the concepts of holiness, being separate and pure from itlaisutetestableo

God who is Most Holy However, now that Christ has come, all foods are permissible for
Godds peopt28).PastoArsthusDeHlryterthas explained well the function of
the ceremonial laws and another type of law in the Oldaf®=nt that is no longer
needed due to Christodos wor k.
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[The ceremonial laws] deal with those activities performed in religious

rites in the tabernacle and temple, and which point forward to the coming

of the Messiah. The Book of Hebrews clearly statesstttese laws have

been fulfilled. We do not perpetuate them. That toward which they

pointed has already become a reality, so
anymore?’

Civil Laws

When God gavaislaws to Israel he ruled his people directly by communicatinly wit
their leader, e.g., Abraham, Moses, Joshua, and the Judges, in a theocratic form of
government. Thus, some of the laws he gave his people were tali#mets to his will
for how they were to govern their civil relatis in order to please hinbeKruy t er 0 s
brief overview explains it well.

Then there are also civil laws which have to do with the theocracy, the

rule of God over his people. The nation of Israel was a covenant people to
whom was promised a Messiah the entireworld to receive. This

nation, ruled by God, had its civil laws and governmental controls, as
defined in the Scriptures. But when the Messiah came, the nation
dissolved itself not only as to purpose, but also as to identity as a covenant
nation. Now all the believers of Godeazalled the Israel of God. Those

civil laws no longer pertain to a governmental erfiity.

Since the end of the Old Testament God does not rule any nation as a theocracy, as he did
Israel for a while in the OT times. His rule is in and through Chrisse/ongship and
rule is in the minds and hearts of the regenerated (born again) believers in the church.

Thus, the Old Testamentlamse r e desi gned t keyaspeatzdiis Godos pec
plan of redemption, who they are, the mission to which God whsgd#iem and

pointing them ahead to Christ, and how theg to function in that calling. dgne of

those lawgapplications of the principles of tlmeremoniabnd civil lawg were intended

to be in place until Christ came the first time. Jesus saidhéhedame not to abolish but

to fulfill all the law (Matthew 5:1718), and he has done so. Neverthelassther set of

laws remains to guide us.

Moral Laws

The whole law remains in place and is the standard upon which all people will be judged.
For those of us in Christ, who is the only human being to have lived the perfect life and
fulfilled all the law, his righteousness is credited to us by faith, and we are justified apart
from works of the law. (Romans 3:&lL; see especially v. 28) Yet the mdeaV

remains binding for everyone, including those of us in Christ. (E.g., Acts 15:20) We are

Art hur H. DeKr uy tThe PulpifioHChnsoChueckpuda A ieprigt 8fé& sermon
offered at Christ Church of Oak Brook in 1978.
BArthur H. DeKr uy t e RulpifioHZhmisoCarehxpuda | i t y ? 0
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called to be holy to God, and God commands us to avoid lifestyles that contradict his
Word that we are to proclaim; the moral laws help us live that holy lieeatyd serve
God more effectively.

Goddés calling of a people to be holy to him
whole creation, and in particular to the human race. It is through this holy people that the

Christ would come and through the ssage this people would bring from Gibdt the

world would heabof his provision for how to be saved. The message of holiness, with its

core concept dbeing set apart to God who isostHoly and to be separate, uncommon,

with the necessary integrity tmite word and deed, leaves no room for lifestyles,

heterosexual (e.g., fornication, adultery, incest) or homosexual, that contradict,

under mine, and exist in rebellion against th
loving plan.

Godds at justice, medrity, and didliness arise from the core of his being, his

great and steadfast love. Because he loves his people God will not permit those who

oppose him to overthrow his plan and cause his people to be destroyed. God will not

compromise higntegrity and allow evil to coexist with him and his people in his

Kingdom when it comes in its fullness, and he will have no part of it himself now. That

concept needs to be taught and acted upon now. Those who engage in evil in opposition

to God are bno use to him in thachievemenof his purposes (Jeremiah 2:5), unless

they change, which is the message we are called to proclaim in partnership with the Holy
Spirit who will accomplish the actual <change

Examples ofmoral lawsaddessingwvhat ist ¢ RUiUt ©G o d,éneludethiose h t

pertaining tochild sacrifice (Deuteronomy 12:31¢nding at usury (Ezekiel 18:13)

crossgender dressing (Deuteronomy 22#&)d homosexuality as seen the Leviticus

passages above and bel@early and forthrightly gecifying that God is offended by

homosexuality. Thus it is not spiritually healthy to practicdNio r , as wedl | see |
Chapter Two, is it physically healthy.

Theprinciple underlyingthis passag@_eviticus 18:22)s the holiness of God and the
holiness to which he calls his peoplEhe application of this principles Godd slear
condemnation othe practice ofmales engaging isexual relations with each otherhat
we call homosexualityRegarding the moral laws in the Bible both the principid ¢he
application of the principle last forevegiRomans 1:182)

TheLeviticus 18:22text does not sgxifically refer to lesbian sex. God has not told us

why he didnodét speak to | esbianism in Levitic
addresse it in the New Testament with an equally strong condemnatiaroofanto-
womansamegender sex a s Watedih this chapterSome scholars speculate that

cultural psychologicaland other factors resulted in female homosexuality taking more

time to develop and become manifest.

One possible explanation as to why no texts in the Old Testament specifically relate to
lesbianism may be found in the Hebrew understanding of what OT scholars refer to as the
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corporate personality. In that period whenitiede progenitor was the head of his clan,

all the laws, blessings, and curses that obtained for the head of the clan were extended to
the rest of the clan as well. (cf. Exodus 20:5) In the Hebrew mentality Jacob was referred
to not only as Jacob but allyael. When the male was circumcised, indicating his
membership in the covenant with God, all within the clan, male and female, were
considered included in the covendhiThus, the laws that applied to the males applied

also to the females. Therefotke condemnation of homosexual practice specifically
referencing men, also applied to females by extension of the concept of the corporate
personality and also logically, femaiefemale sex being literally homosexuality, i.e.,

sex with the same (homoggder. Later in the OT period God revealed through the

prophet Ezekiel (chapter 18) that he would change that understanding in the new
covenant, where he would treat all people as individuals, preparing the way to change the
sacrament from circumcision baptism, which all individuals could receive, not just the
males. (Colossians 222; Galatians 3:2@9)

However, we must proclaim threessagef the moral lawsvith concomitant lifestyles.

Both the Hebrew and Greek words for word also mean deed: itiyeotimword and deed,

faith and action, the practice of what is preached. People will not be attracted to listen to

us, much less respond positively, if they see us living lives that contradict the message.

Unholy lives do at witness to a holy, indeedMost Holy, God Whatever constitutes
homosexual ity in the |lives of eceéeadvanin peopl e
the sight of mosif not all human beings.

Even homosexuals dondt \wepardate ahdoconmmn. Theynsi der e d
are desperately trying Mommthatvgoelkbe likddlli ke ever
the people Jesus referred to who are taking
many enter through it. But small is the gate and narrow the roaéakistto life, and

only a few find4d)it.o (Matthew 7: 13

Pro-homosexual protagonists try to argue that u@rblyerefers in Scripture to
something intrinsically evibr moral sinsaand usually refers to rituahd othematters.
This spacious argument has been well refuteat. example

é in support of the traditional position, examination of the uge gfadd UM U i n

the original language text is shown to evidence that it is not used in

Leviticus for dietary violations, and is only used 2 or 3 times elsewhere to

refer to the such things being abominable for Israel (versus the Egyptians),

and in cebtrasthet®waditdd most often used fo
reference to grave moral sins, including those which are unmistakably

universally sinful. Collectively it is used for all the sins of Lv. 18 + 20.

% The word covenant ianother example af major motif, or theme, a concept that runs throughout the
entire Bible, Old and New Testaments. The most common word for covbesitit, occurs 286 times in

the Old Testament and 38igtheké in the New Testament. On numerous other occasions references occur
to covenants and covenantal relationships apart from the use of the word covdr@aotvenant refers to

the relationship God has with his people whom he has called out to serve hinmagahmeans through

which he is redeeming his creation. The church is the visible manifestation of the covenant.
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(vs. 27,29) As i dol at r yanbeslirecthhusedmot her of
for such. (Dt. 32:16, etc)

I n speaking on this subject 1 6vethelmdo asked
used and to what does it apply. Consider carefully the following list and contrast these

matters with the ceremoniahddietaryviolations. The following are the @jority of

specific sins which are said to be! Rdhthréceivé&sod 6 s st rongest condemr
wherever they occur in the Scripture.

1. idolatry or idols (Dt. 7:25,26; 13, 2Kg. 2172 23:13; 2Chr. 33:2,3; Is.

44:19)

empty, vain worship (Is. 1:13)

witchcraft; occultism (Dt. 18:42)

illicit sex (Ezek. 16:22,58; 22:11; 33:26)

remarrying divorced womeghone 6s for mer wife after she

married to another maipt. 24:24)

marriage with unbelievers (Ezra 9:1,2)

male homosexual and (collectively) heterosexual immorality (Lv.

18:22; 18:26,27,29,30; 20:13)

8. temple prostitution (1Kg. 14:24; 21:2,11)

9. offerings from the above (Dt. 23:18)

10. crosddresing (Dt. 22:5)

11. child sacrifice to idols (2Ki. 16:3; Jer. 32:35)

12. cheating in the market by using rigged weights (Dt. 259, 3rov.
11:1)

13. dishonesty (Prov. 12:22)

14. dietary violations (Dt. 14:3; Jer. 16:18)

15. stealing, murdegnd adulterybreaking covenants, (Jer. 7:10)

16. violent robbery, murder, oppressing the poor and needy, etc. (Ezek.
18:1013)

17. bringing unbelievers into the holy sanctuary of God, and forsaking the
holy charge (Ezek. 44:7%8)

abrwn

No

TheBible also contains laws agaimatiking and worshiping idols, false gods
(Deuteronomy 7:226; 27:15; 29:17), female and male prostitution in cultic worsdsp (
done by the nations such as the Canagrated using the income from such vile acts in
thelorRD6s wor shi p ( De These lawspwhioghycon@iB grdss8immmorality,
also involve the rejection of God and the worship of false gods which God will not
tolerate. They not only highly offend him but also destroy people he loves. He wants
them tohave life not death, so God prohibits these practices.

% Anchor Bible Dictionary, Abomination of Desolatiguioted in
http://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexuality and_biblical interpretation#Lesbian_sexual relations
(Accessed 1/12/2015) If you need more specific details you edrfem at this URL.
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We must observe also that the new covenant was not brand new but renewed in Christ.
That is there is continuity between the new and the old covettatovenant is

essentially one (becau&nd saidit is an everlasting covenant, Genesis 17:7), but it is
modified in Chrisin the New Testament. The original Greek language of the New
Testament has two main words for neve@s meaning new in time or in origin) and
kainos(meaning new in naturar in quality). The word for new in the terfimew

covenanbis kainos indicatingnot brand new butatified andrenewed in Christ with

some changes. See 1 Corint hikanogcotehant25 wher e
i n my BHisonodificationis in fulfillment of the promise the@RrD made through
the prophet Jeremiah when he said, dal wild.l n

word translated newm this passagm the 250 BC Septuagint [Greek] translation of the
OT Hebrew is, you guessedkginos)

Karsen addresses the objection that even some Christidngtigke, that these texts are

culturally outdatedfiHo wever , 06 he writes, fAwhen consider
rest of the Bibl ebs t eac hisepgohimtions aghinsts s ubj ect
homosexual practice are transcultural and timeless core codteftsis is an excellent

point, and one that has to be madaue to the nontimebound andiversal authority of

the Bible, G@G«ndo s oWar dS,toondtathadessarsuffibientaabutta to i

the cultural argumenespecially when we observe ti@&dd put no qualifying statements

in Leviticus, or anywhere else in his Word, that a particular passgiddes operative

until 100 AD,2000 AD, or any othertimerut i | t he Lor d&ndactdesusond Com
said

18 | tell you the truth, until heaven and earth disappear, not the smallest
letter, not the least stroke of a pen, will by any means disappear from the
Law [of which Leviticus is a partlintil everythirg is accomplished.

Does any of that sound like cultural outdatedneds®for thoseof uswho adhere tthe
view of thehistoric Christian churgtthatthe Bible is our timelessuniversaland

ultimate authority.Then Jesus added a statement thatlshmake us all shudder and

give anyone pause who would hior herself break, and encourage others to break, any
of Godobés commandment s:

9 Anyone who breaks one of the least of these commandments and
teaches others to do the same will be called ledbkikingdom of

heaven, but whoever practices and teaches these commands will be called
great in the kingdom of heaveMétthew 5:1819)

Leviticus 20:13
il f a man | ies with a man &aveone | i es wit

done what is detestabl@hey must be put to death; their blood will be on
their own heads.

3KarsenfiWhat the Bible Teacheg.4dabout Homosexual Practi ce
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The Hebrew word the NIV ihthistextslalaot ¢t Glb©ender s
Thus it is nosspiritually healthy to practice itThis teaching about homosexuality

Leviticus 18 and 2@ppears irthe section of the Law &t Biblical scholars call the

Hol iness Code, Godds commands aneddtgacti dance f
in order to accompl i simanddlovalighsheirliveslie mpti ve pur p
Homosexualityis unholy, as is indicated itheseand t her Bi bl e texts as w

Undergirding Godos s tgendesgx acdss thetieatinpeadlty. on of s a
This judgment shows how serious God takes this form of disobedielorrosexuality

is serious for sever al reasons. First, it i
commands in the first twohapterof Genesis. Seconod has calletlis people to be

holy to him, which includes being set apart from the evil of the world, being uncommon,

and being righteous in his sight. Third, God is working out his plan to redeem his

creation and doing primarily through his people, the churd¢he unholiness of

homosexualitywili nt er f er e with, and for some sidetr a
cannot destroythat plan of redemptionk-ourth, an anthropological reality is that healthy

humans are trying to improve themselves, do betterpaadf the ways they do so is to

look for others who are models of what they want to become, and they are drawn to those
model s and try to act accordingly. Fifth, i
engaging rather than rejecting evil, we waiillllify our call,not attract anyone to Christ,

and further, we will receive the judgment of God, whose Wotis people of Judah

through the pr ophet ThilisesaysthiorbhWhiatsvrorsgtdid | | i n eff
your ancestors find in me that they weaat from me, and went after worthless things,

and became worthless themsehegetemiah 2:NRSV) How would we fit that

development into oudentity, including ousel-esteem?!

Karsen makes an i mportant poi ntwG@olkeaant, he obse
the penalties have been ameliorated, the proscriptions of the behaviors described in the

Levitical list remain in force. For example, when Jesus swept aside the literal penalty of

death by stoning in the case of the woman caught in aduledidmot abrogate the

commandment ot t o commi t &d-11)*t Nevestheléss, engpbasizing o h n

the very seriouabhorrence andondemnation of homosexuality by God, the apostle Paul

says that those who practice homosexuadihd approve of odrs who do sayhile

knowing (using a strong Greek verb for knowi
concerning homosexualitthus consciouslgnd intentionallyspurning hiswilli d e s er v e
death. o (Romans 1:32)

Somehomosexual casuistry arguesatiheviticus 18:22 and 20:1dhly apply to temple

idolatry, butthe grammar of both texts is universal. Further, both passagestaety

consistent with other transcultural immutable commands given\ubieh forbid

adultery, incestand othesexouts i de of marri age ,wbichwouldds wi f e
include homosexual practicét is entirely unwarranted to restrict these texts as applying

only to male temple mstitution®*

#BKarseni What the Bible Teache®.5about Homosexual Practic:
3 See in this regard
http://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexuality and_biblical interpretation#Lesbian _sexual_relations
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Here i n Godo&s \ffaredtviewfrem vahatthe mealia ficeey Bs
homosexuality when they typically show a couple of the same gender embrassinag ki
or hdding handsand failing toshow what else homosexual men and wonhriherein
providing a disservice to our societlie broadeculture, and the worldncluding the
global church As in Leviticus 18:22, this passage also does not specifically refer to
lesbian sex. The apostle Paul fills in teapposedap in the New Testament.

Deuteronomy 22:5

"A woman must sclothing, noeaaman engern éwwochatimgpfor the
LORD your God detests anyone who does ¢his.

This law applies to homosexual transgerdfess. By extension it also applies to

transgender alteriah of sex organs, for the basic principld Godds command | i e
prohibition of a person trying to change his or her gemaeridentify as someone he or

sheisngt t hus rejecting Gododés choice of gender.

Before modern medical technology has made such physical changes possible as are now
being done, some such alteratiovere made even in Bible times. For example recall
Jesuso r ef esswhowmere made thaewayhy smé@datthew 19:12¥hough

the purpose then was not usually for transgendertdawever, the extensive

employment of surgical, hormonal, and otheygadures to change gender that is

currently being done is producing tragic results, as will be discussed below, and many
who have undergone such operations have regretted the decisitve @edompanying
outcomeswhich are irreversible.

Thissadnessthi cat es anot her reason for @ieeahds | aw &
gender. The rejection is first a rebellion against God, whose will is foremost and who
al ways makes the best decisions for al/l i nvo

results inoutcomes that are counterproductive to the-weihg of the one(s) involved,
for his, her, or their family, and for society.

Therefore, it is no surprise for us to see that the Hebrew word in this text that is translated
fidet eésytesso, iyso ué tglureMhs@ Id| i $ more reasopwhyg e e

Deuteronomy 23:17

'"NWo I sraelite man or woman i s to become a shi

This text is a commandment that Godds peopl e
destructiveand evil religions bthe nations in th&andthat God was giving to Israel,

which nations worshiped false gods and goddesses and in their worship engaged in child

sacrifice and male as well as female prostitution. ThusaBm$pecifically forbids his

people toparticipatein homosexual practice (as welliasheterosexual prostitution) in

pagan worship.
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In Deuteronomy 7 and in other places in the Old Testament God commanded his people
to avoid the false religions that would lead them astray and cause them to fail to
aaccomplish his redemptive purposes through them. In the first six verses we read the
following:

! When theLoRD your God brings you into the land you are entering to
possess and deg out before you many natiénshe Hittites, Girgashites,
Amorites, Canaaites, Perizzites, Hivites and Jebusites, seven rgation
larger and stronger than y®u

2 and when thé. ORD your God has delivered them over to you and you
have defeated them, then you must destroy them totally. Make no treaty
with them, and show them no rog.

% Do not intermarry with them. Do not give your daughters to their sons or
take their daughters for your sons,

* for they will turn your sons away from following me to serve other gods,
and theLoORDGs anger will burn against you and will quicklgstroy you.

> This is what you are to do to them: Break down their altars, smash their
sacrseéd stones, cut down their Asherah poles and burn their idols in the
fire.

® For you are a people holy to therp your God. The.ORD your God

has chosen you oof all the peoples on the face of the earth to be his
people, his treasured possession.

Verses four and six aespecially significant founderstanding this text. Gdd

already revealed that e holy (Leviticus 19:2; 1 Peter 1:15) atithis people are to be
holy, which, as we saw earliemeansuncommon andet apart to serve him. His people,
the church, established in the covenant with Abraham in Genesis 17, is the main means
through which God is working to redeem his creaffoivhy did hetell his people Israel

to destroy the nations that practiced such efdl® i n g s os jwdgnent Gdheid

evil, which by then had reached its limit. (Genesis 1516uteronomy 7:31 explains

% This passage is also a good example of how out of step contemporary American political correctness is
contrasted with GodépetWnaldly all riFTdkagiomasad are not e
holding people accountable for selecting the right one. See John 14:6.

3 As one of the major themes in Scriptutee tvord covenant iseen throughout the Biblélhe beginning

and purposef the covenant are seen@enesis 12:B and Genesis 17-4. As discussed above, the unity

and continuity between the Old Covenant/Testament and the New Covenant/Testament is seen in the Greek

word used for newkainos meaning new in nature or qualitfhe unity between Old Testament Israel and

the New Testament church is seen very clearfniother way inthe Septuagint, the Greek translation of

the Ol d Testament Hebrew, which was the Bible that Je
to which Paul refers in 2 Timothy 3:15. In the Septuagint the Greek wdtdk | (Hek[ourof] +k al e @

[to call], i.e., those called oyttranslatedichurchdin the New Testament, is used to translate the Hebrew

word, gahal assembly or congregation, some 100 times throughout the Old Testdrhasf.the word,

ekkligslisso used in the Greek translation of the Old Te
covenant people whom he has called and set apart to be holy t&&emne.g., Deuteronomy 9:10; 18:16;

Psalm 22:22; 26:12; 68:26; 149:1; Joel 2: F@r a direct Mw Testament connection between the New

Testament church and Abr ah2;mEaer 292vogatharmwith,Exodus e Gal at i ar
19:6.
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they were to do so in order &void being led astray bydke other religions and to

mai ntain their hol iepresaensand fuiure@endréti@osid ler vi ce s o
saved®’ In theversesvhich immediately followhe declares again hisve for his

people God wasnét going t o sredemptioa forkispeopteaniat ch h
his creation be destroyedie had us in mind way back then!

God knew that if his people did not wipe out the inhabitants of the land of Canaan and

instead did have such relationships with thbis peoplevould be led asaty from their
appointed task. Sure enough, they failed to
pagan nations, and they were led into the false religion of the nations in their practice of

the fertility cults. The people in these cuied a very locatied cosmology and theology

with gods and goddesses in charge of specific areas and aspects of lifeold tiey

| sraelites, fAYour God may have been good eno
as a warrior, but in this agricultural land if you &mébe successful and survive you have

to appease the gods and goddesses who control the elements and the fertility of the saill,

so herebs whéap wod hboey perdaaded the | srael
and goddesses of the fertility cultsvimich child sacrifice, male and female prostitution,

and other evils were practiceth their deluded thinking led by demonic forces they

believed that engaging in sexual practices during worship of the fertility gods and

goddesses connected them withphienal forces in nature that would yield productivity

and that in doing so they would earn the favor of the gods and godddssesuld

grant them productive crops and other widing The Israelites did just as God had

foretold, forgetting that he is control of everything in the cosmos, including the

elements and the fertility of the soil; he alone is ablgutarantee success, through faith

in and obedience to hinto they rejected God and turned to the false gods and

goddesses for help and indoing corrupted themselves and needed to be discipifned.

3" The Biblical principle of choosing a marriage partner who is a fellow believer in Christ has its roots in

the Old Testament in passages such as this one, but the principle extends throughout the Bible and is

grounded in the concept of separation, holiness. See, e.g., Exodus 34:16; Nehemiah 10:30; Malachi 2:11

12; 1 Corinthians 7:39; 2 Corinthians 6:14. As atpal urge all who are considering marrying to be sure

to wed a fellow believer in the Lord. In 50 years in the ministry | have seen the sad results, especially

spiritually but otherwise as well, of where a Christian has been married to an unbeliexeny Shecklist

and commentary, AGui delines for Selecting a Marriage
www.fromacorntooak12.com

% Recentarticles have questioned this lehgld understandingf male and female prostitution in the

fertility cults as portrayed in the Old Testament (OT) and in Akkadian and Ugaritic literature.
Nevertheless, | am not persuaded by their argument; the previous understanding and other contemporary
scholarshiptothe ont rary i s much mor e souristaelwasdtleasar ri es much
influenced enough by the practices of the nations around her to corrupt h&fielfal cultic prostitution

was a reality.The contextual usage of these words in the @€ggsome insight into their significance. It is
clear from the texts available that the male or female prostitutes were tied closely to pagan concepts of
fertility religion, which included imitative or sympathetic magithrough intercourse with the deeets of

the gods, the worshipers believed that they influenced the gods to grant them fertility and incresse in t
fami |l ies, | aMakandfemale postitntpssvére only one feature of Canaanite fertility
religion, but they were a central feee, one that violated the morality and ethics of the Covenant that the
LorD had made with Israel at Sinallhe veneration of other Canaanite goddesses, such as Astarte and
Anath, helped foster cultic prostitutiohale or female cult prostitutes wergpdicitly outlawed in Israel

(with good cause) by the Sinai Covenddé(teronomy 23:170 Complete Biblical Library Hebrew

English Dictionaryi PeResh. WORDSearch.
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That discipline came in the form of direct and indirect judgments from God. Directly, he
followed through on his promises often repeated much earlier as to what he would do if

his people violate the stipulations of the covenant and worshiped the pagan gods and
goddesses. (See, eDeguteronomy 28:168; 1 Kings 9:19; 2 Kings 172 Chronicles

7:17-22) Indirectly, he allowed the natural courg®t occurs when disobedience to his

will is doneespecially in those acts that result@tateddiseases, which is a buit

judgment that takes place, a judgment that would not have been experienced if the people
had obeyed Godods wiiobB86:14 iiTHey dikoim tlokir yofttSameng e . g .
male prostitutes of the shrinésNote also Hosea 4:14 and Romans 1:27.)

Mark 7:21

J e s u s Fosfeoin @ithin, But of men's hearts, come evil thoughts, sexual immorality,

theft, murder, adulteryé. o The oreangi nal Gr e
all kinds of illicit sex. Since Jesus upheld the whole Old Testament (e.g., Matthew 5:17

18) that includes the Ol d Testament texts we
relations.

Matthew 19:4-6

fiHaven't hedasusfediedditdmat t he beginning the Creat

mal e and female, 6 and said, O6For this reason
be united to his wife, aSodheytate eoldngeotwonhutl | beco
one. Therefore what God has joinedg et her , | et man not separate

In this passage Jesus clearly reiterates that it is one man and one woman that constitute a
valid marriage in Godbés sight. There is no
Bible, for any such concept as sasexii mar r i age. 0 Further, Jesus
will that the marriage God has instituted is not ended in divorce.

Romans 1:1832

This whole passage éssentiafor understandingthe at i onal e of Godbs con

homosexuality As Hayshasvr i t t en, the passage iIis fA[t] he n
ethics concerning homosexuality, ébecause thi
Testament that explains the condemnation of homosexual behavior in an explicitly
theologic®al context. o

Paul dedhres (verse 20) that since disobedient people can clearly see God by inference
from observing what he created, phenomena that could only be there by his powerful and
divine hand, that reality renders them without excuse for rejecting God, failing to give
thanks for all he has done, atuining instead to idols made in the image of fallen man

and animals, thutheir hearts became darkendd their rebellion against God, although

they claimed to be wise (where have you heard that recently?) they becasne fool

% Hays, p. 383.
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26 Because of this, God gave them over to shameful lusts. Even their
women exchanged naturalations for unnatural ones. In the same way

the men also abandoned natural relations with women and were inflamed
with lust for one another. Men comiteid indecent acts with other men,

and received in themselves the due penalty for their perversion. (Romans
1:26:27)

The apostle Paul makes an important theological distingtitins passagbetweenwvhat

in theology is callegieneral and special rewadion, the latter being wh&oddisclosato

human beings only ihis Word, the Bible and the Lord Jesus Christ, and the former being

that revelation of God regarding certain qualities of himself and his work that everyone

can observe, and is without eseufor failing to notice and take into account by

appropriateaction. We see the reference to special revelation in verse 32 in the words
regarding AGodds righteous decreeodo and that

In most of the passage,Wwever, eginnng in verse 18 Paul show®w general

revelation is an adequate argument (which we
Godds specifalr rGowWé&lsatdiiecsm)ppr oval of @AdAthe godl
men, 0 includi mgl Hemdd eaxnaaslm.ty Tdhhe Greek word

anth r @ pth@ generic word for mankinthus including females and establishing the

context for what will follow in verse 26Here Paul gives us a model of how we can

witness to people who disregard Goddos speci a
reasormg from the truths he has disclosed in his general revelation in nature, what has

beencalled the natural lamwWhen normal healthy people hear what homosexuals do,

theyreact with revulsionit is repugnant to theif. They readily sense such acts go

agairst human natureBut they have to know what these aotsin order to know and

explain what homosexualitgally involves since those acts are not revealed in the

homosexual literature, and they certainly are not reported in the supportive media. That

is why thisvolumeprovides this information.

In Romans 1:182 and specifically in vss. 287 we see two othéiems very relevant tc
the present discussion. The first of these is the reality that though God is extraorc
patient, there is a limtb his patience. When he concludes he has given people lon

enough to repent, turn to him, and d:
knowing he is aware that they arenot
desiredGreekepithumiais covet ous | u(eR4),itod d heepr
(v.28). As Hays puts it, APaul is offerin
he adduces the fact of widespread homosexual behavior as evidence the human |
arei ndeed in rebell i*The ersaguence of this teleellian is &€

“°This revulsion applies even to the very limited knowledge of homosexuality promulgated in the press that

includes only the most superficial concept of what homosexuality involves. Even a questionable study

reveals that heterosesnslex]|icdondptl ewanti stpd ayeaftfleras i o
Kim Geiger, fAiStudy: Straight peopl €hichga Trikund e g al ri ght s
ReporterHerald, November 21, 2014, 6A.

“ Hays, pp. 38788.
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plunge themselves into depravity and confudfothomas Schmidt would agreéth

this assessment of homosexualty and he goes f Hventohtbe bases
of anatomical engineering, homosexual intercourse is seen to be a supreme insull
and His power and wisdom, with®unnec.

Indeed, the depravity and idolatry continue. lronically, men and womeawayfrom
God whose lovinghand s we 6 v e haserated thdimstitigion of marriaagehe
intended it to bewhich is awholesome, unmitigated, and unparalledessing for both
genders | nst e ad toiddlatryti@aveeslaves, degradeés, and soonetesr la
destroys the people who worship false idols rather than the Creator.

It is important that everyone, especially the church, sees homosexual, and all othe
defiance of Godbés commands in Script
stand in pmting out this rebellion to President Obama and all others who read his
release.

CHARLOTTE, NC, May 9, 2012 Franklin Graham, president and CEO

of the Billy Graham Evangelistic Association issued the following
statement i n r es pogstaementinosuppartefsamd e n-
sex marriage.

ion Tuesday my state o f'staeotaapdroveCar
a constitutional amendment defining marriage as being between a man anc
a woman. While the move to pass amendments defining marriage is
relaively new, the definition of marriage is 8,000 years old and was

defined not by man, but by God Himself.

In changing his position from that of Senator/candidate Obama, President
Obama has, in my view, shaken his fist at the same God who created and
definedmarriage. It grieves me that our president would now affirm same
sex marriage, though | believe it grieves God even more.

The institution of marriage should not be defined by presidents or polls,
governors or the media. The definition was set long agelasaging

|l egi sl ation or policy wThisisagsaddaer
forAmerica May Go dFrahiéif®p us. o

When the leader of a nation makes such a statement contradicting the Bible, the t
o ur rmsanbral foum@ation, grave undermining of that foundation has occurred.

“2Hays, p. 396.

3 Straight and Narow? Compassion and Clarity In The Homosexuality Delgie117118, Thomas E.

Schmidt quoted in

http://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexuality anblidal interpretation#Lesbian_sexual relations

(Accessed 1/10/15)

“Franklin Graham, AFranklin Graham-SRes pMamsd atge ,toheBiRr
Graham Evangelistic Association, BGEA Features, May 10, 2012. The author receivesiith release

via email.
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hope and pray it can be restored. Here is a stark and striking example of an axior
political science: elections have consequences. And sometimes those consequer
serious.

The second of thesrehted realitiesn Romans 1:2€7 is thatwhenGod givesthem ove
to the covetous lusts of their heattse result is that thesufferthe corsequences of the
own decisiorto disobey God.That penalty is in themselves (in contemporary parlan
At heywgbrnt on themsel ves Oneofdhe penaltissi an t
t h e ms eflsucledisobedience in sexual sins is contracting one or more of the r
sexually transmitted diseases (STDs), inalgdHIV/AIDS, through such immorand
evil behavor.

Though they wild/| not admit it, Athe
and practice homosexuality that resu
physical harm, such as these illnesses, but also spiritual and emotabiahgs. Lenski
unpacks this aspect of the meaning of 1:32.

The full guilt of men is now emphasized by means of the qualitative

K R 1 "puthcas," they who are such as are now described, men who
realized (not only knew) the righteous ordinance of Glaal,

Rechtsordnung GotteRaul at once states what this guilt is, "that those
practicing such things are worthy of death.” Yet they are such as not only
keep doing them but also applaud those practicing them. The ungodly
cannot plead ignorance as an exdosall this vice and this viciousness.

Ever and ever creation manifests God's existence to them, and they canno
escape the revelation of his wrdth 1820). Not for one minute does &la

let us forget this fact.

All the atheists in the world may ridicule the very idea of God, deny the
existence of a human soul and its accountability to God, they are still, like
all other men, absolutely subject to the fact of God's manifestation and his
wrath's revelation. What men can do is only to reprobate God so as "not to
have him in their realization¥( 28). Hence there ensues all this
abomination of immorality, which is both thause §§  'n [w 19 @

the punitive consequence (“therefore,24 "because of thisy. 26,

"even as,V. 28 and the three "give them up did God") of their
godlessness. But while they reproblaite from their realization

(S:; Q) j,V. B8 ey are unable to get rid of realizirg{ 1 |j ] ,ZHel T ¢&
identical word but now a patrticipl&)e righteous ordinancef God, that

they who practice these things are worthy of death. tfish@aradoxical, it

is nevertheless the fact. One thing that must be remembered with regard tc
Paul is that he always deals with the facts (thg T k, Fealify) and that

he never theorizes, philosophizes, speculates. He has facts, so many, so
tremendousthat he has no time for theorizing.

God'sl 1 137 GH hi$ judicial righteous finding, call it verdict, ordinance
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(our versions), or law. Paul is not speaking of it as it is embodied in the
Mosaic law but as it is ineradicably embedded in the human cogscie

Let men do what they will, fight against it if they will, it clings to them,

not merely in theif ] b [Jexperiential knowledgeut in their

S; Q] ] [uriderstandingbecause they are moral creatures, because
they are, therefore, accountable. AngtisiGod'sl i k a,ith® right as a
general verdict or law established iyn alone ("of God" here too is

cause, author, source) that is impressed upon man's inner consciousness.
Man's natural sense of justice is the reflex of this divine ordinance. By
naning it as God's Paul goes back to the ultimate source, God himself. But
by stating its substance he names not only what God has decreed as right
but what man in his own nature also realizes as right: "that those
practicing such things are worthy of deattot fit to live and to continue

in their vicious course among other men.

Men may deny that their sense of justice, the conviction that such are not
fit to live, is the contents of God's own righteous ordinance and may try to
explain this sense by meansevblutional, sociological hypotheses and
regard it as the consensus of the human herd which developed so that the
antisocial were abolished. That, however, is only reprobating God from
the consciousness.(28) as Paul has already stated; this "right" remains in
full force in the universe of men and, as Paul states, remains as God's
ordinance.

Even pagans instinctively trace this right back to deity (a sample occurs in
Acts 28:4 "whom vengeance suffereth not to live"). When wrathlg)

strikes down some of those that are not fit to live, the invisible higired h

is felt and perceived by them. The true religion has always aided this
realization among men generally. All human moral laws, although they are
often imperfect, have this background. Justice may miscarry, may not be
able to reach the culprit, but it@vremains; and although human

retaliation fails, the dread power of justice with its mysterious, inescapable
power, like the sword of Damocles, remains.

The participle is concessive: "although having realized." Frightful as is the
guilt [declared by Godrad emotionally sensed by sinneod]practicing

such things, the ultimate of this frightfulness is that men are "such as not
only keep on performing them but also keep on applauding those
practicing them" in the face of their realization of the ddmithging
character of ddingwhattsldeagworthyh apglauding €
and encouraging others in doing the same. So did Ananias and Sapphira,
Acts 5 so do the criminal gangs in the face aépn and the chair or the
noose; so evildoers in every line. Applauding others, they also applaud
themselves. And yet, not only does God's eternal right stand, men's
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conviction regarding it likewise stands. Man himself justifies God's
righteous wrattf®

The unshakable and unadmitted guilt is sensed in the depths of the soul. Attempt
break free from the guilt are multitudinous and englasd they comprise progressive
involvement in the same sin that produced the guilt in the vain hope to losgrthe an

increased emotional Ahigh; 0 attempt s
philosophical argumentation in the futile attempt to discredit, disavow, disregard, ¢
destroy Godobés | aw. But none of rhames:

(Matthew 5:18)Aberrant sex as with substaraeuse is also progressive duetteir
inability to satisfy. Aberrant sex, homosexual and heterosexual, requires more an
bizarre actand/or with more peopli@ order to titillate; what once praled a high no
longer does, hence the progression toward more deviance, e.g., adding sadomast
(SM) acts. Nor mal tBh &Udwi or ? Not at

We see two main types of judgment in the Bible, the judgment God administers (e
final judgment Matthew 25:3146]) and the judgment that he has built into the warp
woof of life, whereby people who do wrongly experience the consequeweslo neec
to keep in mind that this second type of judgment does not compensate for our sir
ot herwise Jesusod6 sacrifice woul d,neither
of which istrue The judgment of consequences is singuilg ofthe first parso f G«
addressing the evil in the world today; the rest will cdater and be completed the
final judgment and the righting of all wrongs prior to the emergence of the new he:
and the new earth. (2 Peter 3; Revelatior22)

Led by the Holy Spirit, theapostlePaul wrote in the first chapter of Romans that the
wickedness of human beings has led to their thinking becoming futile and their foolish
hearts darkeneqRomans 1:18, 21) And, as Hays points out, this passage is thenenly o
inGo d & s thetoefed specifically to leshian sexual relatih&ut all it takes is one.

1 Corinthians 6:9-20

Do you not know that the wicked will not inherit the kingdom of God?
Do not be deceived: Neither the sexually immoral nor idolaiers
adulterers nor male prosttes nor homosexual offendéPsior thieves nor
the greedy nor drunkards nor slanderers nor swindldirgwerit the
kingdom of God And that is what some of you werBut you were
washed, you were sanctified, you wegustified in the name of the Lord
Jesus Christ and by the Spirit of our GddCrinthians 6:9.1)

We need to observa this passagthatmany sexual and other simsaddition to
homosexuality arpresented as equally evil, enough so to keep thosehabitually do
them (thus showing the nature of their heart) out of the kingdom of Gtadhere focus

“5 Lenski, The Interpretation of St. Paul's Epistle to the Romaps 123126.
“*Hays, p. 384.
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on homosxuality, the subject of this bopkut we need to keep in mind that, as Paul also
teaches in Romans 3: 23, whmedgloreofGtandasd nned and

t herefore unable to cast stones. Neverthel e
other sinners, neither can we affirmuch less ddhomosexual sins or heterosexual sins,
for the sake of the body of Christ and the holinesgwhi i s essential to the

calling to be effective as the agents through whom God is working out his plan for
redeeming his creation.

SomeBiblical scholars and Christian theologiam$o holdand submito the authority

of Scripture pointoutthat he ot her evil s Paul i denti fies h
catalogues, 0 including heter oslkeyabsetve si ns, ar
thatPaul groups them all together in this passage. In fact, the Greek gives emphasis to

by placing firsth the textt h e A s e x u apbrho},0 i wnhinicdadks hetefosexual

as wellas homosexual sinners.

Kevin DeYoung senior pastor of hiversity Reformed Churcim East Lansing,

Michigan, in an article for The Gospel Coalition, a fellowship ofoutstamm g fievangel i c
churches deeplgommitted to renewing our faith in the gospel of Christ arméfiarming
our ministry practices ft'wrotetbanf orm fully to t

Sexual sin is never consideradiaphorg a matter of indifference, an
agreeto-disagree issue like food laws or holy dageifn. 14:115:7). To

the contrary, sexual immorality is precisely the sort of sin that
characterizes those who will not enter the kingdaf heaven. There are at
least eight vice lists in the New Testameéviti(k 7:2122, Rom. 1:2431;
13:13 1 Cor. 6:910; Gal. 5:1921; Col. 3:59; 1 Tim. 1:910; Rev. 21:8,

and sexual immorality is itiwded ineveryone of these. In fact, in seven

of the eight lists there are multiple references to sexual immorality (e.g.,
impurity, sersuality, orgies, men who practice homosexuality), and in
most of the passages some kind of sexual immorality heatisttherou
would be harepressed to find a sin more frequently, more uniformly, and
more seriously condemned in the New Testat than sexual sf§.

It must be acknowledged and acted upon that both heterosexual and homosexual sins are
evi |l i n .Q@agukstien hasibepmraised as to the extent of these evils

Somescholars and theologiareven go so far as to sidmat heterosexual sins have made
amuchworse impact on our cultyrewould addso far that isthan homosexuality due to
thesignificantly largemumber of heterosexual persotigeir sins, and the ripple effect of
those singhomo®xuals accounting for ontiree percentr lessof the populatiof?) that

have constructed a slippery slope mentality and a malaise that has dulled thkekense

“7 http://www.thegospelcoalition.org/about/coun@ccessed 3/14/95

“Kevin DeYoungfWhy Candét the Church Just AdMarehel3, 2045 Di sagr ee
http://www.thegopelcoalition.org/blogs/kevindeyoung/2015/03/13/wdantthe-churchjustagreeto-
disagreeorn-homosexuality(Accessed 3/14/15)

“9This and related demographic data will be discussed in Chapter Two.
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our society as to what is occurrih@ reprise of the frog in the kettle syndraniéey
make a very important point: heterosexual sinning deploys a devastating and destructive
series of effects on our soci etoy. The only

Neverthelessanother group of scholars remunded an alarm to raise awareness that the
ripple effect of homosexuality, despite the much smaller number of those who practice it,
presents an even greater threat to the sQ@stiias been seen in atlaltures

historically. We 6 | | hear from them shortly.

Those who urge us to necessarily and concomitantly keep in mind the seriousness of
heterosexual sins, while discussing the seriousness of homosexunaksyastrong
argumenthat not only must backnowledged but addressed much nvaigely than has
been done heretofaré-or example, adultenysually leads to divorce, which has led to
public policy disasters such as no fault divorce and the destruction of vast numbers of
marriages that has extemsand very negativeffects on théamily and on thevhole
societywhich is based on the famif{

Yet to elucidate this framework is neither to minimize the seriousness of homosexuality

nor to mitigate the chur chcoeserioussefdsmse to it,
our society are upon uther scholarstaking into accourgocietal changes in the

United States and other Western countisessignificantlymore danger in

homosexuality now that its historic stigma has become popularized@madted in the

Western medianddue tounwise judicial decisions overturning state laws banning

A s a-sexemarriag® Thealliance ofRoman Catholic and Evangelical Protestant

scholars in their 2015 declaration emphasibat

[a]s the most venerabl@d reliable basis for domestic happiness,
marriage is the foundation of a just and stable society. Yet in our times
this institution has been gravely weakened by the sexual revolution and
the damage it has done to marriage and the family: widespreadeajivorc
the dramatic increase in eat-wedlock births; the casual acceptance of
premarital sex and cohabitation; and a contraceptive mentality which
insists that sex has an arbitrary relation to procreation. In this
environment, families fragment, the poorfeufand children are
especially vulnerable and at risk. The decline of marriage culture is
evident throughout the world, and where it is evident, the common good is
imperiled.

If we are to remain faithful to the Scriptures and to the unanimous
testimonyof Christian tradition, there can be no compromise on marriage.

0 One such scholar, Christopher Wolfe, has insightfuliyed this phenomenon and makes these points
in an interview with Ken Myers of thears Hill Audio JournalNo. 49, April 2001. Wolfe has edited and
publishedSameSex Matters: The Challenge of Homosexualitg the anthologyslomosexuality and
American Riblic Life.
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We cannot allow our witness to be obscured by the confusions into which
our culture and society have fallgh.

We cannot succumb to the temptation of parsimony and allow too simplisticvaerdas

the question of which is worse, heterosexual or homosexual Isimge us to

acknowl edge and act on the reality that both
regularly and without repentance keep people from the Kingdom of(G&brinthians

6:9-11)

The first annual national conference of the
Religious Liberty Commission (ERLC) in October 2014 focused on the subjée,
Gospel, Homosexwuality, and the Fuofther e of Mar

conference, Andrew T. Walker, Director of Policy Studies for the ERLC, made the very
i mportant o Senplybeirgtagaimst satsgx antairriafje is an insufficient
apologetic for rebuilding marriage as a cultural fixture. When deviations rinarriagé

such as cohabitation, divorce, and promiséuibecome routine, sarrgex marriage can
seem intelligible and acceptalif&. This point must be acknowledged and addressed in
every pulpit and lectern in every church throughout the world. One pestmrrdoirg so

is the sermon in Appendix,@vhich is based on the text before us

When we study carefully these Bibliggdssagesand what constitutes homosexual

practice, it is hard to understate the evil in homosexual as well as heterosexuaigins

we easily see why such sinful practice i$ U ©G o d 6The chuicly rhust .not only
understand what is involved ihi$ practice, butavoidipr ocl ai m Gisddés Wor d
special revelationandpoint outas needethe naural law (his general revaion)on this

subject.

We saw in the Romans 1:B2 passage that Paul portsdlye homosexuals in rebellion

against Godwhich ist 1 2, Urbtlds passage in 1 Corinthians 6:9 the apostle uses the

wor d i cidololattaigim teecconiext of two tygs of homosexuals and in the

same sin catalogue as the other evils mentioned, indicating that those who engage in such
behavior have set themselves up in opposition to God and are thereby committing

idolatry.

To aid further understanding that regardfwo more words need clarification in verses

9-11. The ter m A manralako)pnrverse hineefarstteetisose whater e e k

often young boys® who are effeminate, and wiatlow themselves to be used passively

as partners in homosexual activiiff.he wor d right next to i1t, f@Ah

®1 §The Two Shall Become One Flesh: Reclaiming Marriage
http://www.firstthings.com/article/2015/03/the/o-shaltbecomeonefleshreclaimingmarriage2

(Accessed 3/12/15)

2Andr ew T.Evamelickiseand,the AGBT Community: What Does the Future oldT h e
Witherspoon Institute, Public Discourse, November 13, 2014,
http://www.thepublicdiscourse.com/2014/11/14081/?utm_source=The+Witherspoon+Institute&utm campa
ign=b47c382ecdRSS_EMAIL CAMPAIGN&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_15ce6af37b
b47c382eceB4093705Accessed 3/14/15)

>3 Hays, p. 382.
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(Greek,arsenokoita) means a male homosexual. It comes from two Greek wbdrdsp ij k

(male) anch | {bedjj. Hays points to research that shavsenokoitais a Greek

translation of the Hebrew termnishlav zakur( il yi ng wi th a mal eo), th
directly from and showing that Paul had in mlreliticus 18:22 and 20:13, and that the

term was used in the Rabbinic literature to refer to homosexual interédurse.

Here we have clear and unmistakablelaggaga i n Godd6és Word that dho
of fenderso wil |l not inherit the kingdom of
further reinforce the point, in case anyone has missed it, Paul repeats it in the next verse

(10). We must teach this truth in ouructh congregations todaydtherwise, how can

we effectively teach Gododés Word to the count
church and in the world God is calling us to reach out to for him?

n
C

3 The body is not meant for sexual immorality, butthe Lord, and the
Lord for the body* By his power God raised the Lord from the dead,
and he will raise us als®> Do you not know that your bodies are
members of Christ himself8hall | then take the members of Christ and
unite them with a progtite? Never!*® Do you not know that he who
unites himself with a prostitute is one with her in bodyar it is said,
AThe two wil | ' Ruthe me urites dimdelf véttstihe. ©
Lord is one with him in spirit.

'8 Flee from sexual immorati. All other sins a man commits are outside
his body, but he who sins sexually sins against his own Bdd@o you

not know that your body is a temple of the Holy Spirit, who is in you,
whom you have received from God? You are not your &vgou wee
bought at a price. Therefore honor God with your b¢tlyCorinthians
13b-20)

This passage ur ges Go dlbodiesfoe wedelangto om. ghisor i f y h
message was very important to make with those in the Greek culture, the worldview of

which conceptualized everything g#nlg along a continuum with lowalued material

entities on the bottorandthe highly valued spirituantitiesat the topall elsewas

positioned between the two ends according to how much of any given entity waalmater

and how much of it constituted any spiritual dimensi®hus in the Greek mentality the

body was of little value and could be used and abused at will.

Thereforejt was essentidtheCor i nt hi ans were taught that in
great wath, the affirmation of which is seen in therd entering and doing his mighty

work in human flesh as well as his body being resurrected, the first fruits of our own

bodies being resurrected. Moreover, as we belo@ptband he is indwelling us his

Holy Spirit, P a u | explains in our text that dal/l ot h
body, but he who sins sexlyasins against his own bodyv. 18) which being a temple

of the Spiritmakes this an especiabgriousmatter One of the many ways ersins

against his or her own body is through subjecting it to one or more of the STDs that are

* Hays, p. 382.
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epidemic in our society and throughout the world, as we discussed dbatviar worse

is when a believer unites his or her body, which is also united witindlseholy Christ

(v. 15), in the profound psychophysical sexual bond in an extremely unholy alliance in a
grievously serious sin.

To use our body in ways contrary to Godobs wi
Lord. (Leviticus 18, 19:2; 1 Gorinthians 6:13820; cf. Isaiah 59:2; John 15:1 Peter 3:7)

In 1 Corinthians 6:13 ff. Paul gives us information about the human body that is crucial

to the issue before us and necessary to know for our own sexuality and in order to help
othersavoid perilHe says, AThe body is not meant for
Lord, and the Lord for t hesomardnywhithweThe wor d
obtain our word somaticThis Greekword for body refers to the whole personality in

relationship with ®d. The Bible portrays a person as being a holistic entity so that his or

her body and s pi somés natsimply@mexternal part oph@ros o n 6 s

herself; he or she doesndét just have a body
spirit, the life principle which controls the body. The words soul and spirit are used
interchangeably in the Bible. The holistic

personality, not just an accidental or inferior appendage to be mistreated. THebody
been designed to be related to Christ, including being the dwelling place of his Spirit, i.e.,
the Holy Spirit. This isot to say that Christ and the Spirit are the same, the whole being
of God belongs to and is shared by the Father, the Son aH@g&pirit.

But it is the Holy Spirit who comes to dwell with one who believes in Christ. This reality

i s what Paul is referring to when he says,
members of Christ himself?0 aisahevithkemiwho wuni t
spirit.o

Further, Paul asks in verse 19, ADo you not
Spirit, who is in you, wlkerenotyetwoverave recei ve
important realities.

First, the worahdréfdrsotgby gersonallynst pluraj mdarang the

whole church isstemple of the Holy Spirit, ag means in the plurah chapter 3:16 wen

he said, AYou [ pl ur alThatis,the Hoy Sirid dwellwignmp |l e. 0 ( N
youin your soma, youbody, your person as a whol&hus, your body is a temple of the

Holy Spirit.

Second, when Paul says your body is a temple of the Holy Spirit, he uses the special
Greek wordpaos,which refers to the holiest part of the temphe sanctuary where Go
meets with his peoplePaul did not use the workdieron which referred to the whole
temple complex with its buildings and couriéste you seeing howsod views your body
asveryholy and how he wills that you view and use your bodkis servic@

Now, this body of yours, Paul continues, is highly esteemed by the Lord, who took on a

body for himself thus bringing great honor and dignity tothe ma n body . Youodr e
known to a significaneéxtent bythose withwhom you associateThis fact should be
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espei ally so for us who walk with the Holy Sp
resurrected, as a f surrection. Thereforetweodghtooutr own b od
deprecate and mistreat our body; it should not be abiéedshould iteverbe united

with evil!

The Apostle quotes from the Old Testament, the creation account in Genesis 2, and
explains that in thenaritals e x ual uni on a man and a woman by
one flesh.This unique bondingh marriages a psychophysical and spiritual gluiafy

the two people togetheilhe shredding of this bond is the basis of the enorrmpaumsin

divorce as the two whisave becomene are torn and ripped apaBut how beautiful

this oneness is when done according to Godds

We are thus to honor Godttv our body (v. 20). The actual word translafiadnoio in

the NIV is literallyfiglorify.0 One of the leading Bible scholars of our tiraed one |
especially appreciate, Leon Morris, writes,
Christian must be ndahe accomplishing of purposes which seem to him to be desirable,

but the glory of Godé[and the tense of the C
not want the command to glorify God to be taken as something that does not matter.
Thereisanurgeyc about i t. Let there be no delay i
we obey his commandgCf. John 15:8)In so doing we testify strongly to the world

regarding the One to whom we belong.

We honor God by teaching and modeling for our children thatviegesex for marriage,

and in so doing obeying Godés will, witnesse
(demonstrating our significant difference from and superiority to animals with their sex

drives, most of which do it with any female availablBldw contemplate in the light of

what weodve Just deuswhencooeresgaglirefornicatign, adtary,

prostitution and homosexualitylf the person is a believer, he takes a tenplghich

theHoly Spirit resides and unites it with soome else in an unholy alliance that offends

the very God of the universdt never ceases to amaxne to hear so many people shout

that something offendsthelmut | dond6t hear concern that Go
Paul writes (v. 15% Sh a | | I he mémbers ot Christeandtunite them with a

prostitute?o0 Paul i mmedi ately answers his r
responseme genoitb ANever! o in our NIV transl ati on,
in the Greek whichitheoEngki showhlasyodthaly
not know, 06 Paul continues, fAthat he who wunit
body? For it is said, fAThe two wil/| become
Lord isone with himinspirit o a r ef erence to our mystical wu

indwelling of the Holy Spirit in the bodies of believers.
God is not only holy, he is holy, holy, holhe thredold repetition being the way the

Hebrew language expresses the superlatie Most Holy (Isaiah 6:3) It is not his will
to allow evilin hispresencel he church (which didnét begin a
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the covenant God made with Abraham [Genesis’1ig|fhe primary means through
which God is redeeming his creationhis is why God calls us to be holyhich means
set apart, uncommon, righteous and morally puhg, he gave his people the Holiness
Code in Leviticus, and why the cétir the churcho be holy remains to this dayd will
always be sg°

We can now ee what is especially significant about sexual siffsey also thwart our

calling. (1 Corinthians @1 ff., 20 b) Our calling also involves our identityin verse 11,

Paul tells the church at Corinth that some of them used to practice these sefubus sin
behaviors, and fAnéthat is what some of you we
sanctified, you were justified in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ and by the Spirit of our

God. o Now you belong to God and have a new
demonstat e i t, and function effectively as agen
according to your calling. In verses 19 andP2ulalsos a y s , AYou are not vyo
you were boughtataprige a v er y saxaueigtingpuffering ef theotlyh e

begotten Son of GodWe hawe been saved for his servicEhis is our calling, the Latin

word for which isvocare the basis of our word vocation. In the Bible and in historic

Christian theology our vocationistoeh r i st 6 s spéak of Ensaasddis plant o

of salvation, including what he has done fortadjve accordinglyand to exten@nd

nurtureGod 6és ki ngdom.

As we 06V e anevellseeanbre belewhis identity includes our holiness, being

set apart for God tbe holy to him whas Most Holy in order for him to accomplish his

redemptive purposes in and through us. Thwaeticinghomosexuals who claim to be

Christians, and pastors and other church leaders who are accommodating them, ignore or

try to twist the meaning ofthiscoe t eaching in Goddés Word. So
with their homosexualitymore accurately in their case referred to as unwanted-sexne

attraction (SSA)and trying to be or become Christiarecognize the conflict andjest

the false message bbmosexuals angro-homosexuathurch leaders.

®° The unity between Old Testament Israel and the New Testament church is seen very clearly in the

Septuagint, the Greek translationtioé HebrewOld Testamentwhich was the Bible that Jesus and the

early church used, Athe holy Scripturesd to which Pal
Greek worde k k |, ttheslatadichurchd in the New Testament, is used to translate the Hebrew word,

gahal assembly or congregation, some 100 times throughout the Old Testarhest.the worde k k I, Us i a
churchrefest o Goddés covenant p edsptlaparttotedoty tobhmsed, e, cal | ed an
Deuteronomy 9:10; 18:16; Psalm 22:22; 26:12; 68:26; 149:1; Joel 2:16.

®sSee Hays, p. 391. fiThe biblical strictures against
private morality of individuals bubf the health, wholeness, and purity of the etechmunity This

perspective is certainly evident in the holiness code of Leviticus. Almost immediately following the

prohibition of homosexual conduct (Lev. 18:22), we find the following general wanntrigh refers to all

the foregoing rules about sexual practices (Lev.-28¥Do not defile yourselves in any of these ways, for

by all these practices the nations | am casting out before you have defiled themselves. Thus the land

became defiled; and Iymished it for its iniquity, and the land vomited out its inhabitants. But you shall

keep my statutes and my ordinances and commit none of these abominations, either the citizen or the alien

who resides among yo(Lev. 18:2426) Israel as a holy natigthe church (cf. Galatians 3:29; 1 Peter

1:132:12)] is called upon, for the sake of the whole p:¢
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Hays writes about a close friend named Gary who came to visit him at the end of his
young life when he realized he only had days to live.

We prayed together often that week, and we talked theology. It became

clear that Gary had come not only to say goodbye but also to think hard,

before God, about the relation between his homosexuality and his

Christian faith. He was angry at the saffirming gay Christian groups,

because he regarded his own condition aeersomplex and tragic than

their apologetic stance could acknowledge. He also worried that the gay

apol ogists encouraged homosexual believer
theirsexualtp and thus to shift the ground of t
idolatrausly away from God. For more than twenty years, Gary had

grappled with his homosexuality, experiencing it as a compulsion and an

affliction. Now, as he faced death, he wanted to talk it all through again

from the beginning, because he knew my love for &nd trusted me to

speak without dissembling. For Gary, there was no time to dance around

the hard questionsé. Gary believed that [t
apologists] did justice neither to the biblical texts nor to his own sobering

experience oftte gay community that he had moved in and out of for

twenty years.

Not many days later Gary died. He was 42.

Gary is not the only homosexual to express anger toward church leaders who mislead
people who are trying t o desiredfersexwidhost oft hei r an
their gender. They realize, intuitively or through study of the Scriptures and accurate

theology they have read and heard, that the sad attempts of especially clergy who are
misinterpreting and twisting the above and othifiBal passages turn people away from

God and hinder as well as harm those who are trying to leave this very unhealthy,
dangerous, and unholy I|Iifestyle. We 6 1 | me et
later in thisvolume

AFl ee from sexual i mmor al ity s.(6:18 dahelverbwr i t es t
pheugetgis in the present imperative Greek tense which meansgo dontinuously and
repeatedly: run, run, and keep on running!

1 Timothy 1:5-11

One mordext should beansidered.The apostle Paallsowrote to Timothy, whom he
placedinc har ge of t he Ashurgedyouwhen |viEeptme Macsdpniafi
stay there in Ephesus so that you may command certain men not to teach false doctrines
any onger 0 (Then Be)added,

> The goal of this command is love, which comes from a pure heart and a
good onscience and a sincere faithiSome have wandered away from

*"Hays, pp. 37$880.
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these ad turned to meaningless talkthey want to be teachers of the
law, but hey do not know what they are talking about oathey so
confidently affirm.

8We know that the lawsigood if one uses it properly.We also know

that law is made not for the righteous but for lawbreakers and rebels, the
ungodly and sinful, the dmoly and irreligious; for those who kill their
fathers or mothers, for murderet§,for adulterers and perverts, for slave
traders and liars and perjurérand for whatever else @ontrary to the

sound doctriné* that conforms to the glorious gospeltoé blessed God,
which he entrusted to me.

Notice Paul b6s first concern. I n the light o
Timothy to teach the church leaders who will influence many others, those who

fiwant to be teachers of the law, but they dokmatw what they are talking about

orwhat t hey s o c olnidcleat that PaulynstractsfTimothypto o

teach the church leaders, as well as the church members and others, that
homosexual ity is contrary tot Goddés wi |l
characterize Gododés peopl e whexchurche has ca
leaders must no longer teach false doctrines, including these Paul specifically

mentions. How greatly present day pastors, other church leaders, the members of

the church, andur society need to hear these words and obey them!

and
I | ed

When Paul says that @Al aw is made not for
rebels, the ungodly and sinful é, 0 he is
righteous and are following the law in gjrade for what God has done for them.

Thus we who are in Christ are reminded and guided by the law as to how we

should live, and we gladly do so.

t he
ma K i

Paul points out that the | awds primary purpo
these others thattheyear doi ng wrongly in Goddés sight and
in their lives. One of these groubps refers tod perverts (Greelrsenokoitais

male homosexualsas we observed above in our reflectiond @orinthians 6:9

You can review what was said abtle meaning ofhis term in the discussion

above pertaining to that passage.

Why dondét these passages mention sexual orie

Before we continue further a word abaeixual orientatiois in order. We have not seen
anything in these Scripture [E@ges concerning sexual orientation. Some people on both

sides of the issue of homosexuality point ou
forientation. 0 That 6s because God has made
humans accountabletotheastdar d he has set for us. Godods

he expects and requires of us.
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We began our answes the question beforeus,shat 1 s Godds wi |l | concel
homosexuality, with an examination of what his Word says about his creatioaut., a

how it pleased him for his creation, including us, to function, or his will for human living.

In creation he made us male and female. mturalorientation is to either of those two

genders and the natural proclivity he has given us to functiarding to the gender in

which we have been created.

After Adam and Evebds fall, he instituted his
law, a blessing an indication of his will for how we should live order to have the best

life possible in a noviallen world, for how his peoplareto serve him most effectively

and how he will hold us accountable to him to whom we must answer as to how we have

lived according to his will.

He has nodo windou nibiesd pl an to accomm»ategt e t he |
as humans do in this age of egalitarianigie does not grade on the curve. He evaluates

us according to the criterion, the standard he has set and to which he requires humans to
adhere. While weo notaccomplish the whole law sufficiently aelves, due to our sin,

t hanks Blevehexredi®tdthose who beliglie righteousness of Christ Jesus,

the only one who has perfectly obeyed the whole et the law remains as the

criterion for all. (Matthew 3:7-18)

Homosexualityisnotger t of Godbés creation plan, nor i s
see in his Word. Itis part of the confusion and nonsense due to the corruption of human

nature caused by the disobedience of human sin. God has not downgraded his plan of
creationto acommodate human rebellion, sin, and corruptibte has made no

provision for accepting a third, fourth, or fifth type of sexual orientation not in accord

with his creation.

He requires us to rise to the standard he hasvbath he has provided for usnd which

he enables us to have, rather than abandon his perfect plan and consign the crown of his
creation to a lesser life composed of pain, sadness, and exepaetson from God who

is Host Fbly and who will not permit that which is evil to coexisthis presence and

forever harm those whom he loves. So in his plan of redemption our choice is to accept
his plan and live according to his will or reject his plan and die spiritually in a sad
existence separated from him.

Thus, orientation is a moquestion; the bottom line of Biblical morality is the behavior
God requires of all of us, including those of us who are heterosexual. We, too, have
powerful urges that God has told us how to manage. All of us humans will be held
accountable as to howewbehave in this life, regardless of our orientation. God has given
usthestandard to whiclwe areto adhere. The fact that God commands us to behave in
certain ways logically implies that we can do so. A basic part of our call to be holy to
God and pener with him in the accomplishment of his redemptive purposes is to
proclaim and explain that standard, especially since it is ignored by those trying to justify
homosexuality in all its forms that to God remain WU b ©
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Pastor Tom Eckstein says it ivevhen he states

et hough it can be shown that the apostl e

were aware of theories about inborn homosexual desires, even if they had
known about modern scientific arguments suggesting a genetic cause for
homosexual orientain this would NOT have influenced their teaching

that homosexual behavior is sinfulhey condemned all forms of
homosexual behavior regardless of the motivation or cause for such
behaviorP® [Emphasis his]

Godds will i's most Weurapmwtralow the issdeofr a Chr i st i

homosexuality, especially in the church, to be cast in the framework of human urges and
passionsor culture peing the standard. Our calling is to march to a different drummer
than the world follows. If we seek to do hisiwiie will help us do it. Recall Hebrews

2:18, where we read about Jesus, fABecause
is able to help those who are being tempted.

Also part of the message we are to help people understand is that God igingctbrec
world to himself. We do not, and cannot

t hat way; we dondét get to make the rul es.

who therebys the only One with the righo say how it will work. Tts is logical and
makes perfect sense, especially when we keep the broad perspective and see not only
what is going on all around us and what has been occurring throughout history. When in

an

h e

Goddbés extraordi nary tpdepart gomdisW Whatdawelseews man Kk i

The anguish we see is further explained by careful empirical as well as anecdotal
observation whi ch wedl | Wed&lalmi anles & hooeg & hdyeohopei t
and tomanage and even overcome unwanted ssemeattractionincluding in the words

and witness of those who have donésond t h er e upone¢housamds allsozen d s
the world

The historic interpretation of the Bible on homosexuality is clear and sound.

The basic, primary, and most important source for fintlieganswers to our question of
what i s Godés will concerning homosexual

S

book, is Godoés Word, t heAtispointéisnecessarytoet an d

address the matter that gnomosexual wters and speakers do not look at #fi®ve
passagethe same way as presented in this volume and as interpreted throughout church
history. We must be able to explain why these writers and speakers are wrong.

| am very much aware of the movement by s@mehomosexuapeople, including some
pastorsand other church leadet® reinterpret the above and related Biblical tetktss
engaging in a practice calleevisionism | have not only read but have studredch of
their literature which attempts teexplain the passages in the Bible as not condemning
homosexuality. However, such attempts douttstnatelysucceed, because they violate

%8 Tom EcksteinBearing Their Burden (Galatians 6:4): Speaking the Truth in Love to Peoplerdened
by Homosexualityl ulu.com Publishing, 2010) p. 185.
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long established rules of both general and Biblical hermeneimidgging a correct
understandingnd useof the Bblical languageswhich rules are required even, and
especially, in a postmodern age lesinmunication fails

Hermeneuticsagain refers to the methodological precepts of interpreting literature. The

teaching ofte Biblethat addresses homosexugalit each of the passagesplain and

easily understandable. (Romans 1:19) The ho
contorted and confused casuistrnd often sophistrihat fails to persuade those

genuinely seeking the truth, particularly those uncanstd by personal relationships,

agendas, or other bias®s.

An important caveat must be considered. Like fire, water, computers, and many other
aspects of life, hermeneutical principles are misasetabused Sadly prehomosexual
polemicists work ovdime doing so, and it is necessary to keep in mind the implications
of what they are doing. It has been well expressed this way:

Hermeneuticemployed by those seeking to negate the Levitical
injunctions, if applied consistently, would effectively disalla coherent
sexual ethic in the Bible, yet the laws on sexual partners are presented as
universal commands and reiterated as a class in a way that presumes they
can be understood and obeyed by all, without being open to a vast degree
of interpretation with effectively allows them to be negaf®d.

It should not surprise us that part of the practice of revisionignith homosexuals and

their synpathizersdo, as well as many others who do not like what the Bible teaches,
involvesemploying a pseudohermeimumethodknown as Scripture twisting. In fact this

game has been played for thousands of years.
our attention that Aignorant and unstable pe
apostle Patthe Dadberh&Sgrdoeptures, to their owr
And it continues today, as it will until the Lord returns, so we must be on guard and

discerning when we redd.

%9 The Bible texts and their interpretations and the other explanations offered herein are sufficient in

themselves and by extension to adequately refute the attemptshafrposexual advocatés revise or

ot herwise undermine the clear teaching of Godés Word
homosexual activists are stretching to advance their cause with a seemingly unending stream of often far

fetched and bazaar attempts toaube their agenda, and this book does not have space for these specious

claims which are not worth considering, some of which are even refuted by their own ilk, as referenced on

these pages. However, if you have a need to address théssefirgumentnd would like additional

hel p, |l 6m gl ad to say that fine resources exist for
counter specific prtmomosexual arguments, see the excellent and exhaustive WebGitesafrvapedia:

The Trustworthyencyclopediaa wellresearched and wedlocumented Web site, containing a treasure

trove of valuable resources on the subject of homosexuality, that is consistent with the Bible and historic

Christian hermeneutics and exegesis. It can be accessedainline
http://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexual{ccessed 1/11/2015)

80 http://www.caservapedia.com/Homosexuality_and_biblical_interpretation#Lesbian_sexual_relations

(Accessed 1/13/15)

®’See also 1 John 4:1, fDear friends, do not believe e
from God, because many false prophetska gone out i nto the world. o
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The homosexual literature not only tries to reinterpret and misapply Scripkiise They

refer to Greek words in the Biblical texts to try to gain credibility for their arguments and

in so doing mistranslate them and/or claimt
of certain words that have been translated as referringnmsexuals. One attempt

asserts that A[t]he word O6homosexumissd i s na
6:910 and 1 Timothy 1:81) , whi ch reads Omal akoi 6 and Oo6ar
know what these words mean (they have sometlinlp twith prostitution) so some

transl ations have arbitr a’ Suchyanassegianisnad t he w
true and is one reason why | included those and other relevant Greek terms in the

examination of the Bible texts above (including tmes referenced in this paragraph).

Discern and address logical flaws.

Such assertions and the gromosexual argument that Bible authors and editors were
ignorant of homosexualifyand also homophohitail on a number of accounts in

addition to the abee and following observationsThey commit several errors in logic.

These and many other logical fallacies will be examined in Chapter Four, but it is

important to mention these now as a response to the assertions just made pertaining to the
Bible.

Firgt, rarely if ever is the term homophobia and its derivatives defikiéel must be
careful,consciouslydiscerning, when it comes to the words we use. Employing
culturally loaded terms in our language, withdisicerning differencewith the Bible,
and witoutdefining hem results in ousending messages contrary to what God has
called usgo communicate.

Usingwords including accusingwithout properdefinition resuls in fallacious

argumentatiof The medi cal def ianéxagpesed and 6éftera phobi a i s
disabling fear usually inexplicable to the subject and having sometimes a logical but
usually an illogical or symb%Thewordhdmjoect, cl a
coming from the Greek woangofaenastlonrmepf same, i s
hominids that includes modern humakHis $apieny and several extinct related species

“fAWhat Does the Bible Say about Homosexuality?0 Good
Church, Chicago. | have also studied much other homosexual literature that commits the same and other

errors in the attempt to migino r m, mi sl ead, and justify homosexual beh
examples herein are sufficient to make the point. Other homosexual literature is readily available for those

who need to examine it f urt helbanksdolntepchiegftheirtellero do what
the difference between counterfeit and real currency. Since counterfeiters are constantly coming up with

different versions of false money, rather than try to acquaint their employees with each fraudulent issue,

they have their workers learn so carefully what the real money looks like that when they see the counterfeit

they immediately recognize it as such. My purpose here is to provide the Biblical foundation and

framewor k that wil |l en aélfltoecGodas anb apprevedsaoworkniah who goese s ent y
not need to be ashamed and who correctly handles the
83 rving M. Copi, Introduction to LogiqdNew York, The MacMillan Company, 1959), p. 85.

% http://www.merriarawebster.com/dictionary/phob{éccessed 2/5/2015)
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(asH. erectusandH. habilis) °°> &he two words put together as homophokauld
communicate &ar ofhumans!

Second,liese assertions of ignoraralso commit the logcal fallacy of the
undocumentedr unsupportegremise; they offer nsound rationaler proof of such a
lack of understandingias, or emotional disabilitanxiety, or fear Further,as is usually
if not always the cas@o medical exaination of the person being accused of such a
phobia, that is known to the accuser, is available and likely has not been\iacte.
more so is this lack of evidence true for those who wrote the Bible! Vdhetbe data
that MosesMatthew, Markand Pal had a bad case of homophobia?!

Much more, since the Bible is Godds Word, an
writers to inscribe what He willed them to write and preserved them from error in the

process, their sin, no matter what it was, dilaontaminate the divine Wor(ll

Corinthians 2:13; 1 Thessalonians 2:13; 2 Timothy 37T6¢n, dathe prehomosexual
advocateswait o accuse God of homophobi a? That wol
sovereign and omni po t(Jom22;lsamm46:10; Laked:37i d of any
Matthew 19:26; 1 John 5:1¥5) Everythingis fully under his authority and control, and

he has placed it alll in the hands of the Lor
(Matthew 28:18;1 Corinthians 15:27Ephesans 1:1523; Hebrews 2:8)

Third, the attack oficcusing the Bible writers and any todayhofmophobia also

commits the logical errasf argumentum ad hominemwhich isan attack against the

person or i n this mthe tharaedresstagod lsefoWo rtch,e Bi bl ed s,
argument . We @jedt with farther explanatiom Chdptersd. s u

In the meantime you have here enough informatidvotd up a verbal mirror angently
suggest to someone who accubesBible authors oyou of beéng homophobic thedt
besthe or sheappearso thoughtful peoplesaemploying flawed reasoniragd at worst
appearso be little different from the elementary school children who like to call people
names.Kindlytel I t hem, AYQu can do better. o

Many, if not most, offtose with a prdhomosexual agenddso wrongly assume that the

Bible is asolelyhuman documentOn the contraryhie church troughout historyholds

that the Bible ighe fully inspired Word of God in which the Holy Spirit guided the

authors to write according to Godods willl and

Pastor Joseph P. Gudel, after studyheyvarious forms of prhomosexual revisiosm,
draws a similar conclusion. He observes

It is extremely revealing to note thdtrest every pregay group within the
church shares one thing in common: they reject the Bible as being fully the Word
of God...Likewise, the many pftomosexual books that have come out almost all

8 http://www.merriarawebster.com/dictionary/hom{@ccessed 2/5/2015)
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reject- or even ridicule the church's historic stance the inspiration and
authority of Scriptur&®

Likewise,Southern Baptist Theological Seminary President Albert Mohler, describes
pro-homosexual polemics as contending fieather the biblical texts do not proscribe
homosexuality...or the texts dogscribe homosexuality, but are oppressive, heterosexist,

and patriarchal in themselves, and thus must be rejected or radicaligrpreted in

order to remove the scandal of oppressidrurther, he statesthatThe passages ar e
merely reinterpreed in light of clear historicajrammatical exegesis they are

subverted and denied by implication and dire

Discredit the cultural distance argument

A well-informed,careful and insightfup ast or and schol ar, who | 6ve
years, Kevin DeYoungobserves hat whi l e the Bible fAhas noth
homosexual practiceodo that reality is fAnot al

Even the gay Dutch scholar Pim Pronk has
homosexual intercourse is mmted in Scripture, it is condemned. With

reference to it the New Testament adds no new arguments to those of the

Old. Rejection is a foregone conclusion; the assessment of it nowhere
constitut ¢l$ There ipsimplypHro pasitive case to be made

from the Bible for homoerotic behavior.

Revisionist arguments in favor of saisex unions do not rest on gay
affirming exegetical corlusions as much as they try to show that
traditional interpretations of Scripture are unwarranted. That is to say, the
only way revisionist arguments make sense is if they can show that there
is an impassable distance between the world of the Bible andoolal %8

DeYoung maintains that the primary gnomosexual argument today, that is being used
by those claiming to be Christians with a value on the Bible as having authority, is that
the homosexuality against which the Bible is speaking is not the lramasexualityhat
exists today. He explains thiae prehomosexual cultural distance argument asserts that
in the world during Bible timethe issue was not gender but gender roles, e.g., whether
men were acting like women; whether men were having sxbwys; and whether

®Joseph P. oGuedeulal itHHom n Society, the Church, and Scr
Christian Research Institute Jourp@uoted in

http://www.conserapedia.com/Homosexuality _and_biblical_interpretation#Lesbian_sexual_relations

(Accessed 1/11/15)

" Fact Sheet on Homosexualityttp://www.lifeway.comquoted in

http://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexuality and_biblical_interpretation#Lesbian_sexual relations

(Accessed 1/11/15)

%8 http://www.thegospelcoalition.org/blogs/kevindeyoung/2014/11/1 3hmttkind-of-homosexuality/

(Accessed 1/26/15PeYoung cites the Pronk quote frddim Pronk Against Nature? Types of Moral

Argumentation Regarding Homosexuali@rand Rapids: Eerdmans, 199379.
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power and oppression were involved, such as gang rape, all of which the Biblical authors,
they argue, knew nothing.

On the contrary, DeYoung stipulates that there are at least two major problems with such
thinking.

For starters, thecultural distance argument is an argument from silence.

The Bible nowhere limits its rejection of homosexuality to exploitative or

pederastic (maboy) forms of samsex intimacy. Leviticus forbids a

male lying with a male as with a womadrey. 18:22 20:13. The text says

nothing about temple prostitution, effeminate men, or sexual domination.

The prohibition is againgshen doing with men what ought to be done with

womere |f the biblical authors meant to frown upon only certain kinds of
homosexual arrangements, thesex wouldno6t ha
act itself in such absolute terens[Emphasis mine]

The second reasohé distance argument fails is because it is an
argument against the evidendée line of reasoning traced above would
be more compelling if it could be demonstrated thaotiigkinds of
homosexuality known in the ancient world were based on pederasty,
victimization, and exploitation.

To suggest that only certain kinds of homosexual practice (the bad kinds)

were known in the ancient world is a claim that flies in the face of many

Greek texts. Here, for example[lsghly regarded New Testament

scholariIN. T. Wrightds informed conclusi on:

As a classicist, |  ha\Bgnmpdsionica. 400 t hat when
years before the apostle Panho was welacquainted with Platpor

when | read the accounts from the early Roman empire of the practice of

homosexuality, then it seems to me they knew assmuch about it as we

do#dhe idea that in Paulds day it was al wa
younger men by older men or whatever . . . of course there was plenty of

that then, as there is today, but it vilgsno means the only thing. They

knew about the whole range of options tHéie.

And then there is this paragraph from the late &@riompton, a gay man

and pioneer in queer studies, in his massive lbtmkosexuality and

Civilization:

Some interpreters, seeking teo mitigate Pa
passage [in Romans 1] as condemning not homosexuals generally but only

heterosexual men and women who experimented with homosexuality.

According to this interpretation, Paul 6s
fideo homosexual s i[acoctradotionihtersnas r el at i onsh
will be seen below]But such a reading, however waltentioned, seems

strained and unhistorical. Nowhere does Paul or any other Jewish writer of

this period imply the least acceptance of sa@erelations under any

circumstainces. The idea that homosexuals might be redeemed by mutual
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devotion would have been wholly foreign to Paul or any Jew or early
Christian[10]

Scholars all of different stripes have said the same thing: the cultural
distance argument will not work. There is nothing in the biblical text to
suggest Paul or Moses or anyone else meant to limit the Scriptural
condemnation of homosexual laefior. Likewise, there is no good reason

to think from the thousands of homosexuat#jated texts found in the
GrecoRoman period that the blanket rejection of homosexual behavior
found in the Bible can be redeemed by postulating an impassable cultural
distance between our world and the ancient world. There is simply no
positive case for homosexual practice in the Bible and no historical
background that will allow us to set aside what has been the plain reading
of Scripture for twenty centuries. The omgy to think the Bible is

talking about every other kind of homosexuality except the kind our
culture wants to affirm is to be less than honest with the texts or less than
honest with ourselves.

Alex D. Montoya Associatd’rofessor of Pastoral Ministry &he Masters Seminary,
concurs. Explaining why he was writing an essay on thigest, he said the following:

Developments in the secular society in its acceptance of the homosexual
lifestyle have put pressure on teangelicachurch to respond in some
way. Homosexuabkpokespersons have advocated varying principles of
interpretation to prove from the Bibllee legitimacy of their lifestyle.

They have resorted to either subjectivism, histedentific evolving of
society, or cultural biases of the Biblical writers to find biblical backing
for their position. Scripture condemns homosexuality in such pasaages
Genesis 19; Lev 18:22; 20:13; Rom 1:38 1 Cor 6:9; 1 Tim 1:10; 2 Pet
2:7; and Jude 7. The true biblical teaching on the subject requires the
church to condemn the sin of homosexuality, convert the homosexual,
confront erroneous teaching, and cleaitssdf. The church must be
careful not to adopt the customs of the wdfid.

Avoid the errorsof thefit hi r d way. 0
Some church | eaders are tryi rhighandholy i nd a i mi

words God useim the Bible to which herequires obediete (which the proponents of
the Athird wayo dondtandnpchaapsiitzuel aotri cenv etho ntene

% http://www.thegopelcoalition.org/blogs/kevindeyoung/2014/11/13#ttwtkind-of-homosexuality/

(Accessed 1/26/15PeYoung quotes N.T. Wrigtigl fromJ ohn L. Al l en Jr . , Al ntervi e\
Bi shop N. T. Wr i gh tNatmrfal CathoticrReporteM&y 21y 20ad4n d , o
http://www.nationalcatholicreporter.org/word/wrightin(accessed November 11, 2014) and Louis

Compton[10] from Louis CromptonHomosexuality and CivilizatiofCambridge, MA: Belknap Press,

2003), 114.

“MHomosexual i tyThaMasters Seminacydaum@Ms,))611/2 (Fall 2000), quoted in
http://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexuality _and_biblical_interpretation#Lesbian_sexual_relations

(Accessed 1/11/2015)
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immorality. The Athird wayo is a principle

application is the affirmation of homosexuals in the chimcldmitting them to
membership and to leadership. This is a matter that is very important to address
thoroughly, and that will be done in Chapter Five.

Anot her application of the Athird wayo

t hat

conce

are Christias and are faced with a dilemmaxcicad mpr omi se t heir commit me
Word andcomply with an unjust laythus providingservices for and/or at a sareex

Aweddarmgfouse to compromise their commi

t ment

facing any casequences in the process, some of which could involve a huge fine and/or
jail time. How this is being done successfully is recounted in Chapter Seme argue

that there is a Athird way 0Onepropdnentofvseia n

analternativeis Russell Nieliwho isa lecturer in the Department of Politics and the

James Madison Program in American ldeals and Institutions at Princeton University.

N i

el i 6s matopnovide @ way & which Chsistians, and others whose

religiously-based moral values conflict with the laws of the land pertaining to-same
fimarriage) can still maintain their values without being subjected to fines and even
imprisonment for doing so. | want you to hear his argument in his own words.

| think there is a third way. Although it may not be acceptable to all in this
situation, it would be acceptable to many. It is simply this: to obey the law
and serve gay weddings, but to make it known publicly that you believe
that the law forcing you to do this unjust, needs to be changed, and is
obeyed only under protest and out of your respect for law and the
democratic process.

| could well imagine a pious religious couple, running the kind of
weddingfocused catering hall that | once worked at in Newky posting
on its premises an announcement something to this effect:

We are required by the Sexual Orientation and Gender Identity (SOGI)
provision of New York State's ardiscrimination statute to make our
wedding facilities available to anyone wholsg& use them, including

gay and lesbian couples who want to marry under New York's-sarme
marriage law. We believe strongly in the democratic process and the rule
of law. For this reason, we will obey the state law governing our business.
However, we bey this law only under the gravest protest, as we believe it
violates our deepest moral and religious convictions. It does so needlessly
and with apparent intent to polarize our country and inflame an already
overheated cultural war.

We are Christians,ra we believe that marriage is exclusively a
relationship between one man and one woman. It should not, in our view,
be construed as a relationship between people of the same sex or
relationships involving three or more people.
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We realize, however, thatdére are many people today who do not agree
with us on these matters, and who hold their opposing views just as
strongly as we hold ours. We respect the views of such people. We only
ask that such people respect our own views in the same way that we
respettheirs, and that, in the interest of tolerance and religious pluralism,
they join us in seeking repeal of a law which requires us to violate our
conscience. Those people who do not believe that marriage need be
restricted to its traditional form and wkeek a venue to celebrate non
traditional marriages have access to many other catering halls in this area
that would be more than happy to accommodate their wishes.

Please do not ask us to violate our religious beliefs. We all must work
together to accomatate our sincerely held differences in these matters.
Our continued existence as a free, vibrant, tolerant and loving people
surely depends upon’it.

In this manner Nieli and a considerable number of others who are climbing on board with
him are suggemg that by issuing such a public protest they can go ahead and obey the
unjust law and yet still hold to their religioudhased moral value. Writing as a Christian
and addressing the issue for Christians, Nieli argues that such a position would

1. estabish a positive peacemaking tone that would attract people to the
ri ght eousnes sstanflonthsssyeChr i sti ano

2. offer a public protest drging attention to an unjust lgw

3. probably discourage homosexuals from even wanting to trade at a busitiess wi
such a public postingnd would

4. cast the opponents as authoritarian bullies and gain sympathy from many sectors
of society who dislike government bureaucrats and their cohort pushing around
the Ilittle guy trying t ooofouetthefrivecadd on hi s
and walk the high road in the process.

Assuch,animporta s pect of t he At mayingthe lavangedstobe ul d i nv
changedwhereby the requirements for big busimssgo ul dndét apply to mom
sizesmall businesse They believe the approach would yield a wash economically, with

the loss of someustomerdeing replaced by those attracted to the standavith most

people not bieg affected in either case

Themainproblemin this casuistrys the constructionfan alternative thgtlacesculture
alongside ofor worse overthe Bible,as their standard of authority and moral judgment.
It is easy to see a lot of affirmation in our culture for an option that moves one away from

"RussellK.Nieli fiGay Weddings and the Shogkeeperds Dil emma,
http://www.thepublicdiscourse.com/2014/12/14108¢cessed 4/17/15)
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i a n cteseetndhe Bldedany indication that vdoaldhsdipport
ird way. o Letbés briefly analyze |

1. With Godés Word as our highesmplogut hor it
in our decisioamaking on all mders pertaining to faith and life, consider
these questions:

a. When Dani el |l earned about the new | aw
prays to any god or man during the next thirty days, except to you, O king
[ Darius], shal/l be thidbewdo? i nto the | io

1) Did he comply with that unjust, indeed evil, law?

2) Did he disobey the law?

3) Didhec o me wup wi t Hamauntfing tt compdyingunathytioe
unjust law) such asigt not praing to any being for 30 days?

He did the second, the only righption and much morehe not only

disobeyedhe unjust and evil law, prayirtg the only living and true God,

he did sammediatelyand in his room that had windows where he could

be seen. Hi s faithfulness and obedi en
affirmation of him by protecting him w
also see irthe BiblethatinGo d 6 s tis arthot il disobedience

Danielacted infathanéod decl ared him innocent ir
(Daniel 6:228, esp. vv. 10, 223; Hebrews 11:33)T'his passage teaches

clearly that it is not wrong to violate a marade law which contradicts

Godods | aw.

Ot her passages in Godbdbs Word teach the
Chapter Five, a husband and wife ministry team chose wp ob& o d 6 s

commands rather than capitulate to city hall, and they were prepared to go

to jail and pay a heavy findheif necess
Apostle Paul spent quite a bit of time in jail for his faith, so who am | to

feel like lhaveapr i ght to avoid the ga&nge thing?
the coupl ebs ex dhelasilySignabi nt er vi ew wi t h

b. What do you thinkGod would have told the prophet Daniel if he said to
God,i WILIGI | do what dpiteefitkeingpagainstyt ed, i n
Word and will, but 1611 do it wunder pr
c. What do you think Daniel would telli®sellNieli?

2. What are some of the flaws in Nielids a
assumptions he and the others are making, for example:

a. Does theontbmpdowmage and/ or go agai nst
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b. Does the opposition see the Athird way
Do they not see t hHkow tshtirran gvaiysdo talse cipv
protesto when the business awwner stil!]
What is the specific plan to change the law?

c. Do the prehomosexual activists realbare what the business owner
thinks (i.e., that the law is unjyseind therefore, will they even care to
comply with the requestourr@lifidugase do no
beliefs?o0

3. Is it possible to participate inasamee x fAweddingo in any way
being an expression of affirmation of what these two people and their friends
are doing? Regardless of what words are said in writing or verbally, can and
do actions at least mitigate or even eradicate thewdrds? s pi t e of Ni el |
casuistry, the third way is still performing service ttesults in supporting
thesames e x fiweddi ng. O

4. People who are willing to weaken their upholding of a commandmenbaf G
should consider the seriousness of what they are doing. Fhissb| ed At hi r d
wayo weakens their witness to Godbés Wor
di sobedience to Gododés will that har ms s

As attorneyleffery J. Ventrellavrites, iannouncing disagreement with
injustice while acting in agreement with it disintegrates the human person. It

separates mands waonghther than sustaifnglis deeds, s
conscience. This fisoldftiond does not he
5. Do you really fArespect the viewso of pe

life a lifestyle so counterproductive to their own physical and spiritual health
andcounte pr oduct i ve -leing? sAbleast gay wourespeatehe |

freedom they have in this country to even live in ways that harm themselves

but also that you dondét want to be part
others.

6. Unjust laws and the wrorfgl enforcement of other lanshould be
i mmedi ately, and i n s omedesteda Bustbagck as we 6|l
rather than compromisewsh at Godods holy peopl e can dc
in society ando behis witnesses most effectivel{dow thiscan be done with
the help of legal organizations composed of Christian attorneys who have
produced good results in such cases will be examme€&thgter Five

72JeflferyJ.Ventrell;’;lﬁResistorAc commodate Evil: There is No o6Third Wa
http://www.thepublicdiscourse.com/2015/01/142@¥¢cessed 4/17/15)
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JefferyVentrellainsightfully adds the followingelevantphilosophical and legal
observations

Nieli contends that morandpop enterprises are really an extension of the

Afamily, its valwues, or asserdsonthatpri vate | i f
larger, more impersonal businesses or franchises cannot possess and

express moral messages and values contradi€dhestoga Wood

SpecialtiesandHobby Lobbyulings his point about morandpop

endeavors actually undermines his own thesis.

If, in fact, momandpop enterprises uniquely convey moral messages,

then directing them to violate or undermine their unique moral message is

even more directly onerous and mdalirectly injurious. As he notes, these
AProprietors . . . remain agents only of
requires coerced speech. That is, it mandates that these precious, small,

extendeefamily enterprises speak and act in a manner that esoiks

contravenes their family, values, and privéfie messages.

éthe Asolutiono is also unworkable, even
acknowledges that if the indicated law required action or messaging
supporting aborti on,sltyhihsa vies ttroa theeg yr ew ceucltd

This claim is wrapped in a judgment about
abortion being a Amoral violation of a ra
magnitude. 0 Reall y?

Are the situations morally different between a heatire provider and a
business owner? Each persondés conscience
Each person would be disintegrated if he acts against his conscience.
Harm inures in each case once the specific conduct occurs: to the unborn
child as well as the health worker, andhe samesex ceremony

participants as well as the business owner. Taking innocent life is
inherently immoral; cooperating with and facilitating that immorality
remains inherently immoral. Similarly, the conduct desired in a s@xe
ceremony is inherentlyisbrdered, and the conduct practiced is inherently
immoral; cooperating with and facilitating that immorality as an artisan
who affirmatively contributes a component to that ceremony remains
inherently immoral. The fact that one takes life and the othes dot is
morally irrelevant to the coerced adiothe same breach of conscience
occurs and the same disintegration occurs, because both facilitate
inherently immoral activity.

The simple truth is this: one need not be required to take innocent life

beforeone ought to be able to stand firm in
unjust law. As the tradition teaches, even the tiniest pinch of incense to

Caesar is too much compromise for a vietmed conscience. Indeed,

stopping an unjust law before it leads to ingmicbloodshed is morally
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preferable, is it not? AgiMartin Luther]King [Jr.]d or, if you prefer, St.
Thomas More, Maximilian Kolbe, or Dietrich Bonhoeffer.

The use of an announcement that one disagrees with the law is not a silver
bullet, nor even a "thit way." This may stem from Nieli's

mi sapprehending the aim of SOGI | aws. The
not the lack of services, but the injurytothesamex coupl eds sense of
dignity. Frankly, in todayds hostile | ega
proposes could well expose Mom and Pop to

is the driving force for much of the legal effort undermining marriage

today. If so, then the posting of the announcement could well be deemed

Aof fensive, 0 Abul Ihy,ichgalol oaf ewhinc M hadwl & p
deemed to comprise harm to dignifjhus, posting the announcement

would comprise a separate "violation."

The SOGI laws are designed to silence the messages such a sign would
convey. It is naive to think that such postings wdaddallowed to exist

for long, because they flout the prevailing orthodoxy that bans dissent
from or disapproval of total sexual autonomy.

Hi storyds signposts of | iberty show us th
conscience and r el i[lpiteofrora Birminghar t y. Ki ngos
CityJalset forth a citizenbds moral justifica

simply any imprudent lavwQut a fundamentally unjustlawjn d Mor e 0 s
dissend and the long moral tradition upon which they b&ilddmit of no

At hird weogscience Witsevith the idea of accommodating an
unjust law, it must politely, yet firmly, reject the sirens of seduction. Any
other result would k& in a word compromisée’

DeYoung has welbbserved and writteof thetheological and moralisaster to \wich

t he

Athird wayo | eads those who travel on it

When the Bible uniformly and unequivocally says the same thing about a
serious sin, it seems unwise to find a third way which allows for some
people (in a church, in an organization, or in a denominatiobg¢ for the

sin and other people to be against the sin.

No one would think of proposing a third way if the sin were racism or
human trafficking. To countenance such a move would be a sign of moral
bankruptcy. Faithfulness to the Word of God compel®wsew sexual
immorality with the same seriousness. Living an ungodly life is contrary
to the sound teaching that defines the Christlafih. 1:811; Titus

1:16). Darkness must not be confused with light. Grace must not be
confused with license. Unchecked sin must not béuseal with the good
news of justification apart from works of the law. Far from treatexgial

3 Jeffery J. VentrellafiResistoAc c o mmodat e Evil: There is No 6Third Wa
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deviance as a lesser ethical issue, the New Testament sees it as a matter
for excommuntation (1 Corinthians 5), separatich@or. 6:1220), and a
temptation for perverse ngpromise (Jude-36).

not

(@)
(7]

But if 1 Corinthians 6 is right, it
approving samsex sexual behaviérlike sugporting any form of sexual
immoralityd runs the risk of leading people to elWhen we tolerate

the doctrine which affms homosexual behavior, we are tolerating a

doctrine which leads people further from God. This is hardly missional

|l eadership or kingdom Chrepentancégarni t y. Accor
sexual immorality, not tolerance of it, which leads to humaurighing

(Rev. 2:2023). Christians who get this fundamental point confused are not

purv7e4yors of a liberating third way, but of a deadly and dastardly wrong

way.

DeYoung is correct, ahwe need to remember that in the Bible repentance is

much more than justatonguec he e k whi s p eTheverb (frédmthes or r y. o
rootme t a nisoaestébng one in the New Testament. Much more than remorse

or emotional regret, this repentance is adligh change in thinking, attitude, and

purpos€,> meaning to turn against the previous orientation and proceed in the

opposite directiom n accord with .Goddés Word and wil |l

Compr omi se. I n many peoplseubdingworde ds t hat 6s o
that p@ple should always be prepared to do in a conflict. To meet someone half

way is held out as being blgparted, generous, faminded. However, | caution

that it is a word that needs to be examined before proceeding. What does it mean,

especially in thenatter at hand?

If what is meant by compromise is meeting someoneviiayf on a matter where
both people want to deomething in two different wayboth of which arén

accord withan@odwhserWortch,e compromise is also
Word,fine: t hat 6 sBUT,ufgytconip@mise s ensant.that one or both
of the people involved have to do something

will, that is, to compromise his Word and will, that is unacceptable. Unacceptable
to God.

The BarnaResearclroup has discovered thatterosexuals and homosexuals differ
significantly on most key aspects of Biblical teaching, including the accuracy of the Bible
itself and its disclosure of who God is and what he is like. Their research found that

A h @sexuals in general tend to have a different view of God than the Biblical one, often

“"Kevin DeWhoyu nanoit the Church Just AdgrMaer cths, 108 ,s a2g0r e e
http://www.thegospelcoalition.org/blogs/kevindeyoung/2015/03/13/edntthe-churchjustagreeto-
disagreeon-homosexuality(Accessed 3/14/1

S Complete Biblical Library GreeEnglish Dictionary, Thé LambdaOmicron. WORDSearch.
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indicated to be that of a pantheistic nature of deity which can refer to any of a variety of
perspe®tives. o

The homosexuditeraturealso claims that the traditionalterpretation of the related
Scripture texts is based on scant document at
attestablethis assertion is untruelohn Stott has well established and writteh a the fi [ t ]
Christian rejection of homosexual practicesels not rest on d6éa few i sc
proof textsd (as is sometimes said), whose t
can be overthrown. o

For believers in and followers of the Lord and Savior Jesus Christ, what the Bible says is

most inportant; it is the Word of God, our unttate authorityand standard Even

churchesuch as the Roman Catholic Churtttat place certain denominatiorctrine

andtradition on a level with the Scriptures, base their official teaching on the Bible and
bd i eve that their doctrine is a true expl ana
Christianswhen God condemns homosexual practice, and we see the traditional

interpretation easily upheld hermeneutically against the Scripture twisting of the

oppostion, the case is settles far as thgquestion of the rightness or wrongne$she

issue The remaining questions deal with understanding the realities involved and how

we can most effectively respond in Godds ser

Those who argue thatthereareances t hat must be examined ar
l ight o are misleading peopl e. The continued
who are struggling with a difficult situation they want to leave and others they should

leave in order to obey Golive healthier and safer lives, relieve their loved ones of

concern, and avoid harming the church and society. Circumstantial nuances may inform

more appropriate and effective pastoral care
Word.

Forthemawy t o whom we are called fAto give an ans
to do so with gentleness and respecto (1 Pet
(Ephesians 4:15), we need to be prepared to
Adoed Gall this practice 6detestabl ebd?o0 i Sh
member shi p?0 AWhy shoul dnét we ordain homos
guestion weoOve already begun to answer. It
thatw || facilitate a | oving reply to these an

able to do so in gentleness and respect, that is the focus wédtie. The

concentration in what follows will be on the lesser known scientific and othethdata
relate to, illustrategxplain and applythe Biblical commands on homosexuality. For
those who wish to further explore the hermeneutics of the specific Scriptural texts, and

8 http://www.barna.org/barrapdate/article/12ulture/282spirituatprofile-of-homosexuahdults
providessurprisinginsights(Accessed 1/11/2015) quoted in
http://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexuality and_biblical interpretation#Lesbian_sexual relations
(Accessed 1/11/2015)

7 John StottPecisive Issues facing Christians Todpy344.
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why the traditional understanding of their teaching is more reasonable and to be
preferred, many fine works are readily availafile.

Whatthenmakes homosexuality! UUm ©Godds si ght ?

We thus see Godds Word, the Bible, revealing
design. Homosexuality does not occur uatier sin enters the world as a result of Adam

and Evebds di sobedi en c encdpowedbydidgprofaundlyl . That
corrupted Goddos perfect creation, including

massive foufold disharmony: between God and man, between and among humans
themselves, within each individual human being, and throudheudreation.

Nevertheless, the good news is that God is in the process of redeeming his creation in and
through Jesus Christ, the implications of which we will return to later, one being that

Christ provides the power and the hope for homosexuals tk frezafrom the bondage

of that lifestyle from which many want to be free and from which many are with the
Lordbés help escaping permanentl y.

Homosexual ity is essentially Referfingtothe ant r ej e
firstchapterinRoman, Chuck Col son comments that HAhomo
order, design, and authority.°RomhansleXchanges

The fisuitable helpero for Adam, equal to hin
whowithAdamw ul d bear Godoés-2i8ma@ed( Gen dAdiasndék: 2v6 f
(Genesis 2:285; 3:17, 2021, 4:1) far above the animals, was not another male but a

female specially created out of the body of the first human yet significantly different

physiologically and otrwise from him. She is his counterpart indicated by the Hebrew

words in the text, including the words for manf§ and woman'( B p & (Gengss 2:20

25) We saw other key passages of the Bible clearly stating that homosexuality is against
Goddbés will. | n f atclt 31(Lbmiicussl@2: 20:18\at God cal |l s

But are there other aspects of homosexy#iiat make it ¢ UUm ©Godds si ght ? W
so bad about it even for people who donodét be
should be, about the seriousness of homosexuality being a rebellion agaiastdGusl

will? What elseabout homosexlity doesGod seeas * J)8d @t est abl e, 0 fAan

8 John StottOur Social & Sexual RevolutipStantonJ ones, A#AA Study Guide and Resp:
theBibleSay8 and DoedabbautSaomosexuality; o and Richard J. B
Perspective on Homosexuality with Attention to Moderrt

essayby a former colleague and a friend of mine, as well as a fine scholar, Bible teacher, and preacher. In
addition to his own strong argument, Dr. Bates cites the following resources: Robert Gagn8ihle

and Homosexual Practicé&\bingdon Press, Nashwll 2001; Gregory KoukKetting the Record Straight:

The Bible & Homosexualitystand to Reason, 2002; Thomas E. Schr8itlgight and Narrow:

Compassion & Clarity in the Homosexual DehdtgerVarsity Press, Downers Grove, IL, 1995; Stand to
Reasonyww.str.orgor 1-800-2-REASON); Jeffrey StatinoveHomosexuality and the Politics of Truth

Baker, 1996; John R. W. Sto@ameSex PartnershipRevell, Grand Rapids, MI, 1998. See also
http://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexuality

“Chuck Colson, #ANei thaubilePMashyl998,pi7e s nor Bi gots, o
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abomination, o consisting of fshamef ul l ust s,
Aperversi on?o frekieMof hs moshirgportampgcgalrebetatior, the

Bi bl e, weéredichajer to Whatihe distldses in hisrgeralrevelation,

including science.

Homosexuals fight hard -de®x amdarnreiveagevthh ads i & Ice
right, hoping to have all the benefits of marriage and move out of what they call

seconeclass citizaship. Even if they achieve their goal of the legalization of

Aisasnex marriageo in all states and other <cou
never be married in the eyes of God, or in the eyes of those who hold to the

authority of Goh@dds eWerdi ngTlheis ,Godds plan anc
him, spurning Godds gift of marriage between
first indications of why God calls homosexuality: ,Urhe@ are many more.

One of the reasons Satan tempted Adam and Evedbey and to bring the death that
resulted in that disobedience is to under min
keep people from God aricbm doing his will. The devil obviously opposes all God is

doing and has commanded, including the pritibib against homosexuality. When God

created human beings as male and female, he
(Genesis 1:2:28) indicating that it is his pleasure and will to have many people in his
kingdom. Satan, knowing that homosexualscn ot fAbe frui tful and mu

means to try to undermine that part of Godods

Thus, Colson concludes r Ggdt®6s ydeoshiaghnd fii ht osned sf e. x
He observes that fAhomosexual seéesnNobomgr s parti
in the character of those who commit it, but in the corporate civil order as well. And so

we have a duty, as Christian citizensatbively opposds inclusion as normative in

c ul t*uWwedbreturn to this subjedn thechaptes that bllow. Since homosexuality
produces fiegregious consequences, 0 these out
observation does disclose not only those consequences but their destructisgagsult

weodoll see in Chapter Two.

Furthermore, there is muelse about homosexuality, that is not commonly known, but
that God knows (and knew from the beginning including before sin became a reality),
which makes homosexual practiceé b his®ight. The purpose of this writing is to
cast light on this practice to give a glimpse of what homosexuality involves, in order to
help people avoid it and to help believers in and followers of the Lord Jesus Christ to
expl ai n wh yconGemdsdhemodsiualii.

8 Colson, p. 7.

8 Colson, p. 7.

¥Throughout this essay the wor d fiexaayexceptinlqiotatorot be use
from another author. As will be seen in what follows, the homosexual practice and lifestyle does not lead

to a gay experience, as the word gay has historically
TellaStoryFewldve Heard, 0o Videocassette recording, American
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The politically correct media, the unabashed bias of which often obscures rather than
reveals truth, prefer to omit reporting on the homosexual lifestyle as it actually is in
reality. While never perfect, media coverage oftpral matters declined significantly in
objective truth telling in the latter half of the'®6entury. In addition to my own
observation of this phenomenonChicago | heardArnaud de Borchgraveyho has

been describeds one of the most noteworthy joalists of the modern erapeakon the
decline of journalistic credibilityand my own motheifera D. Seely, the first woman in
New York State to head the news department of a major radio station as wetivasero
of an awardwinning newspaper in theorthern metropolitan area of New York City,
lament the same observation before she died.

How do the media distort the truth? They do it in several ways, including by presenting

wrong information, by omitting pertinent and germane information, and hwyisgo

misleading graphics. For example, newspapers, magazines, the Internet, movies, and

other media as well as the public schools and other government entities, portray

homosexuality with pictures of a couple of guys walking down the street holding hands,

and lesbians hugging and kissing one another. That is the information they are
communicating to educate the sotciety that th
homosexualit§ not even closg ascareful research in the natural esatial science

makes clear.

For Discussion

Chapter One
1. Identify at least threamplications and applications of the fact that homosexuality
does not appear in the Biblical texts per
AdamandEve 6s fall ?
2. Why is homosexuality a rebelliomaa i nst Godds will for humart

according to Genesis 2 and Matthew 197

3. Some interpret the Sodom and Gomorrah (Genesi®©)&nd Judges (121)
episodes as simply violations of Middle Eastern hospitality. Cite and discuss at
least three reasons whyig interpretation of these passages is inaccurate,
deceptive, and misleading.

4. Some say that many laws in Leviticus are no longer necessary for Christians due
to Christés ministry, and thus the homose
well. Cite and eplain at least one reason why this interpretation of Leviticus 18
and 20 is flawed.

5. Some say that Leviticus 18 and 20 as well as much else in Leviticus is culturally
outdated. Identify and explain at least three reasons why this cultural argument is
misteken and misleading.

6. Explain the meaning of the term hermeneutics. Distinguish between principle and
interpretation of principle in Biblical interpretation, and give an example from the
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9.

Scriptures examined in this chapter how to use this distinction &rstadd and
obey Godbés Word.

How do you correct the criticism that the church holds to a double standard, i.e.,
permitting heterosexuains such aadultery but condemning homosexuality?

See also Chapter Five.

What can we learn from homosexuals such ay@ho are angry that no one
informed them of the dangers of homosexuality and now they have a life
threatening disease?

How do you answer the contention made by some that the Bible does not mention
Asexual orientation?o

10.How would you and the others inyogroup answer the questions in the section

on avoiding the errors of the Athird

7C

way ?



Chapter 2

The Truthfrom CarefulScience

What do we learn fromesearch in the natural and social scienteat hels us
understand why Godalls homosexuality @ R?U b ©

No scientific proof existsto support the biological argument for homosexuality.

Before we get too far away from the subject of creation and turn to examine the

homosexual lifestyle and the specific aspects of it thatafRUbn® Goddve si ght ,
should address at the outset theortbaormosexual s
with their sexual orientatigrthat is that theiproclivity to have sex with the same gender

is genetic in its origin They adamantly clainhey did not choose this orientation; they

vehemently assert that there is a biological basis for their sexual desire. The reasons for

their assertionvill be discussedhter(for example to provide a legal basis for the societal

approval legislation, anatherbenefitsthey desireby usingprecedentivil rights

involving race which is obviously biologicif basedy f or now | et 6s f ocus
level of credibility.

The argument that homosexuality is biologically based fails not only on Bigtcands

but also on scientific and logical examination. wes saw in Chapter Onéhere is no

evidence in the Bible that God created homosexuality, which occurred only after Adam

and Eve were expelled from the Garden of Eden. Moreover, the Bibleg¢veaore of

Godods being as | ove, (1 Joahdrighteous) and it di s
(Deuteronomy 32:4Psalms 89:14; 101} 1Therefore, heloesnot create someone with

an orientation to do what is abhorrémthimand extremely unhealthy andrdgerous to

those he loveghenmake a law against the orientation he has createtthenpunish

someone for doing what he or she was created ta\dave clearly see in the Scriptures

such thinking runs counter tbheisGlkedds revel at.

Scientifically, there is no evidence that homosexuality is biologically baSeamining

the most prominent theories of a biological basis for homosexuality, Jones points out why
such theories as the fraternal birth order theory (that hgpizis the development within

mot hers of something |ike an allergy to t
resulting in the babyds being Aincompl ete
(examining the theory that homosexuals have a dispropatéerumber of older

brothers); and the twin theory (that the more two people who share their genetic
endowment are more likely to have the same sexual orientation) have not proven a
significant effect resulting in homosexualftyHe cites later studiesahrefute previous

studies but that are not acknowledged throughout the scientific community or in the

general media.

hei
Y

#¥Stanton L.-S&an &s Firstii8nggrebruary 2012, p. 30.
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Jonesd cautionary note concerning the ongoin
on the use dthe statistical calculation of

heiitability, which estimates how much of the variability of sexual
orientation may be attributed to genetic influences. The higher this
estimate, the greater the suggested genetic contribution. The best recent
studies consistently generate heritabilityraates for male homosexuality

of 30 to 50 percent, a statistically significant finding that sounds quite
powerful. Heritability estimates for female homosexuality are slightly less
than for males, but still statistically significant. But what do helitgbi
estimates of 30 to 50 percent mean?

Behavior genetics has established heritability estimates for a vast array of
psychological traits. Quite a number of traits demonstrate much higher
heritability than does homosexual orientation. Those with rgugiilar
heritability include social attitudes such as righihg authoritarianism,
inclination to religiosity, and church attendance. One study by a giant of
behavioral genetics, Robdttomin, found that the proclivity to watch
television has an averadyeritability estimate of 45 percent, on par with

the typical estimate for the heritability of male homosexuality.

Contrary to the assumptions of many social conservatives, biology does

appear to play a modest part in determining sexual orientatiortra@on

to the assumptions of many social progressives, psychological and

environmental variables also appear to play at least a modest part in
determining sexual orientationé. And the f
a complex and mysterious-4pyoduct ofthe interaction of biological and

psychological variables confounds the assertion that sexual orientation is

just like skin color, determined at birth or even conception. And contrary

to the suggestions of some, the involvement of some biological inBuenc

does not prove that change in sexual orientation is impo&sible.

How can we understand even a very small, even if insignificant and minor, possibility of
apredispositiorto homosexuality? In Chapter One we saw that homosexuality was not
presentinGodls ori ginal <creation of humater bei ngs;
Adamés and Evebds sin, the evil of which corr
commanded that homosexual practice not be done, it is possible to reject it, just as it is

possille to reject the heterosexual urge to have sex outside of marriage. If true science

(not the pseudoscience that results from manipulation of data to conform to culture and
Apolitically correctodo premises) ever were to
predsposition were genetically present, it would not surprise us with the Biblical

teaching on how sin has corrupted human nature, including our present bodies.

#Jones,Sdxa%ei ence, 0 p. 30. I n fact, as weoll see be
lif estyle and are not returning to it. Subsequent research shows psychological and social factors are not
mi nor but fAstrongly i nfl ue n the MationabAssoSatian fot Researdho |l | owi ng

and Therapy of Homosexuality (NARTdnd othesstudies in this book.
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Neverthel ess, in the | ight of the passages w
predispositionwouldh e abl e t o be over come, -sbficientat | eas
help, andhe minor, if any, presence of such a predisposition. Nidtmnal Association

for Research and Therapy of HomosexudMARTH) reports that

Biological factors may play ale in thepredispositiorto homosexuality.
However, this is true of many other psychological conditions.

Research suggests tlsaicial and psychological factorsre strongly
influential. Examples include problems in early family relationships,
sexual sedction, and sense of inadequacy with sa®e peers, with
resulting disturbance in gender identity. Society can also influence a
sexually questioning youth when it encourages gaylaeéling®°

Even Dr.DeanHamer t he fAgay geneo elfachanmsexuallsasthat who i s
genes donodt d eAs Exodus Global Allianbeareporte on.its Web site,

Perhaps one of the biggest concerns for the person on the street is whether

we are stuck with our genetic inheritance, or whether we can awerco

our genes. Dean Hamer stated, 60One of the
geneticisher ef or e f i xetd.t rTtha.s IstiGmep |lwhats nbe do
genes that matters. Someone who relishes novel experiences might use

this trait for good or for bad to become a great explorer or a violent

criminal. All these genes do is to give us a disposition one way or another.

Whether we actonthéto r  ddoisv@ry much a matter of our free

wi | The Bowdr of Our Genes: An Interview with Dean HarSeience

& Spirit, December 1998].

[And] from six studies between 20@011 researchers have concluded
that if one identical twin has samsex attractions, the chances that the co
twin has it too are only about 11% for men and 14% for women. This
indicates that fetors the twins have in common, such as genes and
upbringing are mostly not responsitife.

Studies of identical twins refute the biological argument

TheNational Association for Research and Therapy of Homosex(BIRRTH) has
published a report omiernational studies of identical twins. These studies are especially
significant due to the fact thtesetwins havadentical DNAand experienced the same
prenatal conditions. Their report features the work of Dr. Neil Whitehead, \Wnd3e

is in biochemistry and statistics.

8 http://www.narth.org/menus/myths.htiiccessed 4/12/15)
8 s Sexual Oriersttion genetic or is it a choicé@fttp:/exodusglobalalliance.org/causesc37.php
(Accessed 3/9/15)
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Eight major studies of identical twins in Australia, the U.S., and

Scandinavia during the last two decades all arrive at the same conclusion:

gays were not born that way. nAt best gen
Neil Whitehead, PhD. Whitehead worked for the New Zealand

government as a scientific researcher for 24 years, then spent four years

working for the United Nations and International Atomic Energy Agency.

Most recently, he serves as a consultant to Japanese uregeabitiut the

effects of radiation exposure.

Identical twins have the same genes or DNA. They are nurtured in equal

prenatal conditions. If homosexuality is caused by genetics or prenatal

conditions and one twin is gay,thetovi n s houl d auseso be gay.
they have identical DNA, it ought t
the studies reveal somethi-seg el se.
attraction the chances the-tain has it are only about 11% for men and

14% for women. O

Because identical tws are always genetically identical, homosexuality

cannot be genetoincealilsy bdoircnt agtaeyd .0 hNo not es
predominant things that create homosexuality in one identical twin and not

in the other havetobepasti rt h f act ors. o

Whiteheadthemd dr esses t he next question that aris
such twins but about all homosexwuals in cont
can be postulatefir why some become homosexualéhomosexuality is not

genetically based,wa t -Wiprotsh tdncto inflaence & small percentage of the

population to become homosexual®r as a theologian would frame the question,

AUnder standing the demonic di mension behind
God, what physicaemotional, and environmental factors does Satan and his demonic

foll owers use to entice sonNARTHeeplpd e t o embr a
Dr. Whitehead believessarsee x at tracti on (-SSA) 1S cause
shared factors, 0 t hutnogytee othex,prmeni ng t o one

personal response to an event by one of the twins and not the other. For

example, one twin might have exposure to pornography or sexual abuse,

but not the other. One twin may interpret and respond to their family or
classroomenvirame nt di f ferently than the other. |
idiosyncratic responses to random events and to common environmental

factors predominate, 0 he says.

The first very large, reliable study of identical twins was conducted in

Australia in 1991, followedby a large U.S. study about 1997. Then

Australia and the U.S. conducted more twin studies in 2000, followed by

several stwudies in Scandinavia, according
registers are the foundation of modern twin studies. They are now very

large, ad exist in many countries. A gigantic European twin register with

a projected 600,000 members is being organized, but one of the largest in

use is in Australia, with more than 25,00
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A significant twin study among adolescents shaw®ven weaker genetic
correlation. In 2002 Bearman and Brueckner studied tens of thousands of
adolescent students in the U.S. The sameattraction concordance
between identical twins was only 7.7% for males and 5.3% for feéhales
lower than the 11% andi% in the Australian study by Bailey et al
conducted in 2000.

In the identical twin studies, Dr. Whitehead has been struck by how fluid

and changeabl e sexual identity can be. AN
there is substantial change. About half of the bsexual/bisexual

population (in a nottherapeutic environment) moves towards

heterosexuality over a lifetime. About 3% of the present heterosexual

population once firmly believed themselves to be homosexual or bisexual.

Sexual orientationisnotsetinaom et e . 0

Even more remarkable, most of the changes occur without counseling or

therapy. AThese changes are not therapeut
6naturallyd in |ife, some very quickly, o
changes in sexual orientation aretondds excl usi vé’ heterosexual

Janet LevyContributing Editor folFamilySecurityMatters.orgadds more

A unique 2008 study of 7,600 Swedish twins, the largest of its kind to
date, did ot find homosexuality to be genetically determined. Only seven
pairs of maledentical twins and 26 pairs of fematientical twins were
found in which both had a sarsex partner in their lifetim&

| cite these studies and their reports at length soetier can have nontheistic
information and resources to present to thos
and their wultimate, or any, authority. Neve
witnesses, should also, at least at the concludionroconversations, always mention the

most i mportant matter: Godébés will far super
especially for the church. Q\eithermthglght d on 6 t
of the first two chapters of thibook,should Christianadvocate that it is OK for others

to do. Homosexuality may occur in the world until Jesus returns; it should not be so in

the church.

S
d

One of the most powerful studies in the world that relates the causes of
homosexuality to envonmental rather thato biological factors has been done in
Denmark. The study is especially significant duethe virtual absence of at least

8"NARTH | n kéniical nwineStudie Demonstrate Homosexuality is Not Gedetic
http://www.narth.com/#!gay-bornthatway/cm6x(Accessed 4/12/15)

8¥Janet Levy, #AExclusive: Tolerance or Gay Propaganda?
http://www.familysecuritymatters.org/publications/id.5757/pub_detail(Aspessed 4/12/15)
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two key factors that negatively affect the accuracy social science research: sample
si ze and r etanqytomepaetbhe tsuth, célledsnithe literature the
response set for socidésirability

Concerning the first factor, tregientistshad accest the national data base,

whichi s a social scientistoés dredeable I n such r
to generalize to an entire population under study is to either contact each member

of that population or to conduct a random sample of those people. Rarely if ever

can such a study access virtually every individual in the population being studied

Further, it is rare that a true random sample can be obtained, which severely limits

the degree to which the scientist can genera
stop the media from doing soWith access to the national registry the research

includeda populatiorbased sample of 2,000,355 nathvarn Danes between the

ages of 18 and 49.

The second factor, the concafrespondentfor social acceptance, was mitigated by

their being DanesDenmarkhas a reputation for itelerance of a vde rangeof

alternativeincluding homosexual lifestyleandit wasthe first country to legalizB s a-me
sexmarriaged Thus, the common fear of respondent
such a study, that does affect their answers in such studielsokiag) in this one.

Linda Ames Nicolosipublications director for the National Association of Research and
Therapy of Homosexuality (NARTH)Sheqgesolesmmar i zes
t he aut hor s Oarstudyg pravideb populatidmpsed, Frospective evidence

that childhood family experiences are important determinants of heterosexual and
homosexualmr ri age deci sions in adulthood. o

The following are findings from this new data:

1. Men who marry homosexually are more likely to haverbeaised in a
family with unstable parental relationshipgarticularly, absent or
unknown fathers and divorced parents.

2. Findings on women who marry homosexually were less pronounced, but
were still associated with a childhood marked by a broken yaittie
rates of sameex marriage "were elevated among women who
experienced maternal death during adolescence, women with short
duration of parental marriage, and women with long duration of mother
absent cohabitation with father.”

3. Men and women with 'tknown fathers" were significantly less likely to
marry a person of the opposite sex than were their peers with known
fathers.

¥L_Linda Ames Nicolosi, fiNew Evidence Found for Childhec
Or i e n thag//iwmewanarih.org/docs/influencing.htrfAccessed 4/12/15)
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4. Men who experienced parental death during childhood or adolescence
"had significantly lower heterosexual marriage rates tharspeleose
parents were both alive on their 18th birthday. The younger the age of the
father's death, the lower was the likelihood of heterosexual marriage."”

5. "The shorter the duration of parental marriage, the higher was the
likelihood of homosexual marriag.homosexual marriage rates were 36%
and 26% higher among men and women, respectively, who experienced
parental divorce after less than six years of marriage, than among peers
whose parents remained married for all 18 years of childhood and
adolescence."

6. "Men whose parents divorced before their 6th birthday were 39% more
likely to marry homosexually than peers from intact parental marriages."

7. "Men whose cohabitation with both parents ended before age 18 years had
significantly (55%-76%) higher rates dfomosexual marriage than men
who cohabited with both parents until 18 years."

8. The mother's age was directly linked to the likelihood of homosexual
marriage among men the older the mother, the more likely her son was
to marry another man. Also, "onlyitdren” were more likely to be
homosexual.

9. Persons born in large cities were significantly more likely to marry a
samesex partner- suggesting that cultural factors might also affect the
development of sexual orientation.

"Whatever ingredients detern@ a person's sexual preferences and marital
choices," conclude the study's authors, "our populdiased study shows that
parental interactions are important."

Notice how important both a mother and a father are to the development of children. At
the same time, it is important to think theologically about these matters. With the
constant awareness of Godds involvement
the church, one should not conclude that a child in the church who loses a plirent wi
necessarily be more likely to become homosexual. Other research shows a significant
difference in the impact on children when they lose a parent by divorce or by death. The
latter is much less severe.

“Linda Ames Nividemde Baarid for GhiMieond F&mily Factors Influencing Sexual

Or i e n thépg//imewanarih.org/docs/influencing.htrAccessed 4/12/15)Original reportMorten
Frisch Anders Hviid CHildhood Family Correlates of Heterosexual and Homosexual Marriages: A
National Cohort Study of Two Mill o n D Arohives pf®exual Behaviddctober 2006, Volume 35,
Issue 5pp 533547.
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The science of epigenetics refutes the goingebiological determinism

We see more ithescience of epigenetica subfield of biologythe implications of

whichindicate that change in sexual orientation is very possien on the human

level®* The word, epigenetics, comes from the Gresdppsition,S ; (€lp) meaning

above,around beyond, over + genetics, referring to the genes and how information in the

genes is modified artdanslatednto the substancandbehaviorof anorganisn’?

Rachel Rettner, Senior Writer at Live Science,explai t hat eefeismeneti cs
external modi fications to DNA that turn gene
change the DNA sequence, butimse, t hey af f egenes. liEpigenetice |l | s &6r e
changes alter the physicsttucture of DNA*® These external modifications coming

from the environment, includinghemicalsas well as emotions and conscious and

unconscious thoughts the mind of thendividual involved, constitute he fiepi 0

affecting the gene structuré.

That is,epigeneticexamine how changes imgene activityoccur that are not caused by
changes i n t hedeoxyridonucleidagidsdquiesce. O hesstudies include

the effects of such characerptesor ghenotypd which u man bei
include his or her traits, biochemistry, physical features, and behavior.

As Michael Roizen, M.D. and Mehmet Oz, M.D. explain epigenetics applications with
respect to physical health in their AYou Doc

€ E pgenetic® your epic ability to assert control over your DNA by
switching certain genes on and silencing others.

Whil e you candét change your basic genet.
the best of what you have by changing your gene expression, or what gets
turned on and what gets turned off.

This new science is getting plenty of attention in the media, with
headlines | i ke fiReprogram Your Geneso and
DNA, 0 and in scientific journals, too. T
research paps on epigenetics published in the past 10 y&ars.

Osteopathic physician Joseph Mercola explains miogeiote at lengtho mitigate the
limitations offisound bitefito give youasmc h as possi blcentertfto t he <cor
let the author speak ftWimself with minimal interpretation from me, and in this csse

1 Such statements pertain to the human plale. must al ways remember that dAall
God. o (Mark 10:27; Philippians 4:13, 19)

92 http://dictionary.reference.com/browse/epigenesis@stessed 2/18/15)

9 http://www.livescience.com/37708pigenetics.htm{Accessed 2/18/15)

9 JosephM. Mercola, DOhttp:/articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2012/04/11/epigerstic
determinism.asp¥fAccessed 2/18/15)

“Mi chael Roizen and Mehmet Oz, f6 wReposerHerald swi tch on h
February 15, 2015, C1.
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you can understand more of the rationale behind this dimension of biological science that
has been emerging in recent years.

The ramification of buying into the central dogipdmolecularbiology]

is that it leads to belief in absolute determinism, which leaves you utterly
powerless to do anything about the health of your body; it's all driven by
your genetic code, which you were born with.

However, scientists have completely shatteresidbgma and proven it
false. You actually have a tremendous amount of control over how your
genetic traits are expresgeffom how you think to what you eat and the
environment you live in.

€ the experiments of John Caitns a Br i ti sh mmol988 ul ar bi ol o
produced compelling evidence that our responses to our environment

determine the expression of our genes. A radical thought, for sure, but one

that has been proven correct on multiple occasions sincé then

As if genes changing expression in respdosenvironmental factors such

as nutrients wasn't enough, other researchers have demonstrated that this
"environment" that your genes respond to also includes your conscious
thoughts, emotions, and unconscious beliefs.

€ with the advent of quantum physisgjentists have realized the flaws in
Newtonian physics, as quantum physics shows us that the invisible,
immaterial realm is actually far more important than the material realm. In
fact, your thoughts may shape your environment far more than physical
mater!

Each cell membrane has receptors that pick up various environmental
signals, and this mechanism controls the "reading" of the genes inside
your cells. Your cells can choose to read or not read the genetic blueprint
depending on the signals being reeeifrom the environment. So having

a "cancer program" in your DNA does not automatically mean you're
destined to get cancer. Far from it. This genetic information does not ever
have to be expressed...

What this all means is that you are not controllegdoyr genetic makeup.
Instead, your genetic readout (which genes are turned "on" and which are
turned "off") is primarily determined by your thoughts, attitudes, and
perceptions!

The major problem with believing the myth that your genes control your
life is that you become a victim of your heredity. Since you can't change
your genes, it essentially means that your life is predetermined, and
therefore you have very little control over your he@lffhe new science,
however, reveals thgbur perceptions contigour biology and this
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places you in the driver's seat, because if you can change your perceptions,
you can shape and direct your own genetic readout.

This new science also reveals that you are in fact an extension of your
environment, which includes exything from your thoughts and belief
systems, to toxic exposures and exposure to sunlight, exercise, and, of
course, everything you choose to put onto and into your body.

Two years ago, a study performed by the Linus Pauling Institute at Oregon
State Umversity was showcased at the annual Experimental Biology
convention. The study demonstrated how "histone modifications” can
impact the expression of many degenerative diseases, ranging from cancer
and heart diseaselbtigp ol ar di sor der é.

So the good news ithatyou are in control of yourgenés You can al ter
them on a regular basis, depending on the foods you eat, the air you

breathe, and the thoughts you think. It's your environment and lifestyle

that dictates your tendency to express disease, ancethisealization is

set to make major waves in the future of disease prevestiociuding

one day educating people on how to fight disease at the epigenetic level.

You can begin to do this on your own, long before you manifest a disease.
By leading a hdthy lifestyle, with high quality nutrition, exercise, limited
exposure to toxingnd a positive mental attitudgu encourage your

genes to express positive, disefighting behaviors.

You can also turn your genes off and on with your emotions tonyMfa
not mggt people carry emotional scars; traumas that can adversely affect
health:

Let us look at one more strand of evidence from scientific research which both supports

the biological theory that a person is not bound to a fatalistic outcome tisedr her

genetic structure and also suggests additional activity that one can do to change the
genetic hand he or she is holding. Michael Forrester reports on how mindfulness and an
individual 6s thoughts can i nmks Againsiguete i f i c
at length for clarity and more extensive understanding of this key and emerging

biological finding

With evidence growing that training the mind or inducing specific modes
of consciousness can have beneficial health effects, scidmigtssought

to understand how these practices physically affect the body. A new study
by researchers in Wisconsin, Spain, and France reports the first evidence
of specific molecular changes in the body following a period of intensive
mindfulness practice.

% Joseph M. Merda, http://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2012/04/11/epigersetic
determinism.aspX#Accessed 2/18/15)
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The study investigated the effects of a day of intensive mindfulness
practice in a group of experienced meditators, compared to a group of
untrained control subjects who engaged in quietmeditative activities.
After eight hours of mindfulness practidhe meditators showed a range

of genetic and molecular differences, including altered levels of-gene
regulating machinery and reduced levels of -ipfammatory genes,
which in turn correlated with faster physical recovery from a stressful
situation.

A T the best of our knowledge, this is the first paper that shows rapid

alterations in gene expression within subjects associated with mindfulness
meditation practice, 0 says study author
the Center for Investigating Healthy Mis and the William James and

Vilas Professor of Psychology and Psychiatry at the University of
WisconsinMadison.

AMost interestingly, the changes were ol
current targets of antinf | ammat ory and anal gesic dru
Kaliman, first author of the article and a researcher at the Institute of

Biomedical Research of Barcelona, Spain (HBBIGIDIBAPS), where

the molecular analyses were conducted.

The study was published in tleurnal Psychoneuroendocrinology

Mindfulnessbased trainings have shown beneficial effects on
inflammatory disorders in prior clinical studies and are endorsed by the
American Heart Association as a preventative rirgetion. The new
results provide a possible biological mechanism for therapeutic &fects

The key result is that meditators experienced genetic changes following
mindfulness practice that were not seen in themeditating group after
other quiet actities 8 an outcome providing proof of principle that
mindfulness practice can lead to epigenetic alterations of the génome

Subconscious belietre key. Too many positive thinkers know that

thinking good thoughtsand reciting affirmations for hours ondéid 0o e s n 6 t
always bring about the results that fgebd books promige .because

positive thoughts come from the conscious mind, while contradictory
negative thoughts are usually programmed in the more powerful
subconscious mind.

Of course the powerofprayyr and medi tation is novehing new
read throughout the Bibleave been dog it for millennia. Therefore, we are not
surprised thatrue sciencethe findings of empirical research that has carefully followed

“Mi chael F o rrechersRinally ShowiHew gliedfulness and Your Thoughts Can Induce
Specific Mol ecul ar htiph/aakeumverld.com/2043/12/48/réSearctedisallyd
showhowmindfulnessandyourthoughtscaninducespecificmolecularchangego-your-genes/
(Accessed 2/20/2015)
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the established and testested scientific method yields valid and reliable dpé#at of

God 6 s g e n e rtlaal disadlosdlecbenafits iofaneditation, which God teaches in

his special revelation in the Bible. True science is always compatible with and illustrates
Godomd W

The question of biological influence is further mitigated by two other theological

realities. The first is that God has commanded that all people abstain from sex outside of

the one malonewomamar r i age, i ncluding hemmitr osexual s:
adultery. 0 ( Esadaesnotzdnmand pekpleto)do something they

cannot do.Thus, heterosexuals are to control tlseiual drives, impulses, and urges,

and homosexuals are expected to not act on such drives, impulses, and urgglevith

of the same gender, with the expectation that they can comply.

We humans have the ability to behave i n acco
do not always choosetodosddlor eover, we have Godbdés help di
minds through the Holy Spirit to help us, and his help indirectly through others (e.g.,

trusted pastors, counselors, and other believers in Christ) when we need assistance to stay

on the right path. One of the key factors involved is the motivation to obey.

Dr. Paul Little, in his classic bookKnow Why You Belieyeffers a poignant anecdote
explaining why many peopl e sélauffitientpoweravai | t he
and provision for wetbeing. Little travelled throughout the United States and Canada

speaking to college and university groups about Jesus Christ. He recounts that after one

address to such an audience, a student came to him and thanked him for his excellent
presentation which convinced the student thHaistianity was by far superiower all the

worl ddés religions. Dr . Little then asked hi
and Lord and beomea Christian. When the student said no, Little asked him why not.

The student replied he woulidamd twodd ds oi,mebsesc auu
his lifestyle.

The second theol ogical reality i s that Godods

commands that homosexuality is sinful and not in accord with his will, then the matter of
origin and causation is moot and of interestHeuristic and treatment purposes, but not
for justification of action.It really does not matter that one was born in any particular
way; if God says not to do something, he will hold us responsible for not doing it and
accountable to him if we do. (& 51:4)

What do homosexuals really doAWhat is homosexual sex?

We can now return to the question of what it is about homosexuality thét i3ib b ©

Goddbés sight. Since the media have taught pe
guys walking down the street holding hands and a couple of lesbians hugging and

ki ssing, that doesné6ét sound so beatain t o many p
cultures. We must be prepared to explain to others &batbout homosexuality is so

repul sive to God. As we take a closer | ook
that such behavior is also repulsive to many, in fact by far most, hioenags.
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The medidail to mention such homosexual activitiesriasming,*® fisting or
handballing®® ingestion of feceggolden showert™ andsodomy(oral andanal sey,

anonymous sex in publicrestrooms and t he i nsertinfgr of fAtoyso

pleasure. Occasionallyhile moving these objects back and forth the one doing so loses
his grip and the foreign body is sucked into the colorectum. Emergency(Esm
personnel have recovered many such objactadingsoft-drink and othebottles,

cariotsand many other vegetabldsuits such as bananas and appéeswatermelons

(as me ER nurse told mejyst to name a few’* These medialso ignoregroup sex,
sadomasochisfht or t ur e f phbondage, and bebtialifffz.f All of thgse forms

of aberrant seklustrate what makes homosexual practiceé 3,8bh@rent taGod as he
reveals in his Word®

How can those who engagesnch experiences be considenedmal, muchles8 gay ? 0
Obviously, they cannot; such a designation is only a daospired attempt to gain
acceptability and to normalize such a lifestyteis part of the homoseml agenda as

will be shown in Chapter Fouit can only succeed if people who seek the truth fail to
speak up in all venues to which they have acdesgnning in their family, in their
neighborhood, and in the media, as will be describé&hapter Five

% Rimming islicking or inserting the tongue in an anus.

% Fisting or hadballing is thensertion of a fist and arm into the rectum and colon.

10 The term golden showers referssplashing with and/or drinking urine.

191 Other objects removed by ER personnel include but are not limited to the following: jars (even a large
peanututter glass jar), light bulbs, candles; vegetables like cucumbers, onions, potatoes, and turnips;
dildos, vibrators, tumblers, a polythene waste trap from thehd of a sink, salami, sponge rubber balls, a
steerd6s horn, b a sbelbdeebgs, sandlleddioycd irmer hulairig,las gluminuenrtutbe

(used by a prisoner to store money and other valuables), broomsticks, broom handles, various types of
brushes, ax handles, whip handles, soldering irons, a-Waodled carborundum sharpeningrs, glass
tubes, frozen pigds tail, and kit cK¥Asoifouremee such as
a plastic fist and forearm, and a live eel. Evidence exists of the practice of inserting gerbils to obtain
pleasure when the animsdratches the colon, a very dangerous situation that could lead to perforation of

the colon; infection, such as peritonitis; and if left untreated, death. Very few would consider these
behaviors normal, and the few who do would not be considered norrita pppulation as a whole. One

56 yearold man attempted sexual stimulation with a shoe horn that tore his rectum; since he did not seek
medical help he died. The typical patient that presents in the emergency department with colorectal foreign
objectsis a male homosexuf:the other patients are women or patients who have been rectally assaulted

‘N

with a foreign body. Eri k Holl and, fARect al Il nsertior

http://www.homosexinfo.org/Sexuality/RectalObject{é\ccessed 06/01/14)

Y“Erik Holland, fABondage and Discipline (B&D), Sadoma:

http://www.homosexinfo.org/Sexuality/Sadormakism fiThe Rel ation between Nonhet

Z o o p h http:#Awavw.liomosexinfo.org/Sexuality/ZoophiligAccessed 06/01/14) Sprigg and Dailey
guote Dennis Os mo nvdebyss ewhaemien ahtreie af m mudnfid v & uhrart a IA i
|l east 1 partner without a condom was highly p

nt er coul
eval ent

r
percent and 90 percentofpapica nt s. 6 0 The authors concl sacced, AAcqui si

associated herpes virus] via insertive penilal intercourse could explain the concentration of infection in
homosexual men without rea®gnsapesebld ODembaeteresernbal
Kaposi Sarcom#ssociated Herprefrus Infection in Homosexual Men at Beginning of and During the

HI V Ep i ibemaiotthe dmerican Mechl Associatior287, no. 2 (January 9, 2002), 225in

Getting It Straight: What the Research Shows about Homosexurdityr Sprigg and TimotHyailey, Co

Editors (Washington: Family Research Council, 20@4B82

183 gee, e.g., Exodus 22:19; Leviticus 18:23; 20:16; 1 Corinthians@1Bphesians 5:3.
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Appearingembarrassed, when homosexuwaiter emergency roonfisr the removal of

objects from their colon they cannot retrieve by themselves, tiieybiarre

explanations as to how the objects entered their colon. They offer explanations that
include accidental ingestion, accidental insertion due to slipping and falling on the object
or deliberate insertion but to disimpact feces, such as theg&@g man who claimed

he inserted a 50 ciiong eel in order to relieve constipatitii

It is not hard to understarndhy such acts are detestable to @dwb has revealeblis
essencasbeing love (1 John 4:8) adostHoly. (Isaiah 6:3%) In his love forhuman
beings who bear his imadee is offended by what harms themd the disobedience that
causes that harM® For example, anal intercourse commoniptures the wall of the
colon, whichhe didnot createfor penal penetration ansl thinner than and nas strong
as the vagina, whicls whathedesigredfor sexual intercours®’ The rupturing of the
colon issues isemen (including HN\and otheiinfection) and fecal matter enteriother
parts ofthe bodythat were not designed to receive such mattdproducesegative
heath outcomes. In his holiness Gisdbffended by the distorted, perverted, and
disobelient use of what he createdgisd, indeed as very good. (Genesis 1:B13
necessary to know this information, and what follows, so we galaiexo people why
God commands us to not engage in homosexuality.fdt isom two people of the same
gender holding hangdsmbracingand kissing®®

Homosexual activists, and others sympathetic to themmeugy, if notmost though not

all in Hollywood, government, educaticamdthe mainstrearmedia, want society to

view homosexualand their lifestyle as normal. However, such acts as those just

mentioned and othersf which mostpeople are unaware, are marmal, are certainly
abhorrenttoGodand fAare I mproper (Hplesiangbg@dd 6s hol y peoj
Corinthians 6:9)

What is homosexual pdophilia?

Consider the disclosure of the FBI infieeint who infiltrated NAMBLA and reported that
their member®elieveit is fine to engage in sex acts iboys as young as 18 months

Erjik Holland, fARectal Insertion of Foreign Bodies b:
http://www.homosexinfo.org/Sexuality/RectalObjecté\ccessed 4/17/13) The Web page also shows

photos of some of these objects including the eel biting the splenic flexure (the shthhetvezen the

transverse and the descending colon) and the damage i
1%5The Hebrew language of the Old Testament, which lacks the superlative, expresses the concept of

Aimosto and figreatest o by es &pddsaotonlyolythbisholy,dalyi gnati on tF
holyd the only one of his attributes given this thfelel emphasis in the Bible. Notice in this passage the

fear of sinfulness in the presence of God who is Most Holy.

1% Compare the outrage of parents, albeiticrocosm, when they hear another child has harmed their

child at school or elsewhere.

YWErik Holland, fAAnal S e htp/Avme.homosdiaid.ag/Se aalitg/AnalSen a | s , o
(Accessd 06/01/14)

1% Nevertheless, we need to discern differences in types of kissing. Some kinds of kissing communicate

non-sexual expressions of affection and wwomantic love. Other types of kissing do indeed communicate

strong sexual expressions that l¢éadoitus.
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with most preferring boys in the 12 yearold range:®® NAMBLA adherents argue that

such acts with boys afgood for them and thefenjoyo such experiencedf that were

so, the Roman Catholic Church would have little arenof the hundreds of law suits by

childrenw h o G&mceuntered sex withedophilefipriest® and who ar@ow grown up

and are seeking compensation for psychologisalell asother damagesThe church

alsowould not have had to spehdndreds omillions of dollars in fines and court costs

that have bankrupted some diocesEle prophet Isaiah had this to say about such

t wisted perversion: AWoe to t hodaeknesshro cal | e
light and lightfor darknesswho put bitter fos we et and s WeNAMBLAOTr bitt e
and other international homosexual organizations are upfront in their literature about their
agenda priority to legitimize sex between adults and chijdned theydisguisesuchevil

as Ntrue-lloovwee ¢ r0a Weketbey definaslove between a man and a

youth of 12 to 18 years of agand other deceptive terris

Such adult acts with children are not love. Legally they are referred to as statutory rape
in some states. Most states refer to the as sexual assault and sexual abuse, reasoning
that children below a certain ggearying from state to state between aged84vith the
average being 1@re legally incapable of giving consent to sexual intercourse.
Punishment varies by state frormanimum of six months to life in prisor?

Homosexual activists make the false claim that most sexual assaults on children are done
by heterosexuals, but that claim has been well refidfedio the contrary reliable and

valid research reveals that homasaixassaults against boys occur at a significantly much
higher rate than the comparatively small number of heterosexual as&autistitutional

law attorneyMatt Barber writes that

a study publishedh the Archives of Sexual Behavior, ofen200

convicted fpoeudnodp htihlaets éf86 percent of offen
described themselves as homossxual or bi s
notedbyPeer Sprigg of the Family Research Cou

19 Sean Hannity interview on KCOL AM 600 with the FBI agent on October 9, 2009. NAMBLA is an

acronym for the North American Man/Boy Love Association, an avowed homosexual organization with an

activist agenda. What this organization calls I®sedntrary to the love God defines, commands, and

models in the Bible.

10)saiah 5:20; cf. Malachi 2:17.

"see, e.g., the article, fiPederasty and Homosexualit:
http:/hambla.org/pederasty.html

12 g5andra Normaitady, Chief Attorney, Christopher Reinhart, Associate Attorney, and Peter Martino,

Resear chSTFARATUTOWRY ARAPE LAWS BY STATE, 0
http//www.cga.ct.gov/2003/olrdata/jud/rpt/2008376.htm(Accessed 9/20/2014)

"Matt Barber, fAHomosexual HRy@arFlod nRley, Arrested for R,
http://barbwire.com/2014/11/20/homoseximt-founderarresteeraping15-yearold-boy/ (Accessed

11/21/14)
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or bisexual men are approximately 10 times more likely to molest children
than heter'sexual men. o

Anecdotal accoustmore fully disclose what liesehind thestatistics Recently a
68-yearold wdl known homosexual activistnd political operativeLarry
Brinkin, was arrested in San Francisco for having in his possession and
distributing a huge amount of child pornography.

Barber state€NS Newseported at the timtnat

Police said that Brinkin, a former city employee, apparently had photos of
children, as young as br 2-yearsold, performing sexual acts and being
sodomized by adult men in attachments linked to the email address,
reported The Chronicl@heemail account was also linked to Yahoo
discussion groups involving sexual exploitation of young people.

Barber also stated that Brinkin mleyuilty to the chages™*®

One more fact is telling. When such high profile pedophilestaested, they are

vigorously supported by their ilk and remain on boards of wihiely are a part.

For exampleTerrance Patrick Beahg,founder ofthe Human Rights Campaign

(HRCQ), the sole purpose of which is to promote the homosexual agenda and

whichisone of the worl dés | argest, most highly
Christian organizationsvas arrested fdnomosexual assault (consisting of two

counts ofthird-degree soday, a felony, andne count of thirddegree sex abuge

on a 15yearold boy. He continued to remain on the board of the H&C

These adults are taking advantage of and abusing children at an age when they are very
vulnerable. Their understandingtbEmselves, their identity, is still developing, and
their sexual identity is still fluid at this point in their lives.

What do we know about teenage identity development, including normal sexuality
and homosexuality?

ArmandM. Nicholi, Jr., M.D.,a clinical professor of psychiatry at Harvard Medical
School and the Massachusetts General Hospitdlagracticing psychiatrist, maintains
At hat sexual identity is not completely forn

"Matt Barber, fHomosexual HRy@ardFlod nRley, Arrested for R.
http://barbwire.com/2014/11/20/homosexhat-founderarresteeraping15-yearold-boy/ (Accessed

11/21/14)

"Matt Barber, fAHomosexual HRy@arFlod nRley, Arrested for R.
http://barbwire.com/2014/11/20/homosexhat-founderarresteeraping15-yearold-boy/ (Accessed

11/21/14)

"Matt Barber, fAHomosexual HRy@arFlod nRley, Arrested for R.

http://barbwire.com/2014/11/20/homosexhat-founderarresteeraping15-yearold-boy/ (Accessed
11/21/14)
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20s &’ Ann Polk, authoof Restoring Sexual Identity: Hope for Women Who Struggle

with Same Sex Attractiand Executive Dr ect or Restored Diope Net w
Lisa Diamond, a lesbian researcher at the University of Utah found that the homosexual

and bisexual identitiare the most fluid; heterosexual identity is the most sbifd.

Psychologistames Dobson recalls Sigmuiifeteud said there is a homosexual period in

puberty when the object of sexual interest is not yet fixed, there is a developmental

pr oces s ingtheug@d and thay are confused at that time. If you only have one

set of voices that they hear and dondét hear
their identity, they are trapped®

In his review of the literature in the twins studies cabdve, Whitehead found

The fluidity is even more pronounced among adolescents, as Bearman and
Bruecknerdés study demonstraeassd. AThey f ou
old, if a person had a romantic attraction to the same sex, almost all had

switched one gar later. The authors were gygay and they commented

that the only stability was among the heterosexuals, who stayed the same

year after year. Adolescents are a specialccasnerally changing their
attractions t  om year to year. o

This fluidity is undaibtedly why the lder Q is now being added to the LGRJesbian,

Gay, Bisexual, Transgender) designatioraking it LGBTQ'*! The Q stands for
Questioning; it represents those who are unsure of their gemdlare searchingWhat

is not being openly admtéd or said is that this addition is a further marketing technique,
inviting vulnerable young people into relationships with homosexuals and incorporation
into the homosexual lifestyle, where they will find it difficult to leave.

This awareness is vesygnificant. A valuabl@pportunityexistshere for the churcto
reach out anthe available to helthese youthespecially the younger they afé.

7 Quoted by Pediatrician Meg Meeker, M.D., authoBabng Mothers, Strong Sqren Dr. James

Dobsonds Family Talk radio program, August 11, 2014.
M8Quoted byAnnPolk i n an interview on Dr. James Dobson6és Fam
2014. Ann, a former lesbian, began a struggfth samesex dtractionthat started in early adolescence

(age 12, 13and overcame it.

"93ames Dobson, Ph.D., on Dr. James Dobsonés Family T
2NARTH | n Bléniical TwineStudie Demonstrate Homosexuality is Not Gemetic
http://www.narth.com/#!gay-bornthatway/cméx(Accessed 4/12/15)

121 This designation will be discussed further below. It should also be noted that some, in particular

Richard Cohepa Christian, famer homosexual, psychotherapist, &wdinder and Executive Director of
theorganization)nternational Healing FoundatiqiHF), adds the letter U which stands fdnwarted

samesex attraction.Seethe HIF Web site dbttp://www.comingoutloved.com/fadir-fiction (Accessed

2/28/2015) The U designation is not likely to be employed by the homosexual activists, one of the main

agenda items of whom is to try to convince people that their homosainaaitions and actions are normal

and, as Randy Thomas, former worker withlanmhe Chri sti e
gay. | am ok with who | am. At |l east thatés what hedéd |i ke you to
122 Commission on Theology and Church Rielas Lutheran Church Mi s s o u r iGerBlsr Wlentty,
Disorder or Gender Dysphona Christian Perspective0 May 27, 2014, p. 1. Thi s r e

carefully prepared and written with competent attention to the scientific dimensions of the subjsithan

87


http://www.narth.com/#!gay---born-that-way/cm6x
http://www.comingoutloved.com/fact-or-fiction

Churches should ask their youth ministers and youth directors if they are aware of this
aspect of what hoosexuals are doing, as well as the rest of the information in this book.

What do we know about tansgendeiism?

In Deuteronomy 28:2@8, we read that when people forsake tb&bh and do evil, he

will afflict them with confusion of mind and heart (the Hely word,lebU tsignifying

both mind and heartjhus giving them over to what they want tq diere they will

suffer the consequences for doing(€&f. Romans 1:2) Such confusion is nowhere

more evident than in the sad (not atfglhyoa s w e)@Ppe¢ople wvhe veat to be of the
opposite gender thahe oneGod gave thepso much that they take steps to change their
bodies to conform as much as possible with that other gender and to engageith sex w
them

Bryan Fischehas well written why attempting gender tséormation is not only wrong

but dangerousHe also expresses the loving rationale for opposing the practice and why

as believers in and followers of our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ we must not encourage
anyone whoods consi der mmatpntsdod.h an attempted t

Do we oppose the normalization of transgenderism because we hate
transgendered individuals? Absolutely néte flatly and unequivocally
oppose the normalization of transgenderism because it destroys people.
We do not oppose transgendaribecause we hate people. We oppose it
because we love them.

We do not want to see anyonebs | ife ravag
accompany this disorder of the mind and soul.

Until 2012, the American Psychiatric Association classified

transgendgeender aisdentidi ty di sorder. o6 It ha
Agender dysphoriao in an effort to soften
attach itself to this problematic lifestyle choice.

But fAdysphoriado means fia profound state o
indicaingc hangi ng t er nothingtd chagmge a deareandéa
life wracked with a profound inner disturbance.

Most Americans are blithely and blindly unaware of the mental,
psychological and emotional devastation transgenderism wreaks on those
who get trpped into this lifestyle. But the results are tragic.

Transgender regret is now a sad and sorrowful reality in our cultural
landscapeA survey conducted in 2018y the Natimal Center for

sensitivity and the desire to be a helpful representative of the best in church pastoral care while at the same

ti me maintaining the Biblical standard of Godds Word
Very helpful guidance is givefior how to offer pastoral care to people experiencing great pain, sorrow,

frustration, shame, and despair in the area of gender identity confusion-qRpdpassin)
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Transgender Equality and the National Gay and Lesbian Task force
neither of them members of the vast rightwing conspiraeyealed the
heartbreaking reality that a staggering 41 percent of transgendered
Americars have attempted suicid€his is a rate more than 25 times
higher than the population at large.

Social research has revealed that 65% of all those who undergo cosmetic
surgery live to regret it. How much higher must that figure be for those
who have undergone genital mutilation?

The homosexual lobby itself knows that there is something wrong with
transgenderism. The Gay and Lesbian Medical Associaagain, not a
part of the evangelical prfiamily movement lists anumber of
pathologieghat are so common among transgenders that the GLMA
warns the transgender community about them.

Among these pathologies are an increased risk for heart attacks and
strokes, sexually transmitted disea@bsy are at four times the risk of
HIV/AIDS as the general population, for instance), substance abuse,
depression and obesity. In other words, transgenderism is an enormously
risky and unhealthy lifestyl&?

Some of the healtfrisksd the GLMA fesses up tmclude the following that are

on the GLMA Web site in an article entitled,
Should discuss [ sic] wTheauthdrlsa physicithe al t hcar e F
on theBoard of Directors of th&ay and Medical Association.
Fol owing are the health issues GLM
identified as most commonly of concern for transgender persons. While
not all of these items apply to e\
issues.
1. Access to Healthcare
It is not easy toihd a healthcare provider who knows how
to treat transgender people. Sometimes it is difficult to find
someone who will agree to treat you. Some providers may
feel that there is something wrong with you because you
are a transgender person. They are noecg of course*
ZBr yan Fi sOppasethe Ndrindiization of TransgenderisBriday, November 212014
http://www.afa.net/thestand/homosexuality/whwe-opposethe-normalizatiorof-transgenderism/
(Accessed 11/21/14)
124 Here is another exampbf the homosexual agenda item that it is OK to lie. This statement in #1 is
wrong as is the other statement about the person as
there is something wrong with transgender people. To begin withthif e st yl e choice i s cont
will, as we saw above in the discussion of Deuteronomy 22:5. That should be enough to count something
as wrong. Further, as webve seen, no genetic evidenc
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They may not understand thaiu have always been this
waye.

3. Hormones
Talk with your provider about hormone treatment. If you
are starting hormones for the first time, ask about the things
you need to watch out for while taking thesedicines. If
you are a transgender woman, ask about estrogen and blood
clots, swelling, high or low blood pressure and high blood
sugar. If you are a transgender man, ask about the blood
tests you will need to be sure your testosterone dose is
safe .

4. Cardiovascular Health
Transgender persons may be at increased risk for heart
attack or stroke, not only from hormone use but from
cigarette smoking, overweight, high blood pressure and
diabetes. Transgender women may fear that their provider
may make themtsp estrogen if they develop heart
trouble, and so they may not report feelings such as chest
pain or trouble breathing. Be sure to tell your provider if
you do have thesedéngs.

5. Cancer
€ Your provider will also check for possible cancer of
your sex ogans, iftheyha not been removedEé.

6. Sexually Transmitted Diseases and Safe Sex
Transgender people, particularly young transgender
people, may be engaging in sexual activity. Just like
anyone else, transgender people may get a sexually
transmitted disase.

7. Alcohol and Tobacco
Transgender persons who drink alcohol may drink too
much and risk damage to the liver or other organs. Too
much alcohol may also cause a person to treat themselves
or other people badly, or to drive unsafely. Alcohol and
hormaes may be more dangerous when taken together.
Many transgender people smoke cigarettes. This increases
their risk of heart and lung disease, especially in persons
taking hormones. Transgender persons who care about
their health should not smoke, and tisépuld drinkonly
small amounts, if at all.

8. Depression
It is very easy for transgender persons to become sad and
depressed. I f our families or friends

9C



anymore, it is a very depressing time. Even after
transition, depression can kb a problem. When
someone is depressed, they cannot be happy no matter
what they are doing. Depressed persons may make bad
choices and may harm themselves.

9. Injectable Silicone
Some transgender women want to look feminine and
beautiful without havingo wait for the effects of estrogen.
They expect injections of silicone to
curves. o0 The silicone, -sold at fApumpi |
medical persons, may move around in the tissues and
cause ugly scars years later. It is usually not médica
grade, may be contaminated and is often injected using a
shared needle. You can get hepatitis or HIV through
shared needles. Silicone is dangerous and should not be
used.

10. Fitness (Diet & Exercise)
Many transgender people are overweight and do not
exacise’?

Are you seeing why transgender manipulation of the body God gave them
is counterproductive to their health and other seihg? Is there any
doubt in your mind why God calls such tragedy 32U b ©

Fischercitespoignant anecdotal accounts of faums people who have undergone
the medical procedures to change their gendibe procedures did not turn out
well in the sight of any of those who had it done to them.

Fischer refers to a stunning column®iglla Morabito at the Federalistwhich she

reveals the truth about transgender medical procedures that are being covered up. She
discloses the facts that high numbers of transgender people deeplyhesgngt

undergone the procedures.

She tells the stories of several whose lives have beemgestand now that they are

downand have made public their enormous discontenttivéhuge mistake they made,
theegdbeing persecuted by the homosexual A con
information disclosedHave t hese per s esdwibus they hameono s h a me ? !
lovefort hese transgender peopl etcarefdrthesn. even mor e
Morabitoci t es testi monies of those, all mal es, w
surgery, some recently and another many years ago.

“Rebecca A. Al IThingoTrapsgeddePersonsiShoald discuss [sic] with Their
Heal t hcar RevRedMayi2@ld.r . o
http://www.glma.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=Page.viewPage&pagel D8 sed 11/21/14)
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One lamentsdvi ng only an empty scrotum that serve
di ssatisfied; he discloses how when heds sex
he has a penis; i1tdos a phantom feeling that
to alter his genitalia did nothing to alter his DNA, and when his natural characteristics

kick in, he is unable to do anything about it.

Another who tried to transgender (I use the word try, since like much else about
homosexuality it is not what it claims be,i.e., one does not truly trans [across, beyond]
gender the maleor female division of a speciefgliled and is miserable. A wethown
athlete, he had the surgery done and now
way [he]wa$ anintacper sono and Aknow[s]-cHaep wWwowan
He says he receives fia |l oto of inquiries
operation, and he s®ys fil discourage them

Here again, none of these people are truly gay. Two obtivenfhose stories she tells,
one male tgfemale and the other female fanalep ended their lives in suicide.

Stell a Mor abifiTroublsin Transtapid)) subtitle @Murraurs(Of Sex

Change Regreé}, and captioni{Transgender people who regtie¢ir sex changes

typically get buried in venom rather than loggdpeak volumes to Christians called by

God to speak his truth in love. Walking with Christ in deep and abiding awareness of

how greatly he loves us, what he did for us on the crosdiy@mdhe has forgiven us, we

are especially equipped to show |l ove to al/l
victimized so severely, and who long to experience true love, the love of Christ that heals

and provides unparalleled hop€hey can, and marsiready do, experience that love in

the church.

From a pastoral care perspective we shoul d a
to the reality, that truly loving those struggling with homosexuality ought to include a

sense of urgency, especiatlgncerning those who are struggling with transgender issues.

Due to making irreversible decisions during a time of such fluidity of gender identity,

other cases already exist where, sadly, the attempt to undo medical procedures and

rest or e ophgsioaschavacterigticsrhas been seen to be unrealistic if not

impossible'?’

While not a typical instance of sexual confusion, this classic case in theahsebf a
tragic surgical error illustratesyainboth the unlikely ability to restore abéat genitalia
and to transf or mgwengerder glentityd $he aneadaetalso Go d
illustrates how scientists can misunderstand, misinterpret, and misapply their
observations?®

%St el la Morabito, @Tr oub Changemegier, Bransgéndeppe@pte widur mur s o f
regret their sex changes typically get buried in venc
http://thefederalist.com/2014/11/11/troutdtetranstopiamurmursof-sexchangeregret/(Accessed

1/21/2015)

127 5Gender Identity Disorder or Gender DysphaniLhristian Perspectived6 May 27, 2014, p. 9.
128ﬁBoy railsedwaplgiased to be a man: Surgical error di

Times News Service&;hicago TribungMarch 14, 1997, Section 1, p. 15.
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I n 1973 an account of a serious surg
peniswas accidently cut off while a physician was attempting to repair a fused
foreskin. Doctors told the parents to raise the boy as a girl and keep his pasta s
which they tried to do.

The case went into the medical literature where textbooks wréagght that infants
are sexually neutral at birth until Dr. Milton Diamond of the University of Hawalii
Manoa and Dr. H. Keith Sigmundson of the Ministry of Health in Victoria, British
Columbia reported that dafar ftogilhood)tea
boy renounced his female identity at age 14 and chose to live as a man, even
undergoing extensive surgery to atte

The boy, referred to as fAJoan ofgihdaothesr
refuse to play with dolls, and seek out boys rather than girls as friends. Instead ¢
following his mother and put on makeup as she tried to model for him, he would

i mitate his fatherds shavi ng. reathéntt@a g
grow breasts, but he disliked the hormone and its feminizing effects, was not attr
to boys, had no friends, and considered suicide. At age 14, still unaware of what
occurred so | ong ago, AJoano refused

iFi nally confronted, her father brok
Rat her than being devastated, Joan w
sense, 6 the article quotes her as sa
fi dan became John, requested male hormone shots, had a mastectomy and bed
rebuilding his male genitals with skin grafts. After the treatments, John was acceg

by his peers.

AAt 25, John married a woman atroctionwaso
only partially successful: much of his penis is without sensation, and though Joh
capable of having intercourse and or
gladness that he is able to identify as a man. Dr. Diamond obdefdvealt A h i
on straight. And it is the head, Di

A s wvedden observingacefd science illustrates arebmetimesxplainsmuch

Biblical teaching. Theeternally trustworthy Word of God, tlisble, can stand on its
own. It does not need science to support it. In fact, scientific findings are not
infrequently reversed by subsequstidies, but those that do prove valid and reliable,
and that address related subjects, serve to prexa®plesexplanationsand
applications of passages in the Scriptures. Why is homosexudlitRiUdm ©Go d 6 s
Il n addi ti on t pseenla@vearef@sborabscienteasearctireveals
grave effects resulting fromomosexuapractice The homosexual lifestyle asovery
dangeous to physical and emotionas well as spirituahealth.
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Violence s significantly higher amonghomosexuals than in heterosexual
relationships.

Contrary to the image of homosexuals as carefree and harmpaiguBgay 0 an image

fostered by the mediagtivists,and otherswho areeithercaring but uninformedr

deceptivea considerablpartof ther relationships contaimiolence Researchers have

found violence issignificantlymore commonn homosexual and lesbiaalationships

contrasted with heterosexual married coupfésThus,except in a quote,dvoid using

the word fAigayoheaswar ¢ yfnlooomons douwalto and its d
not participate in misleading readers of thtisdy, the church, or the rest of the world.

Personal as well asterpersonal violence is significantly higher in homosexual
relationships than in heterogml marriages. The infliction of violence oneself in the
form of suicide attempts is observeDailey writes,

A twins study that examined the relationship between homosexuality and
suicide, published in th&rchives of General Psychiatrjound hat
homosexuals with sarrgex partners were at greater risk for overall

mental health problems and were 6.5 times more likely than their twins to
have attempted suicide. The higher rate was not attributable to mental
health or substance abuse disordéts.

Sound social science studies reveal very high levels of violence in both homosexual and
lesbian relationships. Day discloses the following:

A study in theJournal of Interpersonal Violen@xamined conflict and
violence in lesbian relationships. Thesearchers found that 90 percent of
the lesbians surveyed had been recipients of one or more acts of verbal
aggression from their intimate partners during the year prior to this study,
with 31 percent reporting one or more incidents of physical atise.

In asurvey of 1,099 lesbians, tdeurnal of Social Service Research

found that slightly more than half of the lesbians reported that they had

been abused by a female lover/parin. The r eseathechers found
most frequently indicated forms of abuse were

Timothy J. Dailey, fAComparing the Lifestyles of Hom
http://www.frc.org/get.cfm?i=IS04C0ZAccessed 06/02/14%ee also the GLMA Web site, a homosexual

Web site purporting to be an organization of fHealth
http://www.glma.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=Page.viewPage&pagelD&8€dessed 04/10/13)

130R. Herrell, et al., "A CeTwin Study in Adult Men,"Archives of General PsychiatB6 (1999): 867874

in Dailey, fAComparing the Lifestyles of Homosexual Co
http://www.frc.org/get.cfm?i=1IS04C0ZAccessed 06/02/14)

131 ettie L. Lockhart et al., "Letting out the Secret: Violentd esbian RelationshipsJburnal of
Interpersonal Violenc8® (1994): 469492 i n Dail ey, AComparing the Lifesty!
Mar ri ed Htw/wvpw.fee.srg/get.cim?i=1IS04C0ZAccessd 06/02/14)
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verbal/emotional/psychological abuse and combined physical
psychological abusg-*?

A study of lesbian couples reported in th@ndbook of Family

Development and Interventidindicates that 54 percent had experienced

10 or more abusive incidents, 74 perclead experienced six or more
incidents, 60 percent reported a pattern to the abuse, and 71 percent said it
grew worse over timé-*

In their bookMen Who Beat the Men Who Love Them: Battered Gay Men
and Domestic Violencéslard and Letellier postulatéta the iricidence

of domestic violence among gay men is nearly double that in the
heterosexual populatiast>*

The rate of Adouble that in the heterosexual
careful related social science literature. Most studies reveahté as being at
least two to three times that among heterosexuals.

Vernon J. Geberth, M.S., M.P.S., a former commander of Bronx homicide for the New
York City Police Department, disclosed tih@mosexual murdearefirelatively

common and these murdemsly involve male victims murdered by other males or may
involve female victims who are in some type of lesbian relationship and they are
murdered by another fema®® In 2005Drs. Harnam Singh, Luv Sharma, a®dK.
Dhattarwal agreeth theJournal of Irdian Academy of Forensic Medicitieat

homosexual murders are nottammon they also reportethat these murders may
involve both sexes either as victims or as assaifahts.

Janet Levy, Contributing Editor féramilySecurityMatters.orgouts the matter in an
international perspective. She cites research showing the same results in other countries.

132 Gwat Yong Lie and Sabrina Gentlewarrier, "Intimate Violence in Lesbian Relationships: Discussion of

Survey Findings and Practice Implicationdgurnal of Social Service Researth (1991): 46 in Dailey,
AComparing the Iiufad s tCpolugd exsf tHHormvmage i ed Coupl es. o
http://www.frc.org/get.cfm?i=IS04C0ZAccessed 06/02/14)

133 william C. Nichols, et al, editorsdandbook of Family Development and Interven{iiew York: John

Wileyand Sons, Il nc. , 2000) : 393 in Dail ey, AComparing t|
C o u p Ihtgpg/wwav.frc.org/get.cfm?i=IS04C0ZAccessed 06/02/14)

134D, Island and P. LetellieMen WhaBeat the Men Who Love Them: Battered Gay Men and Domestic

Violencel New Yor k: Haworth Press, 1991): 14 in Dailey, i C
Coupl es t o Matpriivwevdrc.otybeham?ielS04@02(Accessed 06/02/14)
®¥yvernon J. Geberth, fiHomosexual Serial Murder Invest:

43, No. 6, June 1995itp://www.practicallbmicide.com/Research/homoserial.Httcessed 1/8/2015)
138 SEX RELATED HOMICIDES AND OFFENDERSA MEDICO-LEGALISTS VIEW, Dr. Harnam
Singh, Dr. Luv Sharma, Dr. S.K.Dhattarwadurnal of Indian Academy of Forensic Medicin2005; 27
(3). ISSN 09710973quoted inhttp://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexuality and_Mur¢&ecsessed
1/8/2015)
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In a review of the available literature on the risks of the homosexual
lifestyle by Dr. Josph Zanga of the American College of Pediatricians
(ACPEDS), findings suggest that homosexual relationships are far less
stable and exhibit greater rates of violence than heterosexual marriages.
The rate of violence between homosexual partners is twode times
higher than among married heterosexuals and the average duration of a
homosexual relationship is two to three years. A study of close to 1,300
samesex partnerships in Norway and over 1,500 in Sweden found that
samesex couples are 1.5 times mdkely to divorce than heterosexual
couples and lesbian couples were 2.7 times more likely to divorce over a
similar time period>’

Dr. Bernard Knightlong-time Professor oforensic Pathology in the University of

Wales, was made a Commander of the British Empire (CBE) for his services to forensic
medicine.Involved in many notorious murder cases, he and®Bkka SaukkdProfessor

and Head of the Department of Forensic Medicine at the University of TuFinland

and editor ofForensic Science Internationatoauthored a pathology téwok entitled
Knight's Forensic Pathology 2004. Knight and Saukko concluded

As with heterosexual offenses, the cause of death in fatal cases i
almost always some form of general trauma, such as strangulatio
head injuries. Homosexual activitypwwever, may be a parallel even
it is a fact that some of the most violent homicides seen by
pathologists are among male homosexti#ls.

The lateDr. William Eckert an internationally regarded pathologist who was involved in
major murder cases in the vdirsuch as the assassination of Senator Robert F. Kennedy,
the Charles Manson murders, Josef Mengele, and the identity of Jack the Rijmeed

the American Journal of Forensic Medicine and PatholoBggarding homosexual

murders Eckert wrde:

Equally high is the number of homicides, many probably related to
transient attachments, which often lead to suspicion, jealousy, and murder.
When murder does occur it is exceptionally brutal with an overkill
appearance... Overkill, as it is seen in homoakand lesbian murders, is
certainly a form of sadistic crime. In these instances multiple stabbing and
other brutal injuries...are common finding&*®.

¥"Janet Levy, fExrcl|GQasyi vRr:o plaod aerrdaancde o
http://www.familysecuritymatters.org/publications/id.5757/pub_detailiAspessed 4/12/15)

138 Knight's Forensic Pathology',(3rd Ed) Saukko P. ankrBght (2004) Arnold Publishers, London, page
428 quoted irnttp://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexuality and_Murders#cite-G@#ecessed
1/8/2015)

139 Tedeschi CG, Eckert Wiedeschi LG, eds. Forensic medicine; vol 2. Philadelphia: WB Saunders,
1977:962quoted inhttp://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexuality and_Murders#cite-G@#ecessed
1/8/2015)
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How does this violence compare to violent crimes in general? Michael Neawtome
writer specialzing in serial killersresearchethat question.

Homosexual slayers clearly have no monopoly on violence, but it is true
thattheircr mes of t en di evprkillaand rautilatione. @e s
balance, it seems fair to say that while homosexualstsoesefall prey to
Afgay bashingo vi ol ethayare farynore likelydot e ¢
be murdered by another homosexual than in a rarrgaencrime*°

Otherjournal articleson the issue of hmosexual homicides and overkill report similar
findings. In 1996 The America Journal of Forensic Medicine and Patholqgyblished
an article entitlediHomicide in homosexual victims: a study of 67 cases from the
Broward County, Florida, Medical Examiner's office (19882), with special emphasis
on @verkill. 3The abstract fothe journal articlsummarizes the following findings:

Forensic pathologists often state that homosexual homicides are more
violent than those with heterosexual victims. Overkill or wounding far
beyond that required to cause death is a frequentlydesamtiptor of

these deaths. We quantified the number and extent of injuries between
homosexual and heterosexual homicide victims to determine whether one
group suffered more violence than the other...Homosexual homicides are
more violent than heterosexuamicides when one compares the mean
number of injuries (fatal sharp, blunt, and total)/case and the extent of
injuries on the body**

Do you truly love a homosexual? If so, how can you affirm, much less encdligdge
persornto expose himor herself tasuch danger? If you are a pastor, teacher, or other
church leader, how can you say you are truly caring for homosexual people by
advocating they participate in such a dangerous pursiot? can you dare to urge
others in the church to encourage peoplerigage the extremely unhealthy and
dangerous homosexual lifestylé&@ead again Leviticus 19:16bv:

16 »Do not do anything that endangers your neighbor's life. | am the
LORD.

17 "Do not hate your brother in your heart. Rebuke your neighbor frankly
so you will not share in his guilt.

If you are such a leader and have been advocating the acceptance of homosexuality in the
church out of ignorance as to what that lifestyle involves, now is the time to repent and

speak the truth in love. People resgepistoor other leadewho can admit mistakes,

including confessing sins, and they forgive us whenwdadko r gi veness. Tel |

140 Michael NewtonThe Encyclopedia of Serial Killerp. 103, quoted in
http://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexuality and Murders#cite-Iiote
“http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/88384742ordinalpos=3&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pu
bmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DdtflReportPanel.Pubmuoted in
http://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexuality and_Murders#cite-th@ecessed 1/8/2015)
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just discovered more information about what this lifestyle involve. m s orry | spok
without being fully informd . In fact | 68eubees mMdsgent pumee
untrustworthy. If we truly love people we cannot encourage them to engage in
homosexuality. o

By contrast the Bureau of Justice Statistics, th8.UDepartment of Justice, reveals that

A maed women in traditional families experience the lowest rate of violence compared

with women in ot he’ Cargfdseudies oohtinually tepottthain s hi ps . o
heterosexuainarriage relationships have the least violence when contrasted with

cohabitng relationshipsincluding heterosexuals living together without marital

commitment® Spri gg and Dailey add that #Athe highe
among heterosexuals occur among those who are divorced, separated, cohabiting, or in

sexual relatioships outside of marriagearriedwomen experience the lowest rates of
domestic violence of iny household arrangeme

The violence in many homosexual relationships is seen in larger contexts that do extend

far beyond the bedroom. The uninformed amsleading concept that what goes on in

oneds own bedroom is his or her own business
true and cannot withstand careful scrutiny.

The significant amount of violence in homosexual relationships accounts fppheent

rise in crine in Colorado. According tbhe Denver Posin a news story on the annual

crime report of the Colorado Bureau of Investigation (CBI), a 2.1% increase in violent

crimesand a 1.8% increase in all reported crimeeurred in 2013 Thestory added that

ARape crimes showed the highest percent chan
reported. There were 2,055 rapes reported in 2012. The CBI says the rape increase
doesndt represent a c¢cri me t sesebeidgaddedRat her , it

2Timothy J. Dail ey, #ThemdeeaaumiphteNusrbed®32tFamilEf f ect s of |
Research Council, Washington, DC, 6 March 2001, p. 15.

“Barbara Dafoe Whitehead and David Popenoe, fAThe St a
Marriage in America 2002, Why Meihs Wotntditt LChammi a b o LEtx p3 «
Dati ng, and Marriage, 0 p. 28. Ti mot hy J. Dail ey, fi Tt

Insight, Number 232, Family Research Council, Washington, DC, 6 March 2001, {i. 14
144 Sprigg and Dailey, p. 93. This benefit oamage is another of many indicators that marriage is one of

Godds great gifts to women; they should hold out for
them to move in with them and cohabit without that degree of commitriiéatalso see irhis matter how
hel pful is the Bibleds most realistic vWemenof human r

make a huge mistake with lifelong implications when they give up the leverage of their virginity thinking

their il ov e rosghwiththéirlprorhises for eventutl Imarriage or some other type of

commitment, but the men typically fail to keep up their end of the bargain. Once the guys have what they

want, they dondét see a need to doistmdiblealandtvwie t hhol di ng
tested means whereby women can have the level of lifelong love, true commitment, and security for which

they long. Keeping her virginity until marriage is the most effective way a woman can truly tell whether a

guy genuinely loveker and will commit to her, for if he does, he will not leave her if she insists they wait

to wed until his track record on the issues important to her sufficiently assures her that the desired behavior

is obviously part of his lifestylelf he doeslea, she knows he didndét truly |l ove
most important to her. She has saved herself a lifetime of disappointment, unfulfillment, and(Fegret.
more on the subject of heterosexual miing a Maaiage s e e, Edw

Partner, 0 avail abl,awwfromatomnmoaklA.comor 6 s Web site
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data, forcible sodomy a'fdothofenkichale assaul t wit
homosexual activities.

Homosexualpartnerships are highly promiscuous and unstable.

Ongoing research showlse homosexual lifestyl® becharacterizedya high degree of
promiscuousess and instabilityhose who do enter civil unions are rare, and the unions

tend to be shotlived in contrast to heterosexual marrid@e The average male

homosexual engages in sex with hundreds of others in his lifeheassic study of

male and female homosexuality conducted by Bell and Weinberg disclosed that 43% of

white mde homosexuals had sex with 5@0more partners, and 28% had 1,000 or more

sex partner$?’ Lesbians tend to have fewer partners (average @hein relationships

do not |l ast even as [oBvanthese compked who drinrocos e x u al s
in a Acommitted rel ati ons kcantydifferentivayfrold of ¢ o mn
that ofmarriage. The American College of Pediatriciafisi nds t hat A HomMosexua
partnerships are significantly more prone to dissolution than heterosexual marriages with

the average homosexualael i onshi p | asti ng6ewlsucht wo to thr
relationships last more than two years, Bradey adds thafi a | | couples with a
relationship lasting more than five years have incorporated some provision for outside

~

sexual activity in their relatianh i s . o

John Stott includes a quote by Dr. Jeffrey Satinover of one of the most carefully

researched studies looking for any indication of stability in homosexual couples. In that

study by two authorsvho themselves are a homosexual couple, theydfouh hat fiof t he
156 coupleséthat had been together for more
mai ntain sexual fidelityéthe expectation for
couples and the ex¢kStdthddnThdnassSh mededssexual s.
conclusion,

Promiscuity amonfpomosexual men is not a mere stereotype, and it is not
merely the majority experienédei t i s virtually the only ex
short, there is practically no comparison possible to heterosexual marriage

“Colorado crime reports ReposterHeiald JuyQ@ P®4, p.5Mssoci ated Pr.
146 The Family in AmericaNew Research, December 2006, Online Edition,
http://www.profam.org/pub/nr/nr.2012.htm#Homosexual_Unions: Rare_and_Fagikessed April 10,

2007.

147 Dailey, p.3. Further, 79% stated that over half of their sex partners were strangers. Knight, p. 6.

Dail ey adds, dAln their study of the sexouwrnadlofprofil es ¢
Sex Researc¢hPaul Van de Ven et al., found that only percent claimed to have had sex with one partner
onl y. Theéresponse given by 21.6 peonetefveé of t he r esry
hundred | ifetime sex partners. o0 Dailey, p. 3.
“Wendell P. RBaxs®arriidgme Ao tiReEfitorParspeetivesMarch 2005t e r

http://www.rca.org/Page.aspx?pid=3544

199 http://www.acpeds.org/?CONTEXT=art&cat=22&art=§0oted in
http://www.conservapedia.com/Homosexual Couples and_Domestic_Vigkeomessed 1/8/15)
E0Dailey, p. 4.

151 Stott, Our Social & Sexual Revolutipp. 207.
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in terms of @her fidelity or longevity. Tragically, lifelong faithfulness is
almost nonexisterin the homosexual experienté.

In answer to the question being raised in scientific and other circles, viz., are homosexual
relationships equivalent to heterosexual pagsnany are trying to assedtte above data
can be cited as evidence thia answer is hoJones adds thane large study found

that 28 percent of lesbians had had sex outside their primary

relationshi® comparable to the 21 percent of women in refethips

with men and 26 percent with men in relationships with women. By
contrast, 82 percent of gay men had had sex with someone other than their
main partner. However one construes such a striking difference in sexual
monogamy, whether as a triviaykstic difference or as indicative of
something fundamental and pervasive, such a finding seriously challenges
the equivalency hypothesi¥®

Children raised in homosexual households do not do nearly as well as those
raised in households with a mom and aatl.

The promiscuity issue isakeyoneregarding mos exual sé& desThee t o adc
pro-homosexual movement is trying to estabtisaconcept n peopl eds minds t
children raised in homosexual households turn out as wellembetter than tbse raised

in traditional householdsA significant problem is that they are using highly flawed
Astudiesd to mislead people into accepting t

For example considerti®eu st r al i an i cotlydahe io viotativa df sosha s p

social sciencenethodology but which received heavy and strongly misleading media

coverage (read: promotion).he Australian study not only tries to show that children

raised by homosexuals do as well as those raised by a mother and a dad with whom they

live but that the children of homosexuals do better. As Katrina Trinko, managing editor

of The Daily Signahnd a member of USA Todayodés Board of
A ©hildrenofsames e x coupl es are happier and healthie
was the headline of a Wesstudyofgamer xPosupsesbdy.

kids finds theyobére better off than other chi
announced, O0Chex dRaerne notfs SlarneButithe actudl dtudge r : St ud

a |little more, well, complicated. o Trinko w
regarded among his peers to check on the quality of the Australian study. Here is what

she found:

In anarticle published on Public Discourse, University of Texas at Austin
professor Mark Regnerus takes i ssue with
typically the Achilles Heel of scientific research.]

152 stott, Our Social & Sexual Revolutipp. 207.
¥stanton L.-S&an &g FirstiiSrggrebruary 2012, p. 32.
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The study, conducted by researchers at the UntyasEMelbourne in

Australia, f oun d-sexfhnaliesséoedhbettedonan i n s ame
number of key measures of physical health and socialbeellg than kids

from the gener al p oaptiicldwetteri by aneaftheaec cor di ng t
researchers on The Conversation.

But the sample surveyed in the studiypseto participate. The Melbourne
researchers didnoét r ans&kocomllegtheyel ect t he fi
found, after checking for sufficient regional/income/educational diversity.

Instead, they advertised the studsnd couples found the researchers, not

vice versa. Furthermore, the couples then reported on how their children

werei and no otside party facthecked those results, or evaluated the

children independently.

Talking about the couples who patrticipated in the study, Regnerus sounds
this note of caution:

[Plarticipantd par ent s reporting &dealiwellt heir chil
awareof the political import of the study topic, and an unknown number

of them certainly signed up for that very reason. As a result, it seems

unwise to trust their seleports, given the high risk é6ocial desirability

bias 06 or the tendency to portray onesel f (
than they actually are.

Ulti mately, Regnerus argues, this studyods
the results arendeconctudes:h taking seriously
Until social scientists decide to do the difficult, expensive work of locating

samesex attracted parents (however defined) thraagldom,

populationbased sampling strategi@pp r ef er ably ones that do n
awayo t he pr i toa(s)wpfriord, asthis stutly] didwee s

simply cannot know whether claims I|ike #@n
heal thier thano are true, valid, and on t

It should come as no surprise the news media trumpeted a study with these
findings. Unfortunatky for readers, flawed reporting on a flawed study
does a disservice to everyohé.

Contrast the precedirrgsearchhat did not follow established social science practice

with the following that has employed sound and veslablished social science

methalology. One of the crucial questions asked by those who want to allow a child to

be adopted is how stable is the parentsod rel
homosexual relationships are not stable. Further, Jones cites one study that found that

Katrina Trinko, fAThat SSexPdrgntsFdreoBetien? greal ithd MedisMiettdan S a me
Few Det ahtp:/&dail@ignal.cam/2014/07/10/studhowingkids-sexparentsfare-betteryeah

medialeft-

details/?utm_source=heritagefoundation&utm medium=email&utm term=headline&utm content=140712
&utm_campaign=saturdgiccessed 07/12/2014)
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over a fiveyear period, 7 percent of married heterosexual couples broke

up, compared with 14 percent of cohabiting male couples and 16 percent

of cohabiting lesbian couples. They also summarize, without mentioning

specific numbers, a more representasitely from Norway and Sweden,

which have sanctioned saraex partnerships since the 1990s, reporting

Athat the rate of dissolution within five
higher among samsex partnerships than among heterosexual marriages,

withles bi an couples having the highest rates
rendering underplays the magnitude of the actual findings, which was that

gay male relationships are 50 percent more likely to break up than

heterosexual marriages, while lesbian relationshipsl67 percent more

likely to break up than heterosexual marriafjés.

The homosexual tendency toward promiscuity and lack of commitment does not appear
to be stemmed bjsamesex marriag®. A growing number of homosexual couples who

have f ma rtesithatgedmifisamesextmarriag® are already beginning to
divorce. The Associated Press has uncovered the following developments.

Supporters of Coloradods new civil uni on
declaring a sameex divorce final means gay coupfearried in other
states can legally terminate their relationships in Colorado without
uprooting their lives.

Juli Yim and Lorelei Jones wed in Massachusetts in 2009, where same
sex marriage is legal. Yim said that relationship went sour and she found
a new partner in Coloraéo.

Gay rights advocates said other states also grant divorces to gay couples
who were married elsewhere, but some requirgtae residency to
di ssolve the relationshipée.

Yi mdbs was among sevenggthefsssted uti on cases
months the new law was in effect. The other six are pertdfing.

Another important question pertaining to the adoption of children by homosexuals

concerns whethehe childreraremore likely to become homaseals in such a

relationship. Jonespoints toa small but statistichl significant trend showing that

children being raised in homosexuaéx househol

attraction from 2 pfeldincreasdis stilla sifabje efleat e nt éa f o u
statisticaly .°6

®jones,SdiSa%nei ence, 0 p. 32.

A First gay di v o, Gayeoufles maried izathdr states cab edaky terminate their
rel ationships her ReporterRdradd, ON3LAD . At ed Press,
“"Jones ,SdiSa%ei ence, 0 p. 32.
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Further, while these data provide useful information, they do not include the substantial
amount of research that conclusively shows that children do best with two parents of
opposite gender. The most careful and sound studies consistently disatad@ldren

need the unique qualities a mom and dad each bring to the nurturing family. Until

recently homosexual activists have countered that these studies compared and contrasted
children with a married mother and father with children from divorcedds and have

said that it is better in homosexual homes. The following landmark Bjustyciologist

Mark Regneruslestroys that argument.

Carefulresearch revealshat many observers have feared concerning children raised in
homosexual households. BeSprigg reports that

In a historic study of children raised by homosexual parents, sociologist

Mark Regnerus of the University of Texas at Austin has overturned the

conventional academic wisdom that such children suffer no disadvantages

when compareddtchildren raised by their married mother and fatideist

published in the journgocial Science Researdhe most careful,

rigorous, and methodologically sound study ever conducted on this issue

found numerous and significant differences between tesgs with

the outcomes for children of homosexual s
word) in almost every categoty?

Sprigg cites the following significant differences between the two groups ofexhildr
The designation LM refers to children of LesbMnthers, and GF refers to children of
fiGayo Fathers.

Compared with children raised by thaitactmarried biological parents
(IBF), children of homosexual parents (LM and GF):

1 Are muchmore likely to have received welfare (IBF 17%; LM
69%; GF 57%)

Havelower educational attainment

Report less safety and security in their family of origin

Repot mor e ongoi ngfromtheirgantlyiofoegini mpact o
Are more likely to suffer from depression

Have been arrested more often

= =/ =4 = -4 -

If they are femalehave had me sexual partnedsboth maleand
female

peter Sprigg, fANew Study On Homoséxual Parents Tops
http://www.frc.org/issuebrief/nevstudyon-homosexuaparentstopsall-previousresearch(Accessed
07/06/2014)
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Thehi gh mat he mat statistidal signffiGeamoevasnbre o f

difficulttoreach®6r t he chi | driethisstufly bécgusey f at her s o

there were fewer of them. The following, however, are some additional
areas in which the children ¢ésbian mother¢who represented 71% of
all the children with homosexual parents in this study) differed from the
IBF children, in ways that were statistically significant in both a direct
comparison and with controls. Childref lesbian mothers:

Are more likely to be currently cohabiting
Are almost 4 times more likely to be currently on public assistance
Are less likely to be currently employed ftiline

Are more than 3 times more likely to be unemployed

= == =2 4 =

Are nearly 4 times nre likely to identify as somethingther than
entirely heterosexual

1 Are 3times as likely to have had an affair while married or
cohabiting

1 Are an astonishin@0times more likely to have be&touched
sexually by a parent or other adult caregiwer.

1 Arenaarlyd t i mes as | ipkysitalyfotcedtohave been
have sex against their will

T Aremor e | i kel y t oproblems elatéddotttea c h ment 0
ability to depend on others

Use marijuana more frequently
Smoke more frequently

1
1
1 Watch TV for long periods nre frequently
1

Have more often pled guilty to a nomnor offense

When comparing children of homosexuals with children of married

biological parents, the differences in sexudligxperiences of sexual

abuse, number of sexual partners, and homosexualgselnd

experiences among the children themsévegre among the most

striking. While not all of the findings mentioned below have the same

|l evel of #Astatistical significanceo as
important.

At one time, defenders of homexual parents not only argued that their

children do fine on psychological and developmental measures, but they
also said that children of homosexual s
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children of heterosexuals. That claim will be impossible to maimtai

light of this study. It found that children of homosexual fathers are nearly
3 times as likely, and children of lesbian mothers are nearly 4 times as
likely, to identify as something other than entirely heterosexual. Children
of lesbian mothers af&% more likely, and children of homosexual
fathers are 3 times more likely, to be currently in a saexeromantic
relationship:>®

Spri gg c ohe articlasbyeMarks®énd Regnerus have completely changed the

playing field for debates about homoselqpare nt s, 0 g andsamesexri | i es, 0

6 mar r The mghsthatchlr en of h o mo s exdifferénbfrpnaathernt s ar e
chil dr en n@hnad fredbéing eaised by homosexual parents have been
shattered forever. o

These and the anecdotaitd should be shown to our state and federal legislators. They

should be urged to change adoption laws to permit adoption agencies to allow only

carefully screened heterosexual parents to adopt children and especially to permit faith

based adoption institions to operate according to their moral, especially Biblical,

standard. The Roman Catholic adoption agencies in Massachusetts, which were forced to
close rather than function contrary to Godos
continue their previas excellent work placing children in homes where the children will

thrive.

Janet Levy adds more.

Extensive studies on child development over several decades affirm that
the traditional family with one mother and one father is the best
environment foraising children and promoting appropriate gender
identity and heterosexuality. In a recent extensively referenced article
posted on their websitev(vw.americancollegeofpediatricians.prthe
American College of Pediatricians (ACPEDS) cites the intuitive finding
which supports the participation of both mothers and fathers in parenting

“peter Sprigg, i Nkeuva | S tPuadrye nQns Hroonposs eA | | Previous Resea
%) oren Mar«ex m@®raemeti ng and childrends outcomes: A cl
Psychol ogi cal Associ at i on 6 SocialrSciende Researdtbl d1slbsueadn and gay
(July 2012) pp. 735751; online athttp://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0049089X12000580

Commenting on Marksdé6 study Spr i ggawndemwwiihtheRegnertsan i mpor t
study (by Loren Marks, Louisiana State University) analyzes the 59 previous studies cited in a 2005 policy

brief on homosexual parents by the American Psychol oc¢
APAOGs cl| ai m terstady has found ahildrereof Issbiam grigay parents to be disadvantaged in

any significant respect relative to children of heter
the 59 studies cited by the APA even iiet APA's own standards y proftid[ing] evidence of statistical

power . 0 As Marks so carefully document s, A N] ot one ¢

compares a large, random, representative sample of leshian or gay parents and their children with a large,
random,rer esent ati ve sample of married parents and their
Homosexual Parents Tops Al Previous Research. o
¥'peter Sprigg, fANew Study On Homosexual Parents Tops
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because of their unique and qualitatively different contributions to
chil drenbés overall devel opment

Accordng t o the ACPEDS article, the fAiPsychol
development has always recognized the critical role that mothers play in

the healthy development of children. More recent research reveals that

when fathers are absent, children suffer as wetls@iithout fathers

perform more poorly in school, are more likely to be sexually active and

become pregnant as teenagers. Boys without fathers have higher rates of
delinquency, violence, and aggression. o

The ACPEDS article goes on to cite researchamdsexual parenting

that reveals that children reared in homosexual households are more likely

to experience sexual identity confusion and engage in risky sexual

behavior. In a reviewf nine studies on the development of sexual

orientation in childhood, D Trayce Hansen found that children in

homosexual households were seven times more likely to identify as a
homosexual. Dr. Hansen affirms that sexua
| ear ned o -hetebsexudl patentsweuld be more accepting of

homogxual behavior than heterosexual paréfits.

A striking study from Canada by economist Douglas Allen yields very valuable results.

It is valuable first because of the strength of its research method. Contrary to most social
science studieim this area ofesearchthis one is from the economic literature), it was
based on a large (20% of the 2006 Canadian census) and randomized samgle.
Christopher Rosik, Ph.2xplains first the significance #f1 | eese@rshdesigri® and
then the si gmsfindinggance of All eno

Such a large and random sample that is able to distinguishssame
couples is critical for a number of reasordlen observes that the
literature on child development in saisex households is lacking on
several grounds:

First, the resarch is characterized by levels of advocacy, policy
endorsement, and awareness of political consequences that is
disproportionate with the strength and substance of the preliminary
empirical findings.Second, the literature generally utilizes measures of

¥23anet Levy, AEXx GlaysiPvepabahda&mce or
http://www.familysecuritymatters.org/publications/id.5757/pub_detail(Aspessed 4/12/15)

183 B sure to consider carefully the significance of tleeaech plan and use that understanding to
evaluate other social science studies, for many of them are so inadequate that they are useless. This
common characteristic of social science research extends to studies in the field of educatidn,évhese

heardsome university professolamentt hat fA95% of the research in the fie
paper it 0 swhietheyrate erdloulntadly gpeaking in nonliteral terms, in my reading of a

voluminous amount of literature in the field ofeduci on, |1 6d have to say that whil
may wel | by hyperbol e, itds stating an i mportant trut
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child and family performance that are not easily verifiable by third party

replication, which vary from one study to another in ways that make

comparisons difficult, and which differ substantially from measures

standardly used in other family studies. Budst important, almost all of

the literature on samsex parenting (which almost always means lesbian

parenting) is based on some combination of weak empirical designs, small

bi ased convenience samples, fAsnowballing,

A P o we r 9contert is & statistical term for the ability of a test to

identify actual differencesWith small sample sizes, only the largest of

differences can be detected and there is a very real risk that many

significant differences will be missedhis creats a serious bias in the

direction of the nArMd | ckinfofsemrernd eswd odo b3l 4
on samesex parenting found almost all to be ramdom designs and

only two had sample sizes larger than 5Many of these studies had

samples sizes betgn 3660. To place this issue in proper context, Allen

noted that to properly test any hypothesis regarding gay parenting, a

sample size of at least 800 isnecessamhh e aut hor concludes, AA
of the samesex parenting literature inevitably leadsthe conclusion that

it is a collection of exploratory studies
All ends use of the Canada census data all

for many variables whose influences heretofore could not be clearly
discerned.These include controls for parentarital status, family

mobility (i.e., recent change in residence), child school attendance, and
parental educationThe study was also able to distinguish between gay
and lesbian families and evaluate differences in gender between parents
and children. Tis high level of analytical resolution constitutes a large
step forward in the advancement of the s&epeparenting literature.

éthe results on high school graduation r a
in both gay and lesbian households struggle comparekildren from

opposite sex married households.general, it appears that these children

are only about 65% as likely to graduate from high school compared to the

[married oppositesex] control group a difference that holds whether

conditioned on camols or not. When the households are broken down by

child gender it appears that daughters are struggling more than sons, and

that daughters of gay [male] parents have strikingly low graduation rates.

The latter conclusions are worthy of greater clabBgause they are the

first findings that can really address the effects of fatherlessness or
motherlessness on boys and girls in saeehouseholdsThese data

indicate that the specific gender mix of a sesag household makes a

Adr amat i ¢ nthe dsgodation with ehdd graduation. Girls in
lesbian households were only 45% as likely to graduate compared to girls
from homes with both a mother and a fathigliore strikingly, girls from

gay male households were only 15% as likely to graduatelssrgm an
oppositesex householdA parallel comparison for boys in lesbian



households found them to be 76% as likely to graduate as their male peers
in oppositesex householdskinally, boys in gay male households were
found to be 61% more likely [graduate than boys in opposgex

households However, Allen added that the results for boys, unlike those
for girls, were not statistically significaft’

Mark Regnerus comments on the Allen study:
Three key findings stood out to Allen:

children of maried oppositesex families have a high graduation rate
compared to the others; children of lesbian families have a very low
graduation rate compared to the others; and the other four types [common
law, gay, single mother, single father] are similar to edhbr and lie in
between the married/lesbian extremes.

Employing regression models and series of control variables, Allen
concludes that the substandard performaacaotbe attributed to lower
school attendance or the more modest education of gay @rigsdrents.
Indeed, samsex parents were characterized by higher levels of education,
and their children were more likely to be enrolled in school than even
those of married, oppos#eex couples. And yet their children are notably
more likely to lag irfinishing their own schooling.

The same is true of the youaglult children of common law parents, as

well as single mothers and single fathers, highlighting howdittléaen

you lean on large, highuality sampled the data have actually changed

over the pat few decades. The intact, married mothedfather

household remains the gold standard for c
school. What is surprising in the Canadian data is the revelation that

| esbian couplesdé childrenodeafred worse, on
single parents.

The truly unigue aspect of All enbs study,
distinguish gendespecific effects of samgex households on children. He
writes:

the particular gender mix of a sarsex household has a dramatic
difference n the association with child graduation. Consider the case of
girls. . . . Regardless of the controls and whether or not girls are currently
living in a gay or lesbian household, the odds of graduating from high
school are considerably lower than any oti@usehold type. Indeed, girls

¥4Chr i st oph e r-SeRPasentikg andHRla Suleddiaduation Rate§ he 6 no cdanfrd er ence 6
of mental health associations is failing ttest of better researchbttp://www.narth.com/#!ss
parenting/clehyAccessed 4/12/15)
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living in gay households are only 15 percent as likely to graduate
compared to girls from opposite sex married homes.

Thus although the children of sarsex couples fare worse overall, the

disparity is unequally shared, bstinstead based on the combination of

the gender of child and gender of parents. Boys fare Hetibat is,

theyodore more | i kel y dtngayhauserolddthani shed hi gh
in lesbian households. For girls, the opposite is true. Thus the study

underm nes not only c¢claims about fAno differe
moms and dads are interchangeabld.e y 6.r e no't

Every study has its limitations, and this one does too. It is unable to track
the household history of children. Nor is it able to esthlihe

circumstances of the birth of the children whose education is evaduated
that is, were they the product of a heterosexual union, adopted, or born via
surrogate or assisted reproductive technology? Finally, the census did not
distinguish between mardeand common law gay and lesbian coupfes.

Anecdotal accounts put flesh on the numbers.

The numbers are intellectually compelling. Anecdotal accounts that engage the heart
flesh out the numbers and show what actually occurs in life situationgist one
exampleDawn Stefanowicz renders a gripping account inifiterviews speechesnd

in hermoving book,Out from Under: The Impact of Homosexual Parentingvhich she
vividly describesvhat it was like growing up with a homosexual father and &itprs

in a homecharacterized by secrecy, conflict, confusion and atiise

Dawn recounts that as a child she was at high risk of contagious sexually transmitted
diseases as a result of sexual molestaasm(ll be seen furthenost homosexuals are
acdually bisexualland the high risk sexual behaviors of her father and his multiple
partners. The Canadiahared her personal story and s&and opposingsamesex
marriag® in a statement at a pfamily rally in Otawa on Parliament Hill The Catholic
News Agency reported her statement as follows.

Her father, who was molested by older males as a child, lived with
depression, control issues, anger outbursts, suicidal tendencies and sexual
compulsions. He died of AIDS in 1991.

Stefanowicz, who cared éply for her father, noted that growing up in a

gay househole@ x p o s e dbathheuse sexpcrofisessing, sodomy,

pornography, gay nudity, lesbianism, bisexuality, minor recruitment,

voyeuri sm, andnealdidbi i Samomasodhism s ai d, A

¥Mar k Re d\Marmied Mom arid Dad Really Do Matter: New Evidence from Canadla T h e
Witherspoon Instute, Public Discourséattp://www.thepublicdiscourse.com/2013/10/1099%&Zcessed
4/13/15)

%6 More information can be obtainedt D a wn 6 shttpWeviw.dawingteéanowicz.org/
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was alluded to and aspects demonstrated. Alcohol and drugs were often

contributing factors to lower inhibiten i n my f at her ' s rel ati

After two decades of exposure to these behaviors, she became insecure,
depressed, suicidal and confused overomer sexuality.

Al did not see the value of biological

and female or think about marriage. | made vows to never have children
since | had not grown up in a safe, sacrificial, clodghtered home
environment, 0 she said.

fil can tell you that | suffered long term in this situation and this has been

professionally documented é | witnessed

suffered severely as well € My gender
and peer relationships were afiea . 0

According to Stefanowicz, children should not bejscted to such an

e nvi r o Bamesextmarriage will put the human rights of the
individual in a higher place than what is best for society, families and
especially childrem.

Stefanowicz says hexperience is not that uncommon. She said research
and personal testimonies indicate that children do best with both a mother

on

CO

t
de

and a father in a |ifelong marriage bond.

monogamous parents who have no extramarital sexual pafaeesital
promiscuity, abuse and divorce are not good for children.

AChil dren need consistent appropriate
of emotional intimacy that are not sexualized in the home and
community, o0 she wrote.

In addition, legalized sarreexmar r i age wi | | provide fia
entranceway of indoctrination, desensitization, personal and political

recruitment of our vulnerable children by some gay activists within our

schools while silencing all students who oppose the gay agenda.

A We laraobligation, for the sake of our children, to speak freely and to

di

bou

r

direct the | aws ¥f our |l and, O she wrote.

Now hear from a person raised by a lesbian. Katy Faust, offers more for us to increase
our understanding of homosexual parenting and its eféectse children and the society.
The capti on of Tdkeéitdronotheiadult child bf a toving Hag paierst:
redefining marriage promotes a family structure in which children soffer.

Shesummarizes her story in a letter she ¢ertd. S Supreme Court Justice Anthony M.

Kennedy, frequently considered tJoneb0& a fiswin

decision the couret for its decisioon sanes e x i ma With well-pfermed facts

%http://www.catholicnewsagency.com/news/woman_raised_in_homosexual_household_speaks_against_s
amesex_marriag€Accessed 11/21/14)
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and heartugging experience, Kagonstrictedthe following well written letter that also
provides a good model for others in writing to government officibtgiote mat but not

all of it to provideinsight into the realities of being raised in a homosexual household and
their effects on thendividuals involved and the broader society.

Dear Justice Kennedy,

June is nigh, and with it will come your ruling on the most contentious
political issue of our time: marriage.

| write becausé am one of many children with gay parents who believe
we shold protect marriagd.believe you were right when, during the

Proposition 8 deliberations, y-ou said
sex parent s i s i mpyd thiskmetefiong | 6 d | i ke t
marriage would actually serve to strip thebgdren of their most

fundamental rights.

ltdéds very difficult to speak about thi
Most of us children with gay parents do. We also love their partner(s).

You dondét hear much from us because, a
itdéds i mpossible that we could both | ov
marriageMany ar e of the opinion | should n

the only one.
This debate, at its core, is about one thing.
|l tds about children.

The definition of marrige should have nothing to do with lessening
emotional suffering within the homosexual community. If the Supreme
Court were able to make rulings to affect feelings, racism would have
ended fifty years ago. Nor is this issue primarily about the florist, the
baker, or the candlestiakaker, though the very real impact on those
private citizens is welpublicized. The Supreme Court has no business
involving itself in romance or interpersonal relationships. | hope very
much that your ruling in June will be dedadf any such consideration.

Government Should Promote the Welbeing of Children

Children are the reason government has any stake in this discussion at all.
Congress was spot on in 1996 when it passed the Defense of Marriage
Act, stating

At bottom, civil society has an interest in maintaining and protecting the
institution of heterosexual marriage because it has a deep and abiding
interest in enauraging responsible procreation and chédring. Simply

put, government has an interest in marriage because it has an interest in
children.
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There is no difference between the value and worth of heterosexual and
homosexual persons. We déserve equalrptection and opportunity in
academe, housing, employment, and medical care, because we are all
humans created in the image of God.

However, when it comes to procreation and chadring, samasex
couples and opposigex couples are wholly unequal andwld be
treated differently for the sake of the children.

When two adults who cannot procreate want to raise children together,

where do those babies come from? Each child is conceived by a mother

and a father to whom that child has a natural rigtiten achild is placed

in a samesexheaded household, she will miss out on at least one critical

parental relationship and a vital diggnder influence. The nature of the

adul tsdéd union guarantees thi-mty Whet her by
reproductionf he adul ts in this scenario satisfy
the child bears the most significant cost: missing out on one or more of her

biological parents.

Making policy that intentionally deprives children of their fundamental
rights is somethinghtat we should not endorse, incentivize, or promote.

The Voices of the Children

When you emphasized how important the voices of children with gay

parents are, you probably anticipated a different response. You might have

expected that the children of saisx unions would have nothing but

gl owing things to say about how their fan
Perhaps you expected them to tell you thabtiig scar on their otherwise

idyllic life is that their two moms or two dads could not be legally

married. If the children of these unions were all happy and-adlisted,

it would make it easier for you to deliver the fgelod ruling that would

be so popular.

| identify with the instinct of those children to be protective of their gay

parent. Infacgt | 6 ve done it myself. I remember h
my speech: Al dm so happy that my parents
know all of you wonderful women. o | quaff
accolades. The women i n ymyatunmywrmyher 6s cir cl
worldliness. | said it over and over, and with every refrain my

performance improved. It was what all the adults in my life wanted to

hear. | could have been the public service announcement for gay

parenting.

| cringe when I think ofitnowp ecause it was a | ie. My par
has been the most traumatic event in my theight years of life. While |

did I ove my motherdéds partner and friends,

of them to have my mom and my dad loving me under the sameTtosf.
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should come as no surprise to anyone who is willing to remove the
politically correct lens that we all seem to have over our eyes.

Kids want their mother and father to love them, and to love each other. |
have no bitterness toward either of my pare@ts the contrary, | am
grateful for a close relationship with them both and for the role they play
i n my c¢hil diowngrysparénis and maokingRutically at the
impact of family breakdown are not mutually exclusive.

Now that | am a parentskee clearly the beautiful differences my husband

and | bring to our family. | see the wholeness and health that my children

receive because they have both of their parents living with and loving

them. | see how important the role of their father is avd in@placeable

| am as their mother. We play complementary roles in their lives, and

neither of us is disposable. In fact, we are both critical.6 s al most as
Mother Nature got this whole reproduction thing exactly right.

The Missing Parent
€ This is dout themissingparent.

Talk to any child with gay parents, especially those old enough to reflect

on their experiences. If you ask a child raised by a lesbian couple if they

|l ove their two moms, youoll probably
their fater, and you are in for either painful silence, a confession ef gut
wrenching longing, or the recognition that they have a father that they

wish they could see more often. The one thing that you will not hear is
indifference.

What is your experience witthiddren who have divorced parents, or are
the offspring of thireparty reproduction, or the victims of abandonment?
Do they not care about their missing parent? Do those children claim to
have never had a sleepless night wondering why their parentshatt, w
they look like, or if they love their child? Of course not. We are made to
know, and be known by, both of our parents. When one is absent, that
absence leaves a lifelong gaping wound.

The opposition will clamor on about studies where the researchers
concluded that childreninsansee x househol ds all egedly
better! o than those from intact biolo
methodological problemsith such studies andst think for a moment.

If it is undisputed social science that children suffer greatly when they are
abandoned by their biological parents, when their parents divorce, when

one parent dies, or when they are decmmceived, then how canbe

possible that they are miraculously t
insamesexheaded households? Every child r
At wo dadso came to that household via
methods. Does being raised under the @wmiraculously wipe away all
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the negative effects and pain surrounding the loss and daily deprivation of
one or both parentshe more likely explanation is that researchers are
feeling the same pressure as the rest of us feel to prove that they love thei
gay friends.

Children Have the Right to Be Loved by Their Mother and Father

Like most Americans, | am for adults having the freedom to live as they

pleasel unequivocally oppose criminalizing gay relationships. But

defining marriage correctly criminaBzs not hi ng. And the goverr
interest in marriage is about the children that only Aiedeale

relationships can produce. Redefining marriage redefines parenthood. It

moves us wel |l beyond our dAlive and I et |
where our socigtpromotes a family structure where children

will alwayssuffer loss. It will be our policy, stamped and sealed by the

most powerful of governmental institutions, that these children will have

their right to be known and loved by their mother and/or fagtrgsped

from them ineveryinstance. In samsexheaded households, tHesires

of the adults trump theghts of the child.

Have we really arrived at a time when we are considering
institutionalizing the strippwlang of a chi
father in order to validate the emotions of adults?

Justice Kennedy, | have long admired your consistency when ruling on the

well-being of children, and | implore you to stay the course. | truly believe

you are invested in the equal protection otdikzens, and it is your sworn

duty to uphold that protection for the most vulnerable among us. The

bonds with oneds natur abDonptdaimayt s deserve

to the false narrative that adult feeling
onus must be on adults to conform to the needs of children, not the other
way around.

This is not about beinggainstanyone This is about what | am for. | am

for children! | want all children to have the love of their mother and their
father. Being for ciidren also makes nmfer LGBT youth. They deserve

all the physical, social, and emotional benefits of being raised by their
mother and father as well. But | fear that, in the case before you, we are at
the mercy of loud, organized, wdlinded adults whodve nearly

everyone in this country running scared.

Six adult children of gay parents are willing to stand against the bluster of
the gay lobby and submit amicus briefs for your consideration in this case.
| ask that you please read them. We are justiphaf the iceberg of

children currently being raised in gay househéId§®

Katy Faust, fDear Justice Kennedy: An Open Letter f|
Discourse, February 2, 201&tp://www.thepublicdiscarse.com/2015/02/1437QAccessed 4/16/15)

114


http://www.thepublicdiscourse.com/2015/02/14370/

The lifestyle of homosexuals is extremely unhealthy for themselves and
others, including society.

As wedOve seen above, the context imwsinwhich ho
alifestyle thatis extremelyunhealthy physically, emotionally, relationally, and

spiritually. What kind of model is that for children to use in their own adult lives? Keep
in mind that homosexuals are very promiscuadaving multiple sex paners is one of

two main reasons for the high rate of HIV infection among homosexual men. The other
is the practice of anal intercourse, which facilitates the spread of suchnfecion

much more and more eastlyan vaginal intercourseé?eter Spriggand Timothy Dailey

point to an article ithe prestigioutNew England Journal of Medicinene of the authors

of which was Julie Louise Gerberding, who becdrector of the Centers for Disease
Control TheJournalarticlediscloses that unprotected rptige anal intercourse is at

least five times and as much as 64 times more dangerous than vaginal intéfourse.

Other research reveals that as a group, practicing homosexuals account for a significantly
disproportionate number of casaghe ongoing epigimicof sexually transmitted

diseasesa finding that occursot onlyin the United Statelsut also internationally

Citing CDC reports, Sprigg and Dailey highlight the scientific awareness that

homosexuals with STDs are two to five times more likelyabamly acquire but also to

spread HIV.The CDC attributes these high numbers to the tendency for men who have

sex with men to have large numbers of anonymous sex partners, a phenomenon that tends
to speed and extend transmission of STBs.

According to he homosexual newspap@ashington Bladdi & San Francisco study of

Gay and bisexual men revealed that HPV [Human Papillomavirus] infection was almost

universal arong HIV-positive men, and th&0% of HIV-negative men carried

HPV.®'"! A reportby Dr. Andew Grulichat the Fourth International AIDS Malignancy

Conference at the National Institutes of Hediftloe d t hat @A moawdl i nst ance
cancer are caused by a cancer causing strain of HPV threagptive anal intercourse.

HPV infects over 90 peent of HIV-positive gay men and 65 percent of Hiiégative

gay men, according t ¢ RobertJ.mhne mritiogfonthee c ent st u

189 Getting It Straight: What the Research Shows about HomosexRsitgr Sprigg and Timothy Dailey,

Co-Editors (Washington: Family Research Council, 2004) 7272. This wellresearched andvritten

book isavailable online at the Family Research Council Web kitp://www.frc.org The article

referencedidi t c hel | H. Kat z, M. D. and Julie Louise Gerberd
People Exposed to the Human Immadeficiency Virus through Sexual Contact or Injeciibn ug Us e, 0

The New England Journal of MediciB86, no. 15 (April 10, 1997), 1097.

10 5prigg and Dailey, pp. 823.

" Dailey, p. 5.

"pailey, p. 5. S aperidaivgredaantde EfhdritetngtionaAlDS Malignarfcyp

Conference at the National Institutes of Health reported that homosexual métiWitha v e -falda 3 7

increase inanalcancer,d401 d i ncrease in Hodgkinds 2d/ifollease (cancei
increase in carer of the testicles,andaZ50 1 d i ncr e a s @ettingit Straigipt: Whatthec e r . 6 0

Research Shows about Homosexuafity. 7071. The paper they cite was reported in the arficket udi e s
Point to | ncr eas e @heRashikgoBladé(Jurer?,2000) Aaailable at:, 0
www.washblade.com/health/000602hihey also referend@ei c hard A. Zmuda, ARising Ra
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GLMA Web site by and for homosexuals warns that HPV causes warts and can lead to

anal cancer. Further, he repos  rebuaréncesiof the warts are very common, and the

rate at which the infection can be spread between partners is very Highe London
basednternational organization NAMrom their National AIDS Manual)s an HIV
informationagency that stas,in Si nce 1993 cervical amancer has
AIDS-defining illnessh andfi H P, i the underlying cause of cervical canckrfection

with HPV is very common and is quite widespread amongst women wittoHitv.

Sprigg and Bailey cite a largeDC study that reveals the same results. In the study
ficonducted in sexually transmitted disease (STD) clinics in five major U.S. cities,
researchers found the rate of new HIV infections among men who have sex with men
(MSM) to be nine times higher than ang women and heterosexual ni&fr. They also
report that while anal cancer, a potemyidhtal form of cancer, is relatively rare in the
general population, it soars for men who have sex with men, and it doubles again for
those who are HIV positive, resmginarateir oughl y ten tcumemts hi gher
rate of cervical cance@raccording tdDr. Joel Palefsky, a leading expert in the field of

anal cancet’® Janet Levy, contributing editor familySecurityMatters.orgeports that

a 020 0lythe W.S1 Ganters for Disease Control estimated that men who have sex
with men are 50 times more likely to contract HIV than are heterosexuad'fien.

Statistics from thé).S. Food and Drug Administratia@re instructive.Peter LaBarbera,
president othe rational organizationimericans for Truthwrites

The FDAsays thafhomosexual men] are, as a group, at increased risk for
HIV, Hepatitis B, and certain other infections thah be transmitted by

i nf u since h9&7they] have had a HIV prevalence that60 times
higher than the general population, 800 times higher thartifitstblood
donors, and 8,000 timesgher than repeat blood dondré.

These data should be kept imishas periodic proposals arielift the lifetime ban on
homosexuals donatybloodto allowthemto donate bloodsuch as proposal the FDA

Cancer f orCanGeaNewddegust 14, 2000). Available at:

cancerlinksusa.com/cancernews_sm/Aug2000 /081700analcancer.

"Robert J. Winn, fATen Things Gay Men Should Discuss
http://glma.org/index.cfim?fusetion=Page.viewPage&pagelD=6@8ccessed 4/10/13)

Y hitp://www.aidsmap.com/cms1044649.a¢pAc cessed 07/ 05/ 10) . See also Wit
Bisexuals Should Discuss with Their Healthcare Provider.
http://glma.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=Page.ViewPage&PagelD=([A&&ssed 4/11/13) See also Sprigg

and Dailey, p. 76.

17 Sprigg and Dailey, p. 70The results of the studyei cite are publishedinNew CDC Studi es Shed
Light on Factors Underlying High HIV Infection Rates
Release (July 9, 2002).

% 5prigg and Dailey, p. 83.

"jJanet Levy, fAExclusive: Tolerance or Gay Propaganda
http://www.familysecuritymatters.org/publications/id.5757/pub_detailiAspessed 4/12/15)

178 James Brown, One News Notattp://www.onenewsnow.com/Culture/Default.aspx?id=77432

(Accessed 08/25/08)
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disclosed in December 2014 that it favbisIn the light of the above would you want to
receivea transfusion ofheir blood?

It is important to be vigilant and to encourage others tolsssvell concerning the
pressure that homosexual activists are exerting to overturn the ban on homosexuals
donating blood. An Associated Press report explains more.

The U. S. gayights movement has achieved many victories in recent

year® on marriagemilitary service and other fronts. Yet one vestige of

an earlier, more wary ear, remains firmly in place: thg&fold

nati onwide ban on blood donations by
activists are iIimpatient at likehate pr osp
extend over several years with an un
worried about is that] the ban Aperp
bi sexual men are dangerous to public
Gay Mends Heal t hba€dnonprofisengaged iNAIDS Yor k
prevention and care]e.

The FDA [with attention to political correctness] says its policy is not

intended as a judgment on donordés sexual
on the documented risk of blood infections, suchlBs associated with

maleto-male sex.

According to the FDA, men who have had sex with other men represent
about 2 percent of the U.S. population, yet accounted for at least 61
percent of all new HIV infections in the U.S. in 20£0.

Under the new propokd is argued that screening has improved since the ban was
implemented in the 1980s when people were dying of HIV/AIDS due to becoming
infected from blood transfusions, one of whom wasigrightmember of the church my
family and | served in Chicagdne stipulation of the proposal would be that the
screening would remain in effect and MSM could not donate if they had sexual contact
with another man in the preceding 12 moritfisin social science seteport is

considered questionable and low in trustivimess. Yet, ére is where Biblical

anthropology, which discloses its realistic view of human nature helps in such decision
making. Since allpeopghave sinned and fab(Romafsort of t h
3:23),andsincea s w e 0 homossxmlsane,extremely promiscuousjs naive to
assume MSM will tell the truth as to their sexual activity inthe lastyedrey don 6t
even tell each other!

HU.S. moves to end ban on bl oo dRepoderHerald, Detesnbedsy gay me.
24, 2014, 6A.

Wpavid Crary, fADespilto@dprdenourse enfdanm edepoedlh eb Associ a
Herald, 09/16/13, p. B7.
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Another reason that Hl\hfection is high among homosexuals is that the truth about one

being infecteds not always told.A great danger in homosexual practice is that those
who engage in such activity typically fail to let their sex partners know they may or in

fact have HIV!® In spite of the fact that failing to inform a homosexual partner that one

is HIV positive is a felonya significant percentag#o not do so prior to having seXhe

failure takes place both in negleg to disclose the infection and in lying about it. In the

latter case the truth comes out oafter the sex has occurred, thtensmitting the

infection to the partnef® It is not surprisinghat truth and trust are lacking and replaced

by lieswhen engging in sin for suchas come from Satan, the father of li@d®@hn 8:44
Romans 1:182) A contemporary example, one @imutitude ofothers, follows:2*

In the summer of 2010 Terrance Williams, 21, met a man in Syracuse; they becamg

friends, and some weeks later they began having sex. At firstiseelycondoms, but

then one night as his partner reached for one, Terrance took it from him. According

court records the partner asked four times if it would be safe for them to have

Aunprotectedo sex. Wi | | i ams ,laushe did netdell
his partner that in December of 2009 he was diagnosed as HIV positive. In Octobe
Terrance told his (unnamed in the court documents) partner that he believed he mig
HIV positive. In November the partner ended the relatigmsind in February he learng
he was HIV positive. Two months later Terrance admitted he had lied about his HI\
status, writing to the partner, fAi wa
giving you hiveéi made imys aiidggle sdi dm &stt
knowing my status but still being so deep in love with you that i wanted us to be one
personél was selfish and i was more s

led to the court case.

heal t h. o Af t er r e ahad foormgrpafmeft went 8 the pblice, whig

Terrance and his partner, without knowing or

Aid, and bought the lie that homosexuality could be considéghtito do. Consistent
with satanic deception that requerades portraying evil as good, Terrance tried to
experience the one flesh reality, which God creatdygfor a man and a woman, with
another man (as he s ai dHisspiituavllaessthasded to a
life-threateningphysicaliliness.

Di d you n ot domfusion®reanatharmiblieabsatter? Theoblemis again
due tothe satanic deception that also afflicts many peoptech hascontributed tcis
involvement in the homosexual lifestyle: the confoundindpek ard lust Satan the
great deceivehnas clouded many minds so they confuse lust with |®RexallJesué
proclamation in the Sermon onthe MouYédu have heard t hat

%2 Dailey, p. 2.

Bhttp://widget.newsinc.com/ cfvp/playlist16x9 player.html?CID=11939&WID=12810&VID=23780344

&freewheel=91062&sitsection=WXMI_hom_non_fro&external_url=http://www.fox17online.com/news/
(Accessed 08/18/12) See also Sprigg and Dailey, pfg574

BEmi |y Gr ee nphoosuistei,vefiHlody consi der ed aRefogted]| y
Herald, March 1, 2015, 4C.
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commi t aButlkell you tlyat abyone who looks at a womastiully has already
committed adultery with her in his hearttMatthew 5:2728) The original Greek word
translated lusti$ ; 1 k LeJpfi It hwhioreréers to a longing to do someththgt is
evili n  Go d.6Tée esillugithatmotivates the adtédry to whichJesuseferred
applies alsdo the lust motivatingwo men or two wometo engage in the sex God has
forbidden. That is not love.

Former homosexual and now leaderinthdieyay 06 movement, Frank Wor"
strong believer in and falver of the Lord Jesus Christ, agrees that what homosexuals

call love is not love. He observes that as a result of the new nature given by the Holy

Spirit that results in a true faith in Christ Jesus and a true conversion, then

[a]ttitudes have alsochged s o t hat what wWaosv once call e
seen as possessiveness. Thgaxcan agree with Paul, that he has been
delivered.

So there is now a new position in Christ, where thgagxis freed from
sin by the atoning blood of Jesus on the ctdss.

Hereismoreofwh at Go d 0 siiDé&sofriedds, $etaug Isve one another, for love
comed r o m (@& dotin 46/p That statement negates homosexuality being equated
with or motivated by love God does not contradict himself. Heesnot in one plae in
his Word condemn somethinggalling itt * 3,drd @ anotherlpce say it is good, much
lessgive it to the same people to whom he forbild

The love the Bible holds up as the highest form of lovg,7 ; & ¢ a paaddhe love

husbands are tawg their wives, (Ephesians &@is never linked with disobedience to

Goddbés will . Rather it is the doing of Godods
Godos wi |l IltheloveGodtequeres | 9 e isWhoevey has my, conimands

and obgs them, he is the one who loves nite who loves me will be loved by my

Father,and Itoowild ve hi m and s h @ehn MP¥kHomdsextabtyishi m. 0

in direct opposition to, and rebellion against, the will of God, as we saw in Cliapte

Some homosexuals claim to |l ove God. Il n al l
How can you say you | ove God and at the same
If the homosexual person wants to discuss the matter, by all means do so. However,

dondét all ow yourself to be dr awnlb)iHebro a host

she wonét remember so many of your argument s
about the question you raised long after your conversation &mdg.that the Hy Spirit

works in his or hemind andheart to help him or her make the changes needed to please

the Lord.

%Fran k Wo EX-GAYnFact, Braud or Fantasy?
http://www.exodusglobalalliance.org/exgayfactfraudorfantasyp49pbpessed 3/3/15)
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Failureto disclose n e 6 s b e i n gsndl an\act phogsai posiedwhéch is

characterized by concern first and foremost for the gitbeson(s) involveih any

circumstance The failure to do sm a homosexual mattés motivated by a variety of

factors including ignorance of their own condition, fear (of being tested and found
positive and of the ot éndonadwiithholdrg ofthe on) , and d
information. Sprigg and Dailey cite a survey of 3,492 young mal&2rears old in

JAMA reporting that 41% had Aunprotectedo MS
but not surprisingly, 37% of those who were Hihfected, lut did not know they are,

and1l3% ofthe HIVi nf ect ed men who did know they are,
insertive sex during the past six montffs Some homosexuals admit to deliberately

having sex to infect othef&’ Regardless of motivation, it i®aosidered in our society a

crime when a person, knowing he or she is infected with HIV, engages in any actions that

can hfect another with HIV. For examplas stated itilinois Compiled Statues

Annotated A A per son who c¢ommiHIVscommitsar@lassd!l tr ans mi
fel dy. o

HIV alsocorrelates with a significantly higher skin cancer rate. Michael J.
Silverberg a research scientist in the division of research at Kaiser Permanente,
writing for the National Cancer Instituteports AcGordingto study results,

HIV -positive patients exhibited a 2fdld higher incidence rate of basal cell
carcinom& and a 2.60old higher incidence rate of squamowdi

c ar ci manpeaed with HIVnegative patients in the same health care

BN

syst®m. o

Homosexual bedwvior is linked to a host of other dangerous disea®éan explains that

these STDs which occur in homosexual men at a high rate comprise both those for which

an effective treatment exists, such as syphilis, gonorrhea, chlamydia, pubic lice, and

others,as well as those for which no cure exists, including herpes, and the

aforementioned HPV, HIV, and hepatit®d. Some of these diseaseslude hepatitis A

and C as well as Ba very serious and lifthreatening disease)ay bowel syndromeo(

GBS, a term he Journal of the American Medical Associatioses to refer to such

Asexually transmitted gastrointestinal syndr

sprigg and Dai lreoyt,e pt.e d7& .i n |lg wpatte siuthgg communi cate th
Condoms fail frequently for many reasons and therefore do not adequately protect against the transmission

of HIV and other viruses. The JAMA article Sprigg and Dailey gisténda A. Valleroyet al . AHIV
Preval ence and Associated Ri s ksJAMA284uly I2g200d)le n Wh o Hav e
203.

187 Sprigg and Dailey, p. 73.

188 llinois Compiled Statutes Annotated, Chapter 720: Criminal Offenses; 1% 22Criminal Transmission

of HIV, Sec. 1216.2 (3) (e).

Michael J. Silverberg, fAHigher -mosnimeil aemomat is&mnmhs c@n
http://www.healio.com/hematologyncology/melanomakin-cancer/news/print/infectioudisease
news/%7B829714EB1B84FD5BAES-5ECEFFDODC2E%7D/Highenonmelanomsskin-cancefrate

found-in-HIV -positive-patients (Accessed 04/17/13)

Wi nn, ATen Things Gay Men Should Discuss with Their
http://gima.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=Page.vkage&pagelD=690Accessed 4/10/13) Winn adds that

homosexual men are at risk for prostate, testicular, and colon cancer. See also Sprigg and Dailey, p. 75.
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enteritis)'** HIV/AIDS, anal cancer, and many oth&ts.Many of the bacterial and

protozoan pathogens thaause GB%re in feces and arrive the digestive systeifnom
the mouth due to oralnal seX®® Sprigg and Dailey explain thatqxtitis and
proctocolitisare inflammations of the rectum and cotespectivelythat

cause pain, bloody rectal dischargel aectal spasmsProctitis is

associated witlsTDssuch as gonorrhea, chlamydia, herpes, and syphilis

that are widespread among homosexudlbe Sexually Transmitted

Disease Information Center of theurnal of the American Medical
Associatiorreportst h gpiroctiiis occurs prdominantly among persons

who participate®in anal intercourse. o

Enteritis, an inflammation of the small intestine, occurs when fecal material enters the

mouth. The symptoms, which make the person feel very ill, involve sdige@mfort in

the abdomen, cramps, diarrhea, fever, improper absorption of nutrients, and loss of

weight. Citing a report by the Medical Institute for Sexual Health, Sprigg and Dailey

disclose that some pathogens associated with enteritis and proct@apliar only to

besexal |y transmitted among®men who have sex v

Concerning hepatitis, the GLMA Web site by and for homosexuals admifiMeatwho
have sex with men are at an increased risk of sexually transmitted infection with the
viruses that cause the serious condition of the liver known as hepdtitese infections

can be potentially fatal, and can lead to very seriousterg issues such as liver failure
and liver canced™® The Hepatitis C virus can remain dormant in the liger30 years
before manifesting itseff” Gonorrheahistorically has been associated with genitalia,

but now it is increasingly seen in the anal area due to anal sex and in the throat due to oral
sex, and it is significantly higher in homosexual men thareterosexual malég€®

Syphilis, another lifehreatening disease, is acquired by homosexuals at a rate ten times
that (i)ggheterosexuals and is associated with a two to fivefold increesedencef

HIV.

¥1pailey, p. 8.

192 50me of the many others include condyloma acuminate, hemorrhoids, anal fistirkgtal abscess,

anal fissure, amebiasi s, anorectal trauma, shigell osi
bowel syndrome: clinip at hol ogi ¢ correlation in 260 cases, 0 by HL

Delaney, Annals of Cliniel and Laboratory Science, 1976, Vol. 6, Issue 2, pp-1B624

193 Sprigg and Dailey, p. 81.

19 Sprigg and Dailey, p. 81. They referetealth Implications Associated with Homosexugliystin:

The Medical Institute for Sexual Health, 1999), 55.

% gpriggand Dailey, p. 81 Health Implications Associated with Homosexual.

Wi nn, ATen Things Gay Men Should Discuss with Their
http://glma.org/index.cfm®keaction=Page.viewPage&pagelD=80cessed 4/10/13)

197 Sprigg and Dailey, p. 77. Theyreferericéie pat i t us C: Epi demi dMorwlgyy: Tr ans mi
and Morbidity Weekly Repor€erters for Disease Control and Prevention, 1998. Available at:
www.cdc.gov/ncidod/diseases/hepatitis /c/edu/l/default.htm.

198 5prigg and Dailey, p. 78.

199 5prigg and Dailey, p. 79.
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John Stott quoteBr. Jeffrey Satinovér explarationt hat i nf ecti ous hepat.

the risk of liver cancer, of frequently fatal rectal cancer, and of203&ar decrese in

li fe exPesSdatoarncyldso cites Thomas Schmidtods e

Aseven nonvi rnéttionawhich arearansmitied by ardl and anal

sexéhealth problems [that] are rampant in th

easily pread by promiscuity and by®" most of
er

s
Stott th e adds,arfeAmd atrff’e & odri sAd @DsSe o

KarposiSarcoma, relatively rare in most places and populations, so suddenly manifested
itself in common complications in young males with AIDS to the extent that the
American Cancer Society said that the phenomenon alerted ipigsibat a new disease

had begun. Sprigg and Dailey refereice n ni s Gabowemnantiobeshrticle in

the Journal of the American Medical Society (JAMA) tfegdorts research findings

which suggest oral sex as the primary means of transmittirigibesi sarcoma

associated herpesvir&&

As dangerous as HIV is, there is a greater danger due to its interaction with other health
factors. Jay Lewis, Managing Editorlofectious Disease Newsported on the work of
Ronald Stall, MD, professor in the depaent of behavioral and community health
sciences at the University of Pittsburgh.

Al't may be a fallacy to say that HIV is t
most damaging epidemic among gay men in t
Stall sai d. fiufdtherregideraics ecclaring ameng gay

men that are intertwining and making each other worse. This is called a

syndemic. 0

Stall cited the populatch ased Ur ban Menés Health Study.
demonstrated that at least four other epideingsbstance abuspartner

violence, depression and childhood sexual abusay be affecting this

patient population.

AWhat do these other factors have to do w
AThe anal ysis further demonstrated that n
this syndenic were also more likely to have recently engaged in-hgih

sex and/or be HIV positive. Therefore, we now have thes®corring

psychosocial conditions that are intertwined and are making each other

worse driving an infectious disease epide

200 30hn StottOur Social & Sexual Revolutipp. 207.

201 3ohn StottOur Social & Sexual Revolutipp. 207.

292 30hn StottOur Social & Sexual &olution p. 207.

23 3prigg and Dailey, p. 82.

2045 a y L A multiacetediapproach may be needed to reduce HIV risk in M&&M often face a
syndemic of psychosocial conditions that may be driving and exacerbating the HIV/AIDS epidérisc
populationo http://www.infectiousdiseasenews.com/200803/reduceMapch 2008.
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As indicated above, lesbians are also at high risk for sexually transmitted disEases.

GLMA Web site by and Ldslmans cangiveceach athemSITBsbwar n s ,
skinto-skin contact, mucus membrane contact, vaginal fluids, and menstrual bia®d.

important for sexually active lesbians to be screened for STDs by a health care

provider®® Spri gg and Dailey cite evidence showin
sexual relationshipso have just as high a ri
women to infect one anothkargely due to past sexual relations with male homosexuals,

bisexuals, and intravenous drug us8fs

If you are a pastor, or other church leader, who are reconsidering the traditional Biblical
teaching, stop, think,andpragh al | enge what youdve been told
out the sourcesln the light of what is here disclosed, is this what you want to advocate

for Godods pe o pdmdyandiothetoved dnesnvghony@od hias placed in

your care? How is tharuly loving? If you still wonder, keep reading.

Most homosexuals are bisexual.

Most homosexuals engage in sex with the other gender. Even the homosexual

newspaper, thé/ashington Bladeiciting a 1998 study in thédournal of Infectious

Diseasesrepr t ed t hat Athe studydés data confir med
most women who have sex wittomen also have had sex with méef@}’ including a

large proportion of lesbians who have sex with high risk fiieiatherineFethes

found that women win have sex with women are highly likely to report having had

sex with over 50 males throughout their lifetifié The Centers for Disease Control
fconfirms that young bisexual men ?re a 6bri

Many dangerslurk in the | esbianlifestyle.

Lesbiansare also likely to have had sex with an intravenous drug asery dangerous
practice Lesbiansvho have sex with womdmave a significantiyigher prevalence of
BV (bacterial vaginosis), hepatitis C, and Hi¥ contrasted ith control group$*! The
Bladealso records that lesbianave greater frequency of cancer d&mngher rates of
smoking, alcohol abuse, poor diet, and being overwgiglobnditions associated with

®Tonia Poteat, ATop Ten Things Lesbians Should Discu:
http://www.glma.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=Page.viewPage&pagel D&&dessed 4/10/13)

2% gprigg and Dailey, p. 85.

27 Dailey, p. 11.

28 pailey, p. 12.

29 KatherineFethersetal.,fi S e x TrarsmityednfectionsandRisk Behaviorsn WomenWho HaveSex

with Wo me ®Bexudally Transmitted Infectio@$ (2000)348 in Sprigg and Dailey, p. 84.

0pailey, p. 12.

21 gprigg and Dailey, p. 86.

#2pailey, p. 13.The Family in America: New Research, Janub®95, p4 . See also Winn, #fATe
Gay Men Should Discuss with Their Healthcare Provider
http://glma.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=Page.viewPage&pagelDE8&Eessed 4/10/13). Winnates that
homosexual men Ause tobacco adachinguneany5b pecdneirseveralt es t har
studies. Tobaccerelated health problems include lung disease and lung cancer, heart disease, high blood

pressure, and a whole host of agtherious problems.
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many serious and chronic diseases and disordensia Poe at  wleart desease isii

the leading cause of death for women. Smoking and obesity are the biggest risk factors
for heart disease among lesbiafAs. A study published itNursing Researcfound that
lesbians are three times more likely to abuse alcamlto suffer from other compulsive
behaviors including with food, codependency, sex, and mdfidyesbians and bisexual
women aresignificantlymore likely than heterosexual women to drink alcoholic
beverages more frequently and in larger quantitiesasadive times more likely to be
classified as heavy drinkef¥.

Is there any question why the federal government has banned blodbdsfi@m
homosexuald The ban in itself should be a sufficient red flag as to the dangers of this
lifestyle.

Homosexials and lesbians have a significantly higher incidence of mental health

problems, including longerm depressioranxiety,sadness;onduct disorder, nicotine

dependence, suicide ideation, suicide attengpid,nervousness to the extent of

dysfunction wih regard to the accomplishment of ordinacjivities Recent research in

the UKreported by Health24.comgvealsthat homosexuals are about 50% more likely

to suffer from depression and engage in substance &ums at all support for referring

totha | i f e st yurtker, eastiomisgadvised @gainst speculating that anti

homosexual attitudes cause them to be unhappmtally ill, or to commit suicide; the

evidence for such claims is lackiff. The homosexual lifestyle is highly stressful and

di minishes the bodydéds i mmune systfm and capa

The above studies and those which follow are only a sample of the many that yield

similar results. These studies show strong and reliable results. Their sample sizes are
typically very large, one of the means in social science research that lead to generalizable
findings with a higHevel of confidence. The findings generally fit with other known and
reliable knowledge in science, philosophy, and Biblical studies.

In sum we can see that homosexuals share many of the diseases that afflict heterosexuals

who engage in sex outside of marriage commitments. Nevertheless, it is also clear that

many of these diseases appear in homosexuals to a significantly higher degseenand

of the diseases are unique to homosexual pradiitethus see here a clear illustration

and application of t hefmenxasdabandohed paturali n Godos

3Tonia Poteat, fTop Ten Things Lesbians Should Discu:
http://www.glma.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=Page.viewPage&pagelD&€cessed 4/17/13)

2 Dailey, p. 13.

#53prigg and Dailey, p. 86. The study referenced here is Pesitrergfi St vAtEghol UseMore

Prevelenfor L e s b i TaenVBashington Bladdanuaryl2, 2001, 21

18 hitp://www.onenewsnow.com/Culture/Default.aspx?id=255@tessed 09/20/08) See also Winn,

ATen Things Gay Men Should Discuss with Their Healthec
http://glma.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=Page.viewPage&pagelDE8&Eessed 4/10/13) See also Sprigg

and Dailey, p. 89.

27 3prigg and Dailey, p. 89.

“8)ones, fiHomosexuality, the Behavioral Sciences and
undated essay, p. 5.
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relations with women and were inflamed with lust for one anotlken committel
indecent acts with other men, and received in themselves the due penalty for their
perversiord Rdmans 1:2) Moreover, heterosexual marriage partners who remain
faithful to their spouse, abstaining from sex outside of marriage, anedéhierthan
either heterosexuals and especially homosexuals who are sexually active outside of
heterosexual marital commitment.

With all this exceedingly grim health data descriptive of those who practice
homosexuality, how catiey and theitifestyle truthfully bec a | | eo@ndiingch kess
normal? Is it becoming clearer why Gadveals to us thatomosexualityst * 32U b ©
Read on.

Homosexual behavior egativelyaffects thesociety.

Wedve seen how homos e x u alollowsrthatthe practess har ms i nd
alsocounterproductig to thewellbeingof society. Her e s h o w.

It contributes to the prematudeath of those who do such acts and to the illness and
death of other$!® It therefore increasesedical costsand he society suffers the loss of
those who could contribute jobs, other services, tax revenue, and much else to their loca
state, and nainalresources and production.

Contrary to the contention of homosexual activists that they are just as responsible,
temperate,andlaa bi di ng as are heterosexuals, resear
phenomenally high r aitne eoxfc eislsl iocfi tt?Aén unga tui soenéaw
fact use of both licit drugs (such as alcohol and tobacco) as well as illicit érggs (

nonmedical psghotherapeutics, stimulargsch as amphetamines and amyl nitrate

[ A p o p,fEestasyjohplantshallucinoges and marijuana i s done with dAfar
frequencyd among homosexual me accoalingdoawo me n t h
survey done by William F. Skinner of the University of Kentutky

Thewidespreadise of drugs by homosexualsligstrated byThom Munhollandcand is

what led himto use meth and become hooked to the extent that he lost his job and home

and became abusedbysam | | ed boy Afriends. 0 A6My addic
was trying to figur e o uradightweople decawgalsvasgayl di dn o

9Hogg RS, Strathdee SA, Craib KJP, O'Shaughnessy MV, Montaner JSG, Schechter MT. Modelling the
impact of HIV disease on mortality in gay mémternational Journal of Epidemiologhy99726(3):657 61.

The authors state on the Web sitél@fInternational Journal of Epidemiologyln dur paper, we

demonstrated that in a major Canadian centre, life expectancy at age 20 years for gay and bisexual men is 8
to 21 year s | e htp/ie.dx@rdjoufnalstorg/adntent/3oVé/M99dull#E{Accessed

06/01/14)

220The Family in America: New Research, Janub®95, p. 4.

#1The Family in America: New Research, Januar9 95, p. 4. See alMeo Wi nn, f@ATen
Should Discuss with Their Healthcare Provider, 0
http://glma.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=Page.viewPage&pagelD{680c c essed 4/ 10/ 13) Wi nnd
homosexual a r Gay ménaiseasubstandesat & higleet ratdithan the general poputation S e e

also Sprigg and Dailey, p. 73.
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| didndét fit in with tthoadruggasy |l dd ewhaththought y b e c au
gay meéA do. o

Sexual intercourse with people who have had sex with another or, attoduiding drug

usersjnfected with HIV putne in jeopardyeven if the sexual encounter occurred

many years agoln an FDAblood donor suitability workshgpne of the panel members,
RichardSteketeeM.D., addressing a question about a heterosexual in a committed

relationship with a partner whtad used IV drugs 10 or 15yearsag@ i d the hat A
prevalence of HIV in somebody who injected drugyéars ago is, you know, still not
insubstantiab®?® In reference to the current epidemicsekually transmitted diseases,

OBGYN physician, Dr. Joe Mttlaney has stated that the contagion is such that people

who have fAsex outside marriage with someone
al ways get a sexué&tDr.WMclhaney claified histstatdmentios e as e . 0
mean that this is true unles®tperson who has had sex before has received treatment for

any STDs he or she has contract&ttilhaney explained that in engaging in sex with

only one person outside a monogamous marriage commitment, one opens him or herself
(especially womenio the sexal history of any and all others with whom that person has

had sexand with whom the others have had.sex

Here is another harmful aspect of homosexual, including lesbian, promiscuousness.
the case of homosexuals who have had tens and hundredb@vesnds of sexual
partners the statistics are staggering.

These behaviors explainwkyt udi es show t hat homosexual soé |
significantly lower than that of heterosexualds would be expected from the preceding
findings, premature deatis alko a part of the homosexual lifestyle

A study published ithe International Journal of Ejdemiologyon the
mortality rates of homosexuals concluded that they have disagrily
reduced life expectancyn a major Canadian centre, life expectaat

2Shelley Widhalm, fATouchstone Health Partners expand:
and addiction treatment accessible, affordabte al oRepolterHerald, December 1, 2014, 3A. Notice
al so Thom Munholl andbés disclosure of his identity str

decisionmaking. In both preventive and therapeutic programs for children and adolescshtsuee

include help for identity development in Christ. One pastor recently included identity in Christ in a very

i mportant sermon series, l'inking our identity in Chri
in the church should havenob ubl e obtaining any help they need to Af
they are. o

2B Richard Steketee, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, Public Health Service, Food and

Drug Administration, Center for Biologics Evaluation & Research, BDodor Suitability Workshop,

November 23, 1998,
http://www.fda.gov/downloads/BiologicsBloodVaccines/NewsEvents/\WWhagsMeetingsConferences/Tra
nscriptsMinutes/UCM056297.pdb. 111. (Accessed 08/17/10)

2"3oe Mcllhaney, in an interview with James Dobson in
seriesLife on the Edg@roduced by Focus on the Family, 1995. Madolescents and collegge young

adults Acarry sexually transmitted vir-Hostefs t hat have
Family Talk Radi o and Physician in Residence at Dr . |

mi ni st r y 6datedsFelpuyary 2014e r s
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age twenty for gay and bisexual men is eight to twenty years less than for
all men. If the same pattern of mortality were to continue, we estimate
that nearly half of gay and bisgal men currently aged twenygars will

not reach their sixtifth birthday?*® Under even the most liberal
assumpons, gay and bisexual men in this urban centre are now
experiencing a life expectancy similar to that experienced by all men in
Canada in the year 1874

AAccordingly, 06 Kni ghtdydbsshartives percenfiaf n st udy af
al | homosexuals survé&yRechlla.deffreyover the age of
Satinoveros finding mentioned earlier in thi

25-30-year decrease in life expectarféy.Homosexuality is truly a physally,
as well as spiritually, lethal lifestyle

Following an analysis of 25 earlier studies on sexual orientation and mental health, the
medical journaBMC Psychiatryrevealed that thikelihood of suicide rises over 200%

if an individual has engaged a homosexual lifestyf&® Those committing such a sad

act can hardly have been referred toraly figayo Furthermore, this is notonmal

behavior. Can you see why God shgsnosexuality is 1 320Me@® | | see in Chapt
Four, when we examine t he ththemoseasQKada i anc tiitwi s
|l ie to accomplish their purposes. Using the

and the homosexual lifestyle is deceptive.

Thereforet o speak the truth in Iove, |l etds not p
deceiving peopl e. To speak the truth, | etods
homosexual s. To speak in love | etbés not cal

speakimy in love. We speak the truth in love in obedience to God. (Ephesians 4:15) We
also realize that doing so is the most effective way to communicate: truth without love is
harsh; love without truth is weak, ineffective, and even misleading.

5 Dailey, p. 16.

%sprigg and Dailey, p. 89. The quote is from Robert
Di sease on Mortal it ylntermatioGehurralofdEpidemisla®6 (1L997): 657e n , O
Hogg RS, Strathde®A, Craib KJP, O'Shaughnessy MV, Montaner JSG, SchechteSbtalso
http://ije.oxfordjournals.org/content/30/6/1499.full#iEet{Accessed 06/01/14) They lament that this

researchhas been used by groups opposed to homosexuality to support their stand, and they assert that if
the study were done today the expected life span of homosexuals would be significantly better due to
advances in treatment of HIV/AIDS and other sexuallygnaitted diseases. The language of the posting
clearly indicates that they have been pressured by homosexual activists and others applying the pressure of
political correctness to try to remove a resource of the conservative opposition. Enough resdamck ev

exists, however, for most people who can be objective to conclude that the homosexual lifestyle is fraught
with many unhealthy practices that are counterproductive to health and that lead to and result in a
significantly reduced life span. How cane love a person and affirm him or her in that very unhealthy

and dangerous as well as unholy lifestyiétp://ije.oxfordjournals.org/content/30/6/1499.full#ef

(Accessed 06/01A4)

#TKnight, p. 6.

228 giott, Our Social & Sexual Revolutiop. 207.

22 hitp://www.onenewsnow.com/Culture/Default.aspx?id=255@%tessed 09/20/08)
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Furtheraddi g t o t-chaeyi mr easfissaxdralstalso have above average incidences
with eating di s Brobtemgwith body Wiage are mosercomsnon i
among gay men, and gay men are much more likely to experience an eating disorder such
as bulimia or an@xia nervosa?*® Homosexual and bisexual men are more than nine

times more likely to abuse alcohol than heterosexualdtten.

Dr. Rick Fitzgibbons, a psychiatrist who is a member of the Catholic Medical
Association, says

there is evidence that homosexuaigytself a manifestation of a

psychological disorder accompanied by a host of mental health problems,
including fAmajor depression, suicidal i de
disorders, substance abuse, conduct disorder, lovestelém in males and

sexual pomiscuity with an inability to maintain committed

relationshis 2%

Janet Levy cites international research corroborating these findings corolating
homosexual behaviors with seriously counterproductive health effects on youth, young
adults, and older adsl

A New Zealand study found that homosexual high school students and

young adults had higher rates of depression, anxiety, behavioral problems

and suicidal thoughts and attempts than their heterosexual counterparts. In

their recent pRspngand othégriHeraokekual Ri s k s :
Practices, 0 Michelle Cretella, M.D., and
|l iberally from medical |l iterature, state,
heterosexually behaving adolescents and adults, havingsaopartners

is associated witeubstantially greater risk for mood disorders, anxiety

disorders, psychological distress, substance use disorders, for suicidal

thoughts and suicidal plans, suicide attempts, unstable relationships and

| ower | evels of qual idmgcitedfbyCrateflae. 06 The e mo
and Sutton, as well as the likelihood of high levels of substance abuse,

were consistent with the findings in the Sandfort study which was

conducted in the Netherlands, a country with highly accepting views of

homosexuality>

The development of new ardlV drugs does not eliminate the above mentioned life
diminishing and destructive effects of homosexual behavior. Drugs cannot be counted on
as a curall, since the virus morphs into new strains that resist current drugs, and some

Wi nn, fATen Thoogs GagpcMes &hth Their Healthcare Pro
http://glma.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=Page.viewPage&pagelDE8&Cessed 4/10/13)

#lgprigg and Dailey, p. 87.

232 hitp://www.onenewsnow.com/Culture/Default.aspx?id=255@%tessed 09/20/08)

3)Janet Levy, fAExclusive: Tolerance or Gay Propaganda’
http://www.familysecuritymatters.org/publications/id.5757/pub_detail(Aspessed 4/12/15)
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homosexuals dondt take the drugs or are unaw
than Africa to see the devastating effects of AIDS on families and their society.

The cultural argument that homosexuals may be pushed to substance abuse and suicide
dueto antthomosexual sentiment in the society is not valid. Empirical research has
shown that there is no difference in homosexual hediéttsdepending on the level of
tolerance in a particular geographical entity. For example, homosexuals in both
Demmark, which is highly tolerant of that lifestyle, and those in the U.S., both die on
average in their early 50s, or a decade earlier if HIV/AIDS is the cause of death. By
contrast, the average age of all residents of both countries is in the mid tdOpér

The histori¢ global,and traditional understanding of the committednage and family
relationship $ that it isthe stabilizing basis (humanly spealitiyof the socist across
cultures. Yet it is not easy to draft, much less pass, legislatiahgrotects the Ged
ordained marriage and familyRegarding the challenges lllinois, Bowman records his
observations.

The broad scope of personal, family, community, social and religious
interests which can be affected by sexual activities remaders difficult
the problem of drafting legislation proscribing specific acts of sexual
conduct. The Committee approached the problem from several basic

premisese (4) protection of the institution of
relationships fromsexualnmod uct whi ch tends to destroy t
communityds interest in preserving the mo

institution which is the current basis of our social and moral structure.
The Committee considers the protection of these interests suffjoieat
to warrant criminal ®anctions for their v

Seeale t he Colorado Family Instituteds finding

O4EA EATEI U EO OEA &£O1 AAT AT OA1 AOQEI AET ¢ £
civilizations. It is the original form of government from which all

others comeabout either by choice or by force. Marriage holds all of

society together through the socialization of men, the protection of

women and the nurturing and education of children. The health of our

culture, its citizens and their children are intimately linked to the

wellbeing of marriage 237

One reason for this stability is that marriage between one man and one woman gives
children both a mother and a father, which a multitude of research studies foy@aasy

234 hitp://www.onenewsnow.com/Culture/Default.aspx?id=255@%tessed 020/08)

2% We must always remember that our greatest help is in Christ who upholds and sustains all things by his
sovereign power. See, e.g., Colossians 1:17, Hebrews 1:3.

%% gee for example lllinois Criminal Code of 1961, Division I, Title I1l, Part Bjoet11 Sex Offenses,
Committee Comments 1961, Revised in 1972 by Charles H. Bowman.

%7 hitp://www.cofamily.org/aboutfi/ (Accessed 08/12/13)
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including recent studies some of which er@uded hereinshowthat children in such

homes have significantly greater benefits than children who do not have an intact family

with one mother and one fathdfor example, twatherrecent studies confirm that

children raised in a family withonemch er and one father fihave be
on gover nmedtBotlpstudias weramsleased by Marriage and Religion

Research Institute (MARRDfahe Family Research Council. In his presentation of the

findings, Patrick Fagan, directaf MARRI, referred to the impact @in intact familyon

society by sayi ng,Hedsbshidi wag a vhe rw hias retteaofsciad d .s  t |
marriag®in modern society, scholars and others realize anew that the institutions of

marriage and familgre cornerstones of Western civilizatioi®

A mounting number of studies continue to show how extremely unhealthy and violent the
homosexual lifestyle is, part of why God calls homosexuglity 2, (Clor@borating

studies are continuing to be reportedtbe related subjects pertaining to homosexuality

as well. However, what is contained herein is sufficient to support the message of this

book. Many more could be citeithe most important and germane of whiagh be

addedperiodicallyto the digitalersicm  of t hi s boWkbsiten t he aut hor .

As we niChapteréayr part of the homosexual activis
plan for marriage and the family. Thus, society as we now know it would be devastated
were they to succeed.

Homosexual behavior negegly affects the health ajthersocietesas well as of our

own. Since homosexuals travel frequently and engage in sex with others in foreign
countries, they are exposed to pathogens unique to these other cultures, and those from
other nations bring theirs to the United States.

For Discussion
Chapter Two

1. Cite at least three reasons why God calls homosextality,U b ©
2. Cite at least three homosexual practices that you can mention to anyone who asks
you, AWhatodés so bad about homosexuality?od
#1 and Question #2: Question #1 asks what it is about homosexuality that is
detestable t&&od The answer to Question #2 should be in terms of practices that
are seen by the questioner as bad; he or she may not see as bad what God sees as
bad, e.g., that homosexuality is first a rebellion against God and his will.)

Z8penny St ar r ,d Not Govemmental Barial PrograéhMost Beneficial to Children and
Society, Group Fi nltp:/casnews-cerb/mewséartigte/intd@milieshdr 1 3 .
governmenssociatprogramsmostbeneficiatchildrenandsociety(Accessed 6/27/13)

*penny St ar r ,d Not Govemmental Barial Prograé#lost Beneficial to Children and
Society, Group Fi nhtp:/cisnewscem/mewssarticle/intd@milieshdr1 3 .
governmentsociatprogramsmostbeneficialchildrenandsociety(Accessed 6/27/13)
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Identify at least three bakiors of homosexuals you can mention to someone who
tells you that homosexuals are Ajust
. What scientific data can you cite to give encouragement to a parent whose child
has just fAcome outo as a homosexual ?
. What scientific @ta can you cite to counter tfldsehomosexual assertion that
children raised in homosexual households turn out as well or better than those
raised in heterosexual households wvaititha mother and a d&d

. From the scientific data, explain why the autbays that the homosexual lifestyle
is unhealthy and dangerous as well as unholy.

. How does homosexuality negatively affect the society?

In the light of the science revealed in this chapter what are the implications for
pastoral care in the church?

. Why shoutl parents of daughters be concerned in schools where transgeysler
attend? What should these parents do to protect their girls from sexual
harassment and abus&®?hat should the girls do?

131
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Chapter 3

Observations from Culture, Sety, and Law

In the light of the preceding chapters it does not surprise us to observe a significant body
of researchiisclosingthe destructive effects of homosexuality on individuals and

societies. These damaging outcomes include skyrocketing ratsea$es, domestic
violencecrime ratessocietal discord, and many othéf8.

As wedOve seen in our study of the Bible,
As we also saw, God established marriage and, before Adam and Eve corrupted it, made
it consist of one man and one womaxoting this fact, the 2015 declaration developed

and signed by Roman Catholic and Evangelical Protestant scretargls all Christians

that it is

our responsibility to bear witness to the truth about marriage as tayight
both revelation and reasdrby the Holy Scriptures and by the truths
inscribed on the human heart. These-algetruths explain why Christians
celebratanarriag® the comingtogether of a man and woman in a
binding union of mutual suppd@rtas one of thglories of the human race.
Marriage is the primordial human institution, a reality that existed long
before the establishment of what we now know as the %fate.

What did the early church observe about homosexualityisce Romans 1:1832?

Caution is requireth examining history. Historiography and historical research, as all
other writing, is subject to the bias of the author. Such is also true of art work, the
artifacts of which disclose in some interpretations homosexual activity, but we should
limit ourselves to what is most well attested.

The Early Church encountered homosexuality and its grim practice in the surrounding
culture. A few excerpts from early Christian writing describe the context in which they
procl ai med Gododés Worspeld@hdstwi t nessed to t

You shall not commit murder, you shall not commit adultery, you shall not
commit pederasty, you shall not commit fornication, you shall not steal,
you shall not practice magic, you shall not practice witchcraft, you shall
not murder a childy abortion nor kill one that has been berBidache

2:2 (A.D. 90).

240 hitp://www.conservapedia.com/History _of homosexudltgcessed 11/13/14)

241 AThe Two Shall Become One Flesh: Reclaiming Marrjage
http://www.firstthings.com/article/2015/03/the/o-shaltbecomeonefleshreclaimingmarriage2
(Accessed 3/12/15)
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...to expose newhporn children is the part of wicked men; and this we
have been taught lest we should do anyone harm and lest we should sin
against God, first, because we see thabat all so exposed (not only the
girls, but also the males) are brought up to prostitution. And for this
pollution a multitude of females and hermaphrodites, and those who
commit unmentionable iniquities, are found in every nation...And there are
some wharostitute even their own children and wives, and some are
openly mutilated for the purpose of sodomy; and they refer these
mysteries to the mother of the goddustin Martyr, First Apology 27

(A.D. 151).

For your gods did not even abstain from bayse having loved Hylas,
another Hyacinthus, another Pelops, another Chrysippus, another
Ganymede- Clement of Alexandria, Exhortation to the Greeks 2 (A.D.
190).

[A]ll other frenzies of the lusts which exceed the laws of nature, and are
impious toward bth bodies and the sexes, we banish, not only from the
threshold but also from all shelter of the Church, for they are not sins so
much as monstrositiesTertullian, Modesty 4 (A.D. 220).

[T]urn your looks to the abominations, not less to be deplafeahother

kind of spectacl eéMen are emascul ated, an
their sex is effeminated in the disgrace of their enervated body; and he is

more pleasing there who has most completely broken down the man into

the woman. He grows into praiby virtue of his crime; and the more he is

degraded, the more skillful he is considered to be. Such a one is looked
upon-ohshametand | ooked upon with pleasureénor
authority for the enticing armoemi nati onét h
supreme in dominion than in vice, inflamed with earthly love in the midst

of his own thundersénow breaking forth by
the purity of boys. And now put the question: Can he who looks upon such

things be healthyninded or mod&t? Men imitate the gods whom they

adore, and to such miserable beings tbemes become their religion.

Cyprian of Garthage, Letters 1:8 (A.D. 253Y

The largest reservoir of resources revealing the histdnpwiosexuality deals with
Greee, whichis not surprising.Dr. James B. De Young, Professor of New Testament
Language and Literature at Western Seminary in Pordadduthor ofHomosexuality
indicateshatlifestyle practiceseems to have been more prevalent among the ancient
Greeks than witin any other ancient cultufé®

242 hitp://www.conservapedieom/History _of homosexualifAccessed 11/13/14)

243 James B. De Young, quotedhittp://www.conservapedia.com/History of homosexuggcessed
3/27/15)

13¢


http://www.conservapedia.com/History_of_homosexuality
http://www.conservapedia.com/History_of_homosexuality

The lateSir Kenneth James Dover, distingueshBritish classical scholdPresident of
Corpus Christi College, Oxford, atide author ofGreek Homosexualitgxplains more
how it primarily was doneHe stateshat the mai form of Greek homosexuality

was pederasty, a custom that seems to have been practiced mostly among
the upper classes, in which an older man ¢ttastest would make a

young free boy (theromenokhis sex partner, and become his mentor.

This was regul@d by the State as an institutiodowever, this practice

was usually a supplement to marrig@feand thus is seen as being done by
bisexuals.The practice of pederasty is mentioned in Homitigsl é .24

Can you see more why God calls homosexual practice’?Ulbigenot the new normal;

itds the old evil. We s e-suffering aspecteofids bl e t hat
love. (Nehemiah 9:30; Jonah £2Nahum 1:3Peter 3:91 Corinthians 134 But his

love also produces justice and righteousndsus, for a time & does indeed withhold

wrath, discipling and judgment to allow people sufficient time to reperdiuiting

changing their ways.

We can understand confusion in the world; there should be no confusion in the church
wherewe have Gdds c¢cl ear Word in the Bi lddérodghd t he F
the church corporately amdmemberé mi n d s iadividuallip. &lasrstruggle

with some in the church who are trying to promote acceptance of homosexuality today

among Golelvihem he bas galled to be holy to himpot new. Listen to what

the eloquent Archbishop of Constantinople, John Chrysostom (ca. 40h&dio says

a result of his observations.

[Certain men in church] come in gazing about at the beauty of women
others curious about the blooming youth of boys. After this, do you not
marvel that [lightning] bolts are not launched [from heaven], and all these
things are not plucked up from their foundatiori&® worthy both of
thunderbolts and hell are the thirthat are done; but God, who is leng
suffering, and of great mercy, forbears awhile his wrath, calling you to
repentance and amendméfft.

Let us pray thaGodcontinues to be patient with the United States and other countries

heading inthe wrong directiofiby not only permitting but approving the many aspects of

homosexual practica rebellionagainstis will, and that he gives us the help we need to

change direction and honor him by doing his wilet us begin by speaking up for the

Lord in our families, in our church congregations, with our neighbors, over lunch with

co-workers, in letters to the editor of news media, on radio talk shows, and wherever else

we have the opportunity. I n Chapter Five we

244 Kenneth J. (K. J.) DoveGreek HomosexualitfHarvard University Press, 1989, as summarized in
42 James B. De Youngjomosexualityp. 322 quoted in

http://www.conservapedia.com/History of homosexudktycessed 3/27/15)

248 John Chrysasm, Homilies on Matthew 3:3 (A.D. 391) quoted in
http://www.conservapedia.com/History of homosexughtgcessed 11/27/15)
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more efectively in thehigh and holycalling God has given us to speak the teuthl b e i t
in love.

The church is the main means through which God is redeeming his creation. If the

church loses sightofitscallo t r ut hf ul | vy pmdofdd neorabearitgo d 6 s Wo r
how can it help society change and avoid the righteous judgment of God who is not only

holy but holy, holy, holy?Edward Gibbon, in his classkistory of the Decline and Fall

of the Roman Empiretated that marital faithfulness in the Roman Eenwas virtually

unknown, and that AThe dignity %ffthenarri age w
church were to forget Gododés call upon it and
return to the horrific paganism of the Romans, Greeks, and evke Ganaanites.

Think of what that would mean for women and children; even men would suffer.

Through the centuriesations and societies that have departed from the Biblical
commands have sufferggeatly. Historical research reveals

societies that hee embraced homosexuality have perished, whereas those
that have upheld traditional values have endufemt. example, ancient
Rome's decline and its eventual fall in A.D. 476 were due in no small part
to a growing tolerance of homosexual acts beginniribarLate Republic
period ending in 27 B.€*®

Pertaining to the societal effects of homosexuality, and what the church could do to help,
Justinian wrote in Novel 77, 358 A. D.

ésince certain men, seized by diabolical
themselveshe most disgraceful lusts, and act contrary to nature: we

enjoin them to take to heart the fear of God and the judgment to come, and

to abstain from suchlike diabolical and unlawful lusts, so that they may

not be visited by the just wrath of God on aattonf these impious acts,

with the result that cities perish with all their inhabitarfsr we are

taught by the Holy Scriptures that because of like impious conduct cities

have indeed perigit, together with all the men in theft?

In their brief overiew of key writings in church history pertaining to marriage, the
alliance ofRoman Catholic and Evangelical Protestantewsiin their March 2015
declaratiorobserved the followingNotice their focus on the positive contributions to
society that tradibnal marriage makes in contrast to homosexuality.

#7Edward Gibbon, John Bagnell BuffheHistory of the Declin@nd Fall of the RomarEmpire, p. 478,
quoted inhttp://www.conservapedia.com/History of homosexughtgcessed 3/27/15)

248 hitp://www.conservapedia.com/History _of homosexudltgcessed 11/13/14)

#9Trans. in Derrick Sherwin Baileyjomosexuality and the Western Christian Tradifiirondon
Longmans, Green, 1955),-73, quoted irhttp://www.conservapedia.com/History of homosexuality
(Accessed 11/13/14)
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For two millennia, great Christian teachers have proclaimed the biblical
understanding of marriage. In the early Church, Augustine defined the
three goods of marriage. The first goodhsldrert Marriageprovides the
fitting and proper context for us to fulfill our natural desire for sexual
union, to respect the intrinsic possibility of fertility in that union, and to
accept responsibility for the children that union produces. The second
good isfidelity: As a social institution supported by cultural and legal
sanctions, marriage encourages an exclusive commitment that expresses
what is noblest in the human aspiration to solidarity and that calls us
beyond the selfishness and sathteredness that can éep and ultimately
destroy, social life. Augustine also identifies a third ggeamanence
Marriage is a naturaign pointing toward a supernatural reality. He refers
here to the mysterious way in which marriage creates an indissoluble bond

thatdirectas s t oward Godds covenantal fidelity.
sai d: A wi | | betroth you to me forever,;
righteousness and in justice, iIin steadfas
Marriage creates i onengthestyual gniomof new real it

a man and a woman by ordering it toward a common life that promotes the

good of the couple, the family, and the community as a whole. Marriage

creates a unique social union not based on blood relations or common
descentleajegsha smafnat her and his mother and c
thus marriage is also the primordial institution of human society. Martin

Luther called it the Afirst estate, 0 whic
government. As such, the institution of marriaga feundation of a just

political order and the nursery of civic virtue, as spouses exercise mutual

responsibility for raising their children.

Luther also addressed the question of who can marry, stressing the
complementarity of male and female:

Therefore each one of us must have the kind of body God has created for

us. | cannot make myself a woman, nor can you make yourself a man; we

do not have that power. But we are exactly asrbated us: | a man and

you a woman. . . . Eimnagdandbodyaslad honor t he
divine and good creation that is welkeasing.

John Calvin understood marriage as a cove
with us. Like Luther, Calvin held that God is the author of marriage:

When a marriage takes place between a mdraamoman, God presides

and requires a mutual pledge from both. Hence Solomon in Proverbs 2:17
calls marriage the covenant of God, for it is superior to all human
contracts. So also Malachi (2:14) declares that God is as it were the
stipulator who by hiswthority joins the man to the woman, and sanctions
the alliance. . . . Marriage is not a thing ordained by men. We know that
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God is the author of it, and that it is solemnized in his name. The Scripture
says that it is a holy covenant, and therefore dadliwine.

The Fathers of the Second Vatican Council sounded similar themes in
their teaching on marriage in tRastoral Constitution on the Church in
the Modern World

God himself is the author of marriage and has endowed it with various
benefits andavith various ends in view: all of these have a very important
bearing on the continuation of the human race, on the personal
development and eternal destiny of every member of the family, on the
dignity, stability, peace, and prosperity of the family ahthe whole

human race. By its very nature the institution of marriage and married love
is ordered to the procreation and education of the offspring and it is in
them that it finds its crowning glory. Thus the man and the woman, who

are Ano | ome®r (tMada tbutl9: 6), help and ser\
their marriage partnership; they become conscious of their unity and

experience it more deeply from day to day. . . . Christ our Lord has

abundantly blessed this love, which is rich in its various featunesng

as it does from the spring of divine | ove

union with the Church. . . . Authentic married love is caught up into divine
love and enriched by the redemptive power of Christ . . . with the result
that the spouses are effeetiy led to God . . . and together they render
glory to God®*°

As Christians we must inform and remind our government representatives in all three
branches of the Biblical basis of -marriage a
being. We cannot l¢he growing secularism in our society eclipse and even destroy the

historic understanding of the relationship between traditional marriage and societal

success; nor can we allsecietal institutions to ignore GodVe have an easy way to do

this informingand reminding: We can begin by pointing to the first two paragraphs of the
Declaration of Independence, where the Founders established this country on tbe basis

rights given by God

Homosexuality is highly correlated with countries that worship falseyods.
China illustrates this relationship
Throughout the world we see a strong relationship between homosexuality and the

worship of false gods, contrary to the will of the triune God who revealed himself to the
Bible writers. David Greenberg gives dmer example, citing that ate prostitutesn

250 5The Two Shall Become One Flesh: Reclaiming Marrjage
http://www.firstthings.com/article/2015/03/thwo-shalkbecomeonefleshreclaimingmarriage?
(Accessed 3/12/15)



http://www.firstthings.com/article/2015/03/the-two-shall-become-one-flesh-reclaiming-marriage-2

Chinawere known to have their own god, TchetMang?* Examples of homosexual
rebellion against God and his law concerning the worship of false gods, and outcomes of
doing so aralso seetn China. [uring the Song dynasty (960279 A.D.) Tao Gu

wrotein hisRecords of the Extraordinary

Everywherepepl e si ngl e disty MddmaWonshipgHaf or it s 0
term referringo the custom of esteeming lewdness. Nowadays those in

the capital those who sell themasd number more than ten thousaAd

to the men who offer their bodies for sale, then enter and leave place

shamelessly. A law later enacted during Xhenghe reign (1118)

whichpuni shed mal e onphuodset strokastokadamboot h
rodanddi ne of f i ft y Howewrisseemsito have falea s h . 0

into disuse over tim&?

As weoOve seen, pederasty has through the <cen
has been so in China as well. the latter part of the Ming Dynasty (136844 AD.),

Xie Zhaozhe, (1561624) recorded in his encyclopedia, the Wu zaEwéhold

Mi s c e | Ih tadays)Pekingdj there are young boys singers who go to all the gentry's

wine gzaggties, and no matter how many official prohibitions there are, exdrylses

themc

The famous Jesuit astronomer and missionary, Matteo Ricci, reported soon after he
arrived in China in 1583 that male prostitution was allowed by law and openly practiced.
He said

there are public streets full of boys dressed up libstfiutes. And there
are people who buy these boys and teach them to plag,susg and
dance. And the, gallantly dressed up and made up with rouge like
women, these miserable men are initiated into this terrible Videey
never are fAgay. 0]

[He alsowrote to his superior lamentiphtthe horrible sin to which

everyone here is much given, and about which there seems to be no shame
or impediment."[Not long before his death in 1610, he grieved that such
wag "neither forbidden by law nor thought to lkcit, nor even a cause

of shame. It is spoken of in public, practiced everywhere, without there
being anyone to prevent >

Conservapediaummarizes homosexuality in China during the Ming and Qing
Dynasties.

#1David F. Greenbergrhe Construction of Homosexualipp. 16162, quoted in
http://www.conservapedia.com/History of homosexughtgcessed 11/13/14)

®2David F. Greenbergihe Construction of Homosexualifyp. 16162, quoted in
http:/Mww.conservapedia.com/History of homosexualgcessed 11/13/14)

23 hitp://www.conservapedia.com/History _of homosexuéfitcessed 11/13/14)

%4 gpence (1984), p. 220, quotedhirp://www.conservapedia.com/History_of _homosexuéfitcessed
11/13/14)
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Open sexual expression was expanded umdelMing Dynasty (1368

1644 A.D.), but increasing moral disorder, and invasion by warriors who
captured Peking in 1644, establishing the Qing Dynasty, worked to
somewhat morally awaken China, and resulted in laws for moral reform.
Chinese conservatives laled to restore the more chaste values of

orthodox Confucianism, while the Manchu conquerors sought to
discourage fornication, including sexual offenses between males. The
second Qing Emperor, Kang Xi, was an esteemed ruler who was hostile to
pederasty andhild prostitution, and declared that he himself was not
waited on by "pretty boys."

In 1679 extensive legislation was written and confirmed in the Qing code
of 1740, which made the abduction and rape of boys under twelve a
capital crime, and penalizedrsensual sodomy with one hundred strokes

of the heavy bamboo, and the wearing of the cangue (a flat wooden board)
for one month. As in Biblical law, it appears that actually being caught in
the act was required, and enforcement seems to have been rigitierese
However, Kang Xi's own son and heir to the throne was found to be
sexually involved with palace officials, and was execdted.

EnglishStatesman, Sifohn Barrowgcomptrollerto the Macartney Embassy of 1793,
who later foundethe Rgal Geographial Society, recorded the followirig his Travels
in China( 1 8 OMa)y:of thie first officers of state seemed to make no hesitation in
publicly avowing [nhomosexualityd?>® Barrow also wrote that the exclusion of women
had the effect of

promoting that s of connexion which, being one of the greatest
violations of nature, ought to be considered among the first of moral
crimes- a connexion that sinks a man many degrees below the brute. The
commission of this detestable and unnatural act is attendethtsanittle
sense of shame, or feeling of delicacy, that many first officers of state
seemed to make no hesitation in publiclpwing it. Each of these officer
(sic)is attended to by his pigeearer, who is generally a handsome boy,
from fourteen to eigteen years of age, and is always well dreé3ed.

Eber har dt cCbimeseduddhsm tcohsaldred homosexuality to be a minor
transgression™ On t he contrary, it doesndt seem to
religion, as it handiddignantatthe homeerote Tiselao rdek e d

%5 Homosexuality & Civilizationpp. 224228,237239, by Louis Crompton (pro homosexuaijoted in
http://www.conservapedia.com/History of homosexughtgcessed 11/13/14)

#%gjr John BarrowJravels in ChinaT. Cadell & W. Davics (London), 1804. Cited In Arno Kjrlen.
Sexuality and Homosexualiti971, Norton, p. 229, quoted in

http://www.conservapedia.com/History of homosexudktycessed 3/28/15)

%7Bret Hinsch Passions of the Cut Sleeye 141, quoted in

http://www.conservapedia.com/History of homosexughtgcessed 11/13/14)

#8\Wolfram EberhardtGuilt and Sin in Traditional ChingUniversity of California 1967 pp. 2932. Cited
in David F. Greenberglhe Construction of Homosexualify. 26l,note 101quoted in
http://www.conservapedia.com/History of homosexughtgcessed 11/13/14)
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practiced at the court of Shiln Heissig, the last Mongul emperor in the fourteenth
centuryd™® During the Chiese cultural revolution (19666),Ma o gosernment
considered homosexuality to be a socialméf=or a form of mental illness, and
homosexuality is said to been punished more than in all previous#ifnes.

How is homosexualityviewed in other @untries?

As wedve been seeing and will see further be
the Western hemisphere, where the Gospel of Jesus Christ has had a significant influence
including an emphasis on grace and freedom, have provided the venue, forum, and fertile

soil for the spread of ideas; sadly, the demonic elements in these countriesdubtreats

venue, forum, and fertile soil for the spread of evil and unnatural ideas, including
homosexuality(Cf. Matthew 13:2443) Yet, other countries where the Gospel has had a

significant impact have resisted such a practice.

Countries throughout thdiddle Eastand elsewherayhere the majority of the people

are Muslins, officially opposeh o mos exual i ty. However, 1 6m to
scholars, and others who are well informed about the religion of Islam thatlsiaite

prohibits homosexualitynipractice it is rampant, though hidden, for the punishment of
homosexual offenders in Islamic countriespecially those governed according to Sharia

Law, is severe, including death.

This is no new observation. Many such reports have come down thrstigty. For
example

A Dutch traveler among the Moguls (Muslims who ruled in India), wrote
that male homosexuality "is not only universal in practice among them,
but extends to a bestial communication with brutes, and in particular with
sheep.?

The po-homosexual Web site i M aWodd,0 ee¢ords the following:

Broadly, while the LGBT community the world over had been making
inroads progressively into the mindsets of nations and their peoples, recent
laws not really favoring these sections have hastituted in some

countries bringing them once again back to square one. All this, despite
the corporates and several countries around the world making LGBT
development part of their prime CSR [corporate social responsibility]
agenda.

29 GreenbergThe Construction of Homosexualify. 161. Cited in
http://www.conservapedia.com/History of homosexudktycessed 3/28/15)

20 hitp://www.conservapedia.cdhtistory of homosexualitfAccessed 3/28/15)

1 johan Stavorinug/oyages to the East Indigd G. Robinson (London), 1798, pp. 453. Cited in
Greenberg, p. 180, quotedhittp://www.caservapedia.com/History of homosexua{cessed
11/13/14)
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Several countriesadve since joined the bandwagon outlawing gay
relationships, including in about 80 countries where it is criminal to have
such relations and 5 countries, where it is definitely punished by death. In
Saudi Arabia, any same sex sexual activity warrants aeditfie
imprisonment. Yemen gives death penalty, Afghanis@eath penalty for
any gay sex activity, Maldivespunishment upo death is awarded
sometimes, Iranillegal, death penalty, Sudamleath for the 3rd offence

for men, 4th offence for womeand Mauritania death penalty. In

Nigeria too, sometimes death penalty is given.

In countries where gays are frowned upon, they are usually dealt with
disdain and their rights not included in the regular human rights regime.
While the fight for their rigts goes on with several hurdles on their way,
the gays are not yet calling it a d&3/.

Africa

Egypt Thepreh o mosexual Web site, 0iMeEgwyt of the Wor]|
homosexuality is illegdl®® The UK, on the contrary, states that homosexualikygal in
Egypt but that homosexual acts in public are prohitfitéd.

Nigeria

In February of 2014 Nigeria passed measures outlawing homosexuality. That country
established a X@ear prison term for anyone who joins or promotes any homosexual
organizatiof® i Maps of t he Wo helneiwlegislatigntotalty bang hat A t ]
samesex marriages, forming gay groups and public display of ssxeaffection now

samesex couples could face up to 14 years in prigoh.

Uganda

On February 24, 2014 in the Afan nation of Uganda, which is 41.9 percent Roman
Catholic and 42 percent Protestant, President Yoweri Museveni signed into law severe
penalties for homosexual behavior, including life imprisonment for those convicted of
such acts and seven years for anyewen attempting such actg/hetherone views this

%2 hitp://www.mapsofworld.com/arourtthe-world/gaylaws.html Caveat: this Web site has a pro

homosexual orientation(fAccessed 10/23/14)

23 hitps://www.gov.uk/foreigriraveladvice/egypt/localaws-andcustomgAccessed 10/23/14 and

1/11/15)

24 hitps://www.gov.uk/foreigriraveladvice/egypt/localaws-and-customgAccessed 1/13/2015)

°H Apgaiy | aws remain entrenched i nRepoaerHerald danuaryr i es, 6 Th
17,2014,p.A9. 3 al so, Michell e Faul, fADozens arrested for &
PressReporterHerald, January 15, 2014, p. A7.

256 hitp://www.mapsofworld.com/arourtthe-world/gaylaws.html Caveat: this Web site has a pro

homosexual orientation(fAccessed 10/23/14)
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law as being too haréH or not the law clearly demonstrates the Ugandan view of
homosexuality as being unacceptable. Museveni used the word disgusting, bringing to
mind the word * Wb ©

One of those who think the law should be revised is a Christian, Richard Cohen, Founder
and Executive Director of thetiernational Healing Foundation. Meote a passionate

plea toPresident Museveni imploring him to change the wording obihé& avoid

punishing people with unwanted saex attractions and who were trying to overcome

t hem. He wrote, Al wunderstand that a moti va
the report of young children and those with disabilities beingddqy HIV-infected

persons. There is no doubt that this terrible behavior must be stopped. However, | believe
that the bill, as written, is too broad in incriminating all persons who experience
homosexual feelings...I recommend amending the language hiltteebe more specific
regarding consequences for those who abuse and rape minors and disabled people,
regardl ess of t K%Heralsosoetlined pdsitivp prevéntve actionséo. O
be proeactive in the issue of homosexuality.

Western chrch officials, in particular Aglicans, have vocally articulateke

conservative Africatds t ance on the subject. When | was
conference in Uganda several years aganafternoon tea break, the pastorade very

clear to me thathe African Anglican communion strongly opposed thetmson

homosexuality held and promoted by threhbishop of Canterbury and many others in

the Anglican churches in Western countries such as England, Canada, and the United

States.

Such oppositionantinues to this day. The archbishops of Canterbury and York wrote an
open letter to leaders of the Anglican Communion and the presidents of Nigeria and
Uganda. Decision magazine reported Ugandabs

I n a response, StanlayNthgab pointédroatthéta s h o p
resolution from the 1998 Lambeth Conference is still in effect, which
states that HAhomosexual practice i s incon

Ntagali added that it was the violation of that resolution by the Episcopal
Churdh USA and Anglican Church of Canada that caused the Church of
Uganda to break communion with those churches more than 10 years ago.

Referring to continued Anglican waffling over whether or not Scripture
actually forbids homosiecerelyehbpethey, Nt agal i a
archbishops and governing bodies of the Church of England will step back
from the path they have set themselves on so the Church of Uganda will
be able to maintain commdnion with our Mo

7 hitp://www.comingoutloved.com/faair-fiction (Accessed 2/28/2015)
®®pUganda Pr es iHorromtx ulil g MecisidiApril 2014, p. 2.
299 hitp://www.comingoutloved.com/faair-fiction (Accessed 4/21/2015)
MfUganda Pr es iHbemots eXiugarDscisidgnApBili2014, p. &.
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One current report cites 81 couas throughout the world where homosexuality is

illegal.?”* Most of them are in Africa, the Middle East, and AsTée Associated Press

adds t hat -rights aclivists delebratg gamns in much of the world, their setbacks

have been equally fdlungand often sweeping in scopeé. at |
|l aws criminalizing gay sex, intiThesd ng five w
reports show how most people in the world view homosexuality as unnatural.

Asia
Bangladesh

Homosexual relatimships ar@utlawed The punishment for sasex violations is up to
tenyears in prisod’>

China

In Chinaa stigma against homosexualtyll exists Yetl 6 m fitherhodt popular TV

show in China, especially among youth and young adults, is aekgparoduction called

Anime Basically ités a cartoon where the stu
girls act like lesbians even though they have boyfriendstrengduys act like they are

gayeven though they have girlfriends. Among the yant young adults, acting gay is

seen as cool . They r e gaytbacttrmrwayn dhereigalgt but t h
of gender confusion due to the mixed messadesmeis a type of animated TV

program (like the Simpsonspnimeis the biggesinfluencein China among this age

groupo®’

AnotherChinese teachaenformed me thatasearch on sexuality in China came to the
attention of thenationalgovernment, and they revealed their findings to the Red Cross.
The government wsaso horrified herword) with thesefindings that they asked the Red
Cross to promote training at the university level to eduuatversity students to inform

1581 countries wher e htth/76étinses com/abunttiepwhérehoniosexualiya | , 0o
is-illegal. Updated May 20, 2014. (Accessed 06/06/14) This is a homosalakmatite that closely monitors

the developments in countries around the world as to their laws, policies, and actions concerning
homosexuality. The list does not include other countries, such as Russia, where, the Web site claims, there
is not a law agast homosexual acts but where current procedures are being undertaken that demonstrate
an official negative response to homosexual practice.

25 Angtaly | aws remain entrenched i nRepoaerHerald danuaryr i es, 0 Th
17,2014, p. A.

273 http://www.mapsofworld.com/arourithe-world/gaylaws.html Caveat: this Web site has a pro

homosexual orientation(Accessed 10/23/14)

274 A teacher who has taught in Chiimea phone conversation witlhe authoon November 18, 2014He

says the main concern the government has with students is with promist¢eigdds thatte government

thinks that upwards of 75% of the students were sexuality aaititves time of the courdee taught with his

wife at Beijing University under the auspicedlod Red Cross Society of Chinn the light of the

foregoing citation of the high degree of promiscuity among homosexuals, most of whom are bisexual, the
government is correct to haveat concern and address it with this course whichomd#e education. A

section of the cours@ marriage preparation cour®es on what is true love, including sextal
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them and increagéeir awareness of the dangers of multiple sex, homosexuality, and
other forms of sexual enco@ntbefore marriage. The research findings based on the
number of infected AIDS patieniisdicate an expectatidchatn 10 year so ti me
1,000,000 AlIDsaffected patients with university degree and above will die of AIDS.

The teacher lamented, T hi s wme anm s | osi ng Sheadded¢hhti t e g
fisamesexmar ri ageo i s being done in China, b

The prehomosexual Web sitéMaps ofWorldor epor t s t h-gexmdiriadei | e s a me
is still forbidden, it isno longer crinmalized. Open, gay strongholds and gayshkeadist in
Beijing arfd Shanghai . o

China does hold that homosexuality is notmal,andconversion therapy treatments
have been implementedhe Chinese Psychiatric Association in 1989 defined
homosexuality aa pdychiatric disorder of sexualdy i nChineseClassification and
Diagnostc Criteria of Mental Disorder&’’®

In what is believed to be the first such court cag®mosexual sued a Chinese

psychological clinic for the treatments he received. Hileei di an Peopl ebds Cour
Beijing ordered the Xinyu Piaoxian clinic in the western city of Chongging to pay $560

for expenses incurred by Ya nelpctritcd@shogk when he u
treatment therapgdministered for the purpose of changiim Into a heterosexual.

According to Yangods | awyer, thefibt@euadsesaid t
homosexual ity do &'simaphoneirgeeviéw Yangeegptesaed surprise

at the verdict but t hen thchonnsalstateamerd of suppart t he ¢
that homosexuality is not a mental disease that requires treatment.

Notice the logcal fallacyi n t he reasoning of Yamegortadnd hi s
judgment was against the clinic for employing shttekapy;Yang and his attorney

commit the fallacy of irrelevant conclusion when they say the court was affirming the

normality of homosexualityWhile one may prefer the cliniwot employ that form of

treatmentsuch as th&lational Association for Research angefapy of Homosexuality

(NARTH)?"® they are correct in viewing homosexuals as not being normasapdople

who can be helped withroper therapy, as will be seen beltht What would be most

helpful in therapy though would be to address the root caubeeoftmat t er ét he si n
rebellion against Go dgingtoengdgeinhomasdxuai s 1 nvol ve
practice

275 hitp://www.mapsofworld.com/arourtthe-world/gaylaws.html (Accessed 10/23/14)

276 Shanghai StarOctober 42002, quoted in

http://www.conservapedia.com/History of rhosexuality#cite_not80 (Accessed 11/13/14)

"Dateline Beijing, #fAChi naArkpasys Demoorat Gazetidetembev20r shock t |
2014, p. 6A.

278 hitp://www.narth.com/newsvatch/theologicalssues{Accessed 4/12/15)

29 For more on the widespread use of illogical reasoning and how to discern it see also below, Chapter 4,

AThe Homosexual Agenda and Logic. o
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The court refused to punish the clini&.companion suit against the search engine Baidu
for advertising the clinic was dismissed.

Does tlis mean that people struggling to break free and to find hope in China have no

help? Not at all. The church has alays existed, and now the parachurch ministry,

Exodus Global Allianc€EGA) is growing in its abilityofe¥igay s o t o reach out
helpothers who are and wantto beféedg ay 0 t h Alreaslyeid 1996 Melvin Wong,
together with others, extending the work of
began a ministry in Hong Kond. n 2 0 0 3 u B léagershiManlefvgi anyod0 mi ni st r y
in Taiwan joins Exodus Asia Pacific, and new ministries are started in Hong Kong,

Indonesia, and Malaysidde facilitates further growth after th&f.

India

India banssamesex marriages A recent ruling of I ndiads hi
punishment bhomosexual practice by fine and prison teffils.

Malaysia

The law prohibits bmosxual relationships The punishment for same sex violations
includes a fine, whipping, or two to twenty years in priggn.

Pakistan

Homosexual relationships araultawed The punishment for same sex violations is at
least two years in prisoii®

Thailand

Homosexuals considd@hailandasfiopen and progressive They rateThailandas

Ahi ghl y BangKoleigpapularés the Gay Haven in Asia; the 1st LGBT Thai
magazinavas publ i s®ed in 1983.0

Australia

According to national statistics, 1.2% of adults identify as homosexual or lesbian. A
closer look shows 1.6% of adult men identifying as homosexual and 0.8% of women as

280 hitp://exodusglobalalliance.org/ourhistoryc87.fgcessed 2/28/15)

21 hitp://www.mapsofworld.com/arourtthe-world/gaylaws.html Caveat: this Web site has a pro
homosexual orientation(Accessed 10/23/14)

282 hitp://www.mapsofworld.com/arourithe-world/gaylaws.html (Accessed 10/23/14)

283 hitp://www.mapsofworld.com/arountthe-world/gaylaws.html Caveat: this Web site has a pro
homosexual orientation(Accessed 10/23/14)

284 http://www.mapsofworld.com/arourithe-world/gay-laws.html Caveat: this Web site has a pro
homosexual orientation(fAccessed 10/23/14)
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lesbian. As in the United States, most homosexara bisexual: 1.4% of women and
0.9% of men said they were bisex&3l.

Australia has decriminalized homosexualifyhe country did it state by state, beginning

with South Australia in 1972, and the last state to do so was Tasmania in 1997. Over the

last two decades an increasing pressure has been exerted on the states by activists to

provide additional rightéor homosexuals. Such legislation has included prohibitions

against discrimination related to employment and accommodation on the basisabf sexu
orientation. Some states have recendlyered their lawstogiver i ght so6 t o homose
pertaining to superannuation (retirement), property, intestacy, and fféa@hservers

have noted that where states have made these modifications to theihéatesadency

has been to change more and more laliasmania now allows adoption but not of

strangers, only of those who are knof#hSames e x fimarri ages o are bann
law in Australia®®®

Christian ministries to homosexuals in Australia inclugeBRodus Global Alliance

related ministriesPeter Lane begadriberty Ministry in 1978, and from 1978986

ministries to homosexuals multiplied and expandedarntoalitioncalled Restoration
Ministries in Australia and New Zealan®ne year later theame was changed to

Exodus South Pacific as the work was expanded to include an international codtition.
1999 growth was again the motivation for the need to change the name to Exodus Asia
Pacific to more adequately include new members in Singapordamhilippines.In

2003 new ministries are added in Taiwan, Hong Kong, Malaysia, and Indonesia.
Developing ministry occurs also in India and Sri Lanka2004 Exodus International
changed its name to Exodus Global AlliaAteExodus East Asiwas formed in 2008.

What does this rapid growth of so many ministries to homosexual paggenany

nationsso strongly indicate? Could it be that there is a greatber othuman beings

who bear Godoés I mage, whamnwwsdaegreatdhyngear e not a
and longing for hopéo break free from slavery to a lifestyle that is extremely unhealth

and violent as well as unholy, indeed thatis R2U b ©

Notice also that these organizations are typically led by people who have left the
homosexual festyleand now want to help others da sdlostif not all are Christians

who sense a call from God to such a ministry, recognizing that the grip of homosexuality
is so strong on those in bondage talite to the demonic influence primarily causing it,

285The 2003Sexin Australia'survey of 20,000 people, with a special weighting to Sydney's homosexual
centre. Conducted by thAustralian Research Centre in Selealth & Societf ARCSHS) atLa Trobe
University. Published imAustralian & NZ Journal of Public Health/ol 27 No 2 2003 ISSN 1326 020
http://www.saltshakers.org.au/issuestE8ues/homosexuality/198atisticshomosexualityAccessed
2/28/15)

288 hitp://www.saltshakers.org.au/issuesiS8ues/homosexlity/198 thelaw-in-australia(Accessed
2/28/2015)

27 hitp://www.saltshakers.org.au/issuesiS8ues/homosexuality/198e-law-in-australia(Accessed
2/28/2015)

288 hitp://www.mapsofworld.com/arourtthe-world/gaylaws.html (Accessed 10/23/14)

289 hitp://exodusglobalalliarcorg/ourhistoryc87.phfAccessed 2/28/15)
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that only the power of the Lord Jesus Christ can break them \Winde the pre
homosexual activists and their media supporters trumpet the fall of the vestaféw
memberof these ministries who have succumbed to temptation and fallen back into
homosexal practicesome divorcing and leaviraydistraughtwife and children in order
to revert to a homosexual lifestyley far most of the leaders of these ministries do not
return to homosexuality as is seen in the discussions pertaining to specificiesinistr
throughout this book and in the same recurring names of key leaders infthg axy 0
ministries over decadé®’

Aninsightfule x pl anati on of why hodmpasyx@udliss haft fee rt enc
Frank Worthen.

Why is it that the term "egay" so thraters the gay community? It

implies that one remains homosexual by choice. That the gay person need
not continue in the homosexual lifestyle is an unsettling message. It is far
easier to believe that there is no way out than to contemplate the rigors of
the change proce$g!

Whitehead, whom we met earlier in our discussion of the twins studies, offers

another reason why homosexwaglay . ®rve tHRer eat ene
o0 b s er v ekentnber of pedgletwho have changed towards exclusive

heterosexality are greater than current numbers of bisexuals and homosexuals

combined. In other words, exgays outnumber actual gagfs?

Worthenalso explains why homosexual people who receive the new birth, the new nature

from the Holy Spirit, and in faith turmtJesus Christ as their Lord and Savior and begin

the sanctification process, the Hfeng growth and development in Chrldteness, are

able to leave the homosexual lifestyle, become tre@ gxay s, 6 and hel p ot her
without reverting to homosexusli?®

Europe

First the more positive news. In the following countries a legal marriage is considered to

be only between a man and a woman: Belarus, Buldgartatia Hungary,Latvia,

Lithuania, Moldova, Montenegr®oland,Serbia,and Ukraine Samesex fimar ri ages o
are not recognized in Albani&reecejtaly, and Malta In Serbia antgay protests have

occurred

England has a small percentage of homosexuals, including lesbians and bisexuals. Data
from the Office of National Statistics (ONS) discldkat a total of only 1.6% of adults in

20 gee, e.ghttp://exodusglobalalliance.org/ourhistoryc87.gAscessed 2/28/15)

PlEr ank WeaX-GAYeFact Fréud or Fantasy?
http://www.exodusglobalalliance.org/exgayfactfraudorfantasyp49pbpessed 3/3/15)
2NARTH | n HEeniical iwineStudies Demonstrate Homosexuality is Not Gemetic
http://www.narth.com/#!gay-bornthatway/cm6x(Accessed 4/12/15)
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the United Kingdom selidentify in these three categories. Those figures break down

into 1.2% identify as homosexual or lesbian while 0.5% consider themselves bisexual.

Within the first category men outnumber themen twoto-one (1.6% of adult males

identifying as homosexual contrasted with 0.8% of adult females identifying as lesbians.

NARTH observesand o mme nt s on t h ehestatisWeshowthattee t hat At
number of people who consider themselves asdsexual or bisexual is much lower

than the figure widely cited by activists to the meifi4.

Sadly,a number oEuropean nations havmwiselylegalized homosexual unions and
sames e X N ma MheyirelgdeBelgiom, DenmarkFinland,France Great Brtain,
Iceland, The Netherlands, Norway, Portugald Spairf>> Countries like Austria,
Germany, Ireland, and Switzerlankdave given legal recognition to only registered
partnerships amoripose of the same gen

Most sadly, the Finnish people were latsby pastoral malpractice. Itasmother

example otheunbiblical,misinformed, unwise, and misleading actions of pastors and

other church leaders on this subject that is the primary concern of this book and the main

reason for its existencézinnishTV program, Yle Uutiset;, e por t ed t hat the <co
statesupported Evangelical Lutheran Church was rgdaing members over the

pastorsd promot i onseomrarriag®rmhoaethart 2600 mbreday f s a me
The lead paragraph on the Yle Wele stated that Mor e t han 2, 600 member
church following comments by Archbishop Kari
decision to revise laws to allow sarsee x c o u p | &sSosad, amdaa r y . o

unnecessary.

Blogger Reid Standish discloses #reant decision and rationale of the archbishop.

Kari Makinent he Ar c hbi s &latheran €hurEhibechnzerad 6

major advocate fathe samesex cause, giving countless interviews and

pushing forreformobh he i ssue wi Rohmentsmhohae chur ch. A
mat t er o fsaquestion of numan dignity arising frone thasis

of t he Ch Makinénstaetto YlegFintan's rational

broadcaster, prior to Friday's vGt&.

PUNARTH | n ®nlyil6% of Adults fn the UK Identify as Gay, Lesbian orS&ixual Acording to
Government Repayt bttp://www.narth.com/newsvatch/theologicalssuesf{Accessed 4/12/15)

29 hitp://www.bbc.com/news/uR6793127 (Accessed 11/29/14)
http://yle.fi/uutiset/finnish_parliament_poised to_vote on_saee marriage/765775&ccessed
11/29/14)

29 hitp://www.mapsofworld.com/arourtthe-world/gaylaws.html (Accessed 10/23/14)
297

http://yle.fi/uutiset/lutheran_church_loses_members_over_archbishops_support _for _marriage equality/765
9441 (Accessed 11/29/14)
298

http://blog.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2014/11/28/finland_becomes_an_unlikely battleground_for_same_sex
marriage_debat@ccessed 11/29/14)
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The archbishop bases his argument on Ahuman
least the most importantatter. As explainelerein above and below, the

Biblical account of man being created in the image of God, that each human is a

bearer of Goddés i mage, means th-at he or she
treated including treating the body with tlisrespect it receives from

homosexual practicés’ But there is so much more to the issue than wiaich

church leaders must not ignore or fail to take into account in degisaimg on

this matter. These other key components of the issuesdegtalen inthis book.

Here we see a tragic example of the lack of careful thinking causing deep division
in the church, the body of Christ. Church leaders, especially pastors and teachers,

must think more completely. Tohey shoul d ask
human dignity come from? The only unshakable basis for it is in the Word of
God. And what el se does Goddés Word say abou

The chairperson of the Finnish Christian Democrats Party, Interior Minister Paivi

R&sanen, who hagén one of the most outspoken opponenfgehdermeutral

Gmarriage 6 0 t he terminology used as the issue wa
disappointment by the vote of the Finnish Parliament to legdligea-seema r r i age . O

Even more disappointing ther is that her department will be partly responsible for

implementing the new law.

Yet in reflecting on the matter, she has articulated a perspective that has occurred also to

me. While my concern is that laws teach, and overtime future generatomstimes

accommodate to unjust laws, nevertheless some laws are so egregious and counter to the
universally perceived natural law and our @Gpden consciences (Romans 2:15) that

with Godds common grace to all agthalvashi s speci
majority of people (since homosexuals constitute such a small percentage of all

populations) will still reject the homosexual lifesylaeither will they value &

especially if the church prays and walks closely with the Lord, speaking théntiatie.

Part of that truth is informing people of what homosexuals do, as we saw in Chapter Two,

so they have an accurate understanding of this abysmal lifestyle.

Even if the homosexual activists achieve their objective of mdkiaga-sexemar r i age 0
legal in a specific society, it will likely be a hollow, and sometimes a temporary, victory:
temporary, since in some places changes in governmegnoverturn decisions by

political, including judicial, eulatonti es that
they serve, and hollow since the legislation camhetyschange values, feelings, and

attitudes. As the old adage puts it in rhyn
same opinion still.o As I nterior Minister F

Orhisis a deep question of principlshe saidd believe that in the future

a large group of Finns will continue to consider marriage to be a bond
between a man and a woman, and that they will not consider relationships
between people of the same genderaararriage$.

29 gee in particular Chapters One and Two.
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A key part of he homosexual agenda is to force people to view homosexuals and their

Amar r i d&angeqoal tallsotherpeople and theimarriages. A key problem they

face is the natural aversion to restriction of freedatmich is pat of the image of God

allhumansbeay) especially when morality is involve
where they stil]l consider homosexuals and th

Help and hope for people struggling with homosexuality has bgaade for a long

time. Always in the church itself, and since the 118¥0s in the parachurcExodus

Global Alliance ministries to homosexuals has been engaged since at least 1974. In that
yeara ministry tohomosexuals in Holland called EHAH (in Ergjli Evangelial

Counselling for Homosexuals) was begunJbpan van de Sluisin 198182 he reached

out across Europe, and the response was so extensive that he began a European coalition
ofexigayo ministries.

Russia

Theprechomosexual peboki Wer | dRMssiabas becomemareh at A
vocal against gays in the recent past. Fine of 5,000 rubles ($156) is levied against

forming nontraditional sexual set ups, as such relationships are not socially

acceptablé’® Another message is sent.

Middle East
Israel
Theii Ma pof Worldo We b s isrhetis verg pragressiverlel Aviv is rated as one
of the most gayriendly cities and is famous for its Annual Pride Parade and gay
beaches. Tel Aviv is also known as the Gay Capital of the MiEa#. Ranked as the
best gay city in 2011 by LGBT travelers surveyed ontine. The Web site al so
has welcomed homose®uals Awith open arms. o

Lebanon Homosexuals consider the country welcoming to tA%m.

Palestinian TerritoryHomosexuality igorbidden®®

Other Middle East Countries

Homosexuals face a grigituation in other Middle East countries. The homosexual
ori ent ®oWofirMadpd We b slin deeeralottre Mieldle EashNuslim 0
countries, death is the punishment for sucati@hs. Middle East countries like Kuwait,

300 hitp://www.mapsofworld.com/arourithe-world/gaylaws.html Caveat: this Web site has a pro
homosexual biagAccessed 10/23/14)

301 hitp://www.mapsofworld.com/arourtthe-world/gay-laws.html (Accessed 10/23/14)

392 hitp://www.mapsofworld.com/arourtthe-world/gaylaws.html (Accessed 10/23/14)

393 hitp://www.mapsofworld.com/arourtthe-world/gaylaws.html (Accessed 10/23/14)
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Bahrain, Qatar, Oman, Saudi Arabia, UAE, Palestine, Jordan, Iran, and Iragq have banned
gay marriages/activity. In Iran, it is punishable by dedth.

North America

Canada and Mexico have legalized sas®e unios and marriage€°> Canadaés s ame
sex couples hee hadall taxation and government benefits since 1997 and legalsexne
marriage since 2008° The situation in the United States will be discussed below.

South America

Argentina, Brazil, and Uruguay allomomosexual relations and unions. Cuba has
Afopened upo to homosexual s.

The Honduras and Caribbean nations consider homosexuality taboo. They have had laws
to that effect since 1936 and have expressed no interest in reconsidering th&’matter.

Esly Carvého, a Brazilian psychologist in private practibegan a ministry ithe early
1980s. As soon as she translated an article she salristianity Todayhat contained

an interview with Frank Worthen, people began approaching her for bafer that
decade, catalyzed by the work of the Holy Spirit, the writing and other wdzklpf
Carvalhoandothers, multiple ministries began Brazil. In 1994 she received

permission to begin the organization Exodus Latin America, and later that year she and
otherkey leaders beam anexii g ay 0 imEcualor.oQuito becantke location of

the headquarters of Exodus Latin America in 1998, and then in 2002 as the ministry
expanded to Mexico the headquartersswaoved taCuernavaca, Mexicoln 2006 new
ministrieswere begurin Chile, Columbia, Dominican Republic, Mexico and Venezuela.
Hope and help are growing on another continent for people who want out of
homosexuality.

In this brief historical and geographical summary of homosexugibtyally, we observe

that cultures throughout the world reject homosexuality as being neither acceptable nor
normative. Homosexuals typically constitute a very small percentage of a given
countrybés tot al popul ation; if that orientat
normal it would be the practice of most people; bus rot.

Due to the corruption of human nature following the disobedience of Adam and Eve, we

see sin, includingdmosexuality, all over the worldut it has never been the accepted

way of life. AsJudge &ffrey S Sutton wrote for the majority opinian the SixthCircuit
CoutNovember 2014 ruling #&9pameénirmg atglee 0st at es

304 hitp://www.mapsofworld.com/arourtthe-world/gaylaws.html (Accessed 10/23/14)

30 hitp://www.mapsofworld.com/arourtthe-world/gaylaws.html (Accessed 10/23/14)
3®ChristopherS®osP&r e ftSiamg a nhip:/Bwwendrin.aomitlesn Rat es, 0
parenting/clehyAccessed 4/12/15)

397 http://www.mapsofworld.com/arourtthe-world/gaylaws.html Caveat: this Web site has a pro

homosexual bias(Accessed 10/23/14)
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émarriage has | ong been a soci al i nstitut
between men and women. So lomgided, the tradition is measured in

millennia, not centuries or decades. So widely shared, the tradition until

recents!glshad been adopted by all governments and major religions of the

world.

Views of Homosexuality in the United States and Its Laws

In the American colonies homosexual acts were a capital offense, and they were illegal in

the U.S. until 1961and in fact in some places they still are. The U.S. Supreme Court in

Bowers v Hardwick and John and Mary Doe in 1986 upheld a Georgia statutextteat m

sodomy a criminal offense, punishable up 20 years in prisbe.Court decided that the

due process clause of the Fourteenth Amendme
right o%)gomosexuals to engage in consensual sodomy, even in [the] priydmirpf

home”. o

Consider carefully Chief JustNotceho®tar ger 6 s co
backand wide rangindpe goes to establish the key dimension of precedent in our legal
system.

|l join the Courtds opunderscoramyvibut | write s
that in constitutional terms there is no such thing as a fundamental right to
commit homosexual sodomy.

ons agai

As the Court noteséthe proscripti
' s relatin

roots. o Deci sions of i ondlucthaved u a
been subject to state intervention throughout the history of Western
Civilization. Condemnation of those praesis firmly rooted in Juae
Christian moral and ethical standards. Homosexual sodomy was a capital
crime under Ro heanglish Refoériatiom whengpowers

of the ecclesiastical courts were transfe
English statute criminalizing sodomy was pagsedBl ackst one descri be
At he infamous crime against natureo as an
than rape, a heinous act fAthe very menti ol

nature, 0 and fAa crime not fit to be named
England, including its prohibition of sodomy, became the received law of

Georgia and the other Colonies. In 1816@s®rgia Legislature passed

the statute at issue here, and that statute has been continuously in force in

one form or another since that time. To hold that the act of homosexual

sodomy is somehow protected as a fundamental right would be to cast

aside milennia of moral teaching.

398 hitp://www.cab6.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a020&ppdf p. 7. (Accessed 3/7/2015)
39.S. Supreme Court Reports, 92 L Ed 2d, p. 140. See also pp. 148 and 149.
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This is essentially not a question of per

the legislative authority of the State. | find nothing in the Constitution
depriving a State of the power to enact the statute challengedhere.

The St&e of Coloradopassed Amendment 2 into its constitutiamrovision that

prohi bits homos e x pratécedtatds.Withetristapdnadmersits havi n g
constitution clearly indicatethe public awareness and assertion that this lifestyle is not a
normal alternative.

Section 30b. No Protected Status Based on Homosdvasilian or
Bisexual Orientation

Neither the State of Colorado, through any of its branches or departments,
nor any of its agencies, political subdivisions, municipalities oco@ch
districts, shall enact, adopt or enforce any statute, regulation, ordinance or
policy whereby homosexual, lesbian or bisexual orientation, conduct,
practices or relationships shall constitute or otherwise be the basis of or
entitle any person or clas$ persons to have or claim any minority status,
guota preferences, protected status or claim of discrimination. This
Section of the Constitution shall be in all respectsesatcuting®**

We see here an official legal stand againsjuk#fication aand promotionof
homosexuality in and for common practicgadly,a small number of unelected justices
in the United States Supreme Court ruled that this amendment to the Colorado State
Constitution approved by the majority of qualified voters in theestas
unconstitutional.Nevertheless hie physiological and societal outcome$fiomosexula
practice explain the commaajection of homosexualityot only in these examples but
throughout historyvorldwide apart fromits enormousand eternal negative
consequences.

In addition to its other functions, the law is a teacher. This is one of the main reasons
why we should be very careful whom we elect to public office. Elections have
consequences, and some elections have especially significant conseqiundes

legislation that is enacted is hard to repeal and replace with better laws. Further, the more
people who emerge into adulthood without hearing the Gospel of Jesus Christ and
maturing in a relationship with the Lord will be vulnerable to the lepdfrmisinformed

and misguided peers and others and to the leading of Satan and the demonic forces we are
engaging in the cosmic warfare about which Scripture warns us. (Ephesiaiis 6ridde

vss. 1113; Revelation 1220) Such people will turn to thewa of the land, some of

which are most unjust, instead of to the true and authoritative Word of God for their
guidance.

31%1bid, pp. 149150.
311 Constitution of the State of Colorado, Article 11 Bill of Rights, Section 30b.
http://www.michie.com/colorado/Ipext.dlI?f=templates&fn=mdimtmé&cp (Accessed 12/10/10)
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Concerning this cosmic warfare, to employ a sports analogy, mostly up to’tberdry

webve been pl aAmenca withis atrpng beenmlgase, has been one of

the great missionargending countriesl suspect that one of the r ¢
significantly more overt demonic activiity other countries and cultures, e.g., Africa,

Asia, and Latin America, is due to theostg Biblical basis on which our country was

founded The pervasiveness of the churches, the v
relationship with his people, throughout our ldrad enabled us &xperience

considerable protectioigatan and his demdallowers have been severely limited in

what they could doThe faithfulness of so marGhristiansn our society has influenced

even norChristians to function with many similar valuds. fact as has been observed

by others, norChristians want the Inefits that come from the Biblical faith in and

teaching of Jesus Christ, they just dondt wa
two, the blessings and the obeying, go togethénen our children were growing up,

most of their teachers were @iranseven thoug they went to public schoolsNow,

however, with the obstacles put up by false governiftbatbeast of the sea [Revelation

13:1-10]) and falseeligion (the beast of the land [Revelation 1318], it has been

harder, humanly speaking t o pr omote the Gospel of Chri st
evidence of the demonic forces at work in our country.

To continue the spor tmorebomadames iy the batded We now pl
do have Ahome field atdtvaertbagedhbupl agpbygokf @
and return to the basics, the disciplines, w

covenant with God

To use another analogy, America has always wanted to fight wars overseas so we

woul dndt hav e sonourfandg Well ndwwe hawelto fightthe spiritual

battle more at home. Satan and his demonic followers are bringing the fight full force

into the church. This is the primary reason for this book: to help the church stay strong

spiritually soitcamccompl i sh the Lordébés redemptive pur
throughout the world.

With the abovedocumentation of the rejection of homosexual practice throughout

history, some exceptions to the contrary notwithstanding,attempt by homosexual

activistsand their sympathizets discredit their opposition by such nawadling as
Ahomophobico is baseless, distorting, and de
millennia reject homosexuality, and when®®% ofthe population withirour own

countrydoesso, it is not something personadleither is homosexuality normative and

those opposed are Aout of toucho or Aon the

The rejectioris of an deology and an evil practice aizdbased primarilp n GWaord s
that is rooted in his divine and holy character (Romans 1:20) and secondarily on the
natural lawthat iswritten on human hearts and consciences. (Romans 2Tl4)s, the
Bible states that people are without excuse for engaging in such suppoésh®iruth
and lies, which the texilassifies asvickedness. (Romans 1:P®) Taking a closer look
at what homosexuality actually involves, vas are seeing in thgtudy; is it not
understandable why God calls the practietestablgt * 3,8 ®@ickedan offerse to
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his holinessandoffensiveas well because it destroys people he has creattcs
counterproductive to his creatidn

Colson highlightswhat historians have concludedati Hi st or y shows that w
homosexuality manifestsitselfii t he advanced st agAthe of a soci
same time he | auds the courage of the Roman
resist civil ordinanc®s normalizing homosexu

The liberatorientedso-calledii ma i n st r @tahomgh meedave close to the

viewer or listenership as do conservative stationthe U. S, havebeen slanting their

writing to make it look like the trend in this country has changed to majority support for
Asasnex marriage. O H o w eiticseewhq point bue what bas beert | me s ¢
going on that makes it look like such a trend. As one reporter said,

Opposition remains stiff in many places. Critics point out that most states
still do not allow gay marriage and that in most of those that d@asttiae
work of courts or legislatures, not the will of the people.

Only Washington, Maryland and Maine have approved gay marriage

through a public vote, while residents of 30 states have approved

constitutional amendments to baa it

Al t hi n kthatithsea freightttrainoohmomentum has been greatly
exaggerated and is just not true, o0 says J
National Organization for Marriage>

Thefifreight trairdb was halted in November 2014 by the U. S. Court of Appeals for the

Sixth Circuit. The majority opinionwritten by Judge Suttomisely upheld the bans on
Asaseemarri ageo in the states within its juri
Tennesseend cited in its rationale several kexcfors. | quote at length in andfor you

to understand the careful rationale underlying the deciamhyetot only for your own
comprehension, bso you can share it most effectively with otheérée need to

understand theoundest legal response to the-pomosexual agenda, aitds presented

in the following opinion, which addresses the primary argumentatagenda, largely

based on a faulty view of the lAmendment to the U. S. Constitution, to which Judge
Suttonthoughtfully, carefully, and extensively repliesith predsion.

Our judicial commissions did not come with such a sweeping grant of
authority, one that would allow just three oBugist two of us in trut8
to make such a vital policycdlnabout whet her gay marri age

#2Colson, p. 7.
Bpenise Lavoie, fATacticseandnare iafgtee roRepdeas oyxcd art £ do fPr =
Herald, May 16, 2014, p. 9A.
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i d efaréhg 32million citizenswho live within the four states of the
Sixth Circuit®**

[In Baker v. Nelson, 409 U.S. 810, 810 (19%®) U. S. Supreme Court

upheld a | ower courtodos ruling that a homo
legal i zat i on o fon eithee Due Précesa Equal Paogeetion

Clausesf theFourteentrAmendmentnor could they argue on the basis

of the Supreme Courtds previous decision
(Virginiads) ban on interracial marri ages
i n a const ithestate count explairedheresiea, cl@ar

distinction between a matrital restriction based meuplynraceand one

based upothef undament al doi f fTehree nScuep ri enmes eCxo. ubr t
rejected t he hohalege ssuiaglaodmearded e 6s i

stating thathe appeal did not raiga substantial federgl u e s t]iThisn . 6 0

type of summary decision, it is true, does not bind the Supreme Court in

later cases. But it does confine lower federal courts in later cases. It

matters not whether we thinkd decision was right in its time, remains

right today, or will be followed by the Court in the future. Only the

Supreme Court may overrule its own precedents, and we remain bound

evenbyitssumamr y d e aitiksicb time asithé@ Courtforms [us]

that [we]>*®are not. 60

If a federal court denies the people suffrage over an issue long
thought to be within their power, they deserveegplanation. We, for our
part, cannot find one, as several other judges have concluded & well.

Not one of the plain i ft fh € @ makessthe case for constitutionalizing
the definition of marriage and for removing the issue from the place it has
been since the founding: in the hands of state votérs.

Original meaningAll Justices, past and present, start their @ssest of a
case about the meaning of a constitutional provision by looking at how the
provision was understood by the people who ratified it. If we think of the
Constitution as a covenant between the governed and the governors,
between the people and thpalitical leaders, it is easy to appreciate the
force of this basic norm of constitutional interpretafidhat the

originally understood meaning of the charter genewaillybe the lasting
meaning othe charter. When two individuals sign a contracelbas

house, no one thinks that, years down the road, one party to the contract
may change the terms of the deal. That is why the parties put the
agreement in writing and signed it publiglyo prevent changed
perceptions and needs frarhanging the guarasés in theagreement. So

314 hitp://www.cab.usourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a02786.pdf p. 8. (Accessed 3/7/2015)

315 hitp://www.cab.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a020&ppdf pp. 1314. (Accessed 3/7/2015)
318 hitp://www.ca6.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a020&ppdf pp. 17. (Accessed 3/7/2015)
317 hitp://www.ca6.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdfd0275p06.pdf p. 17. (Accessed 3/7/2015)
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it normally goes with the Constitution: The written charter cements the
limitations on government into ambending bulwarknot a vane &rable
whenever alterations oc@iunless and until the people, like contracting
parties, chose to change the contralstough the agreedpon

mechanisms for doing so. See U.S. Const. art. V. If American lawyers in
all manner of settingstill invoke the original meaning dflagna Carta, a
Charter for Englanth 1215, surely it is not too much &sk that theyand
we) take seriouslthe original meaning dhe Unhited States Constitution,

a Charter for this country in 1788ny other approach, tdghtly

followed, converts federal judges from interpreters of the document into

newly commissioned alors of it>'8

In trying to figure out the original meaning of a provision, it is fair to say,
the line between interpretation and evolutiohwords]blurs from timeto
time. That is an occupational hazard for judges when it comes to old or
generally woded provisions. Yet that knotty problem does not confront
us. Yes, the Fourteenfkmendment is old; the people ratified it in 1868.

And yes, it is generally eweprivdang; it
person of life, liberty, or property, withodtie process of law; nor deny to
any person within its jurisdiction

Nobody in this case, however, argues that the people who adopted the
Fourteenth Amendmeninderstood it to require the States to change the
definition of marriage.

Tradition reinforceshe point. Only months ago, the Supreme Court
confirmed the significance of loraccepted usage in constitutional
interpretation. In one case, the Court held that the customary practice of
opening legislative meetings wigltayer alone proves the constitutional
permissibility of legislative prayer, quite apart from how that practice
might fare under the most #p-date Establishment Clause t&st

From the founding of the Republic to 2003, every State defined marriage
as a elationship between a man and a woman, meaning that the
Fourteenth Amendment permits, though it does not require, States to
define marriage in that way°

Rational basigeview Doctrine leads to the same place as history. A first
requirement of any law, kether under the Due Process or Equal

Protection Clause, is that it rationally advance a legitimate government

policy. Vance v. Bradley440 U.S. 93, 97 (1979fwowords( i j udi ci al
rest FL£iCntv,, 0 Beac h ,38uWn3n803, 131 (199B8)hand

318 hitp://www.cab.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a020&ppdf pp. 1718. (Accessed 3/7/2015) Consider
the wisdom of J uuiclerinGpletintredatiod ® cohtempanaryrdiscussions on the
hermeneutics involved in interpreting the Bible.

319 hitp://www.ca6.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a020&ppdf p. 18. Accessed 3/7/2015)

320 hitp://www.ca6.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a020&ppdf p. 18. (Accessed 3/7/2015)
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one principle (trust in the people that
eventually be rectifiVanteddqyyU.S &®/) democr ati c
tell us all we need to know about the light touch judges should use in

reviewing laws under this standard. I8og as judges can conceive of

some fApl ausi bl &anyplausideseasor, even onelthat | a w

did not motivate the legislators who enactédtiie law must stand, no

matter how unfair, unjust, or unwise the judges may consider it as citizens.

Heller v. Doe 509 U.S. 312, 330 (1993\ordlinger v. Hahn505 U.S. 1,

11, 1718 (1992).

A dose of humility makes us hesitant to condemn as unconstitutionally
irrational a view of marriage shared not long ago by every society in the
world, sharedy most,if not all, of our ancestors, and shared still today by
a significant number of the Statddesitant, yes; but still a rational basis,
some rational basis, must exist for the definition. What is it? Two at a
minimum suffice to meet this low bar. One stdrom the premise that
governments got into the business of defining marriage, and remain in the
business oflefining marriage, not teegulate love but to regulate sex,

most especially the intended and unintended effects ofimaale
intercourse. Imagie a society without marriage. It does not take long to
envision problems that might result from an absence of rules about how to
handle the natural effects of mdkamale intercourse: children. May men

and women follow their procreative urges wherevey tage them? Who

is responsible for the children thasult? How many mates may an
individual have? How does one decide which set of mates is responsible
for which set of children? That we rarely think about these questions
nowadays shows only how far wwave comend how relatively stable our
society is, not that States have no explanation for creating such rules in the
first place.

Once one accepts a need to establish such ground rules, and most
especially a need to create stable family units for kengd and
unplanned creation @hildren, one can well appreciate why the citizenry
would think that a reasonable first concern of any society is the need
to regulate makéemale relationships and the unique procreative
possibilities of theni?*

One wayto pursue this objective is to encourage couples to enter lasting

relationships through subsidies and other benefits and to discourage them

from ending such relationships through these and other means. People

may not need the govdaeseeAntdihe mayncour age me
not need the gover nmenttiiespeden. Bl ur agement t
they may well need the governmentds encou
maintainstable relationships within which children may flouriéh.

32 hitp://www.cab.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a02%&ppdf p. 19. (Accessed 3/7/2015)
322 hitp://www.ca6.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a020&ppdf pp. 1920. (Accessed 3/7/2015)
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What we are left with is thiBy creating a status (marriage) and by
subsidizing it (e.g., with takling privileges and deductions), the States
created an incentive for two people who procreate together to stay together
for purposes of rearing offspring. That does not convict the$s of

irrationality, only of awareness of the biological reality that couples of the
same sex do not have children in the same way as coupppadite

sexes and that couples of the same sex do not run the risk of unintended
offspring. Thatexplanatio, still relevant today, suffices to allow the

States to retain authority over an issue they have regulated from the
beginning®**

Any other approach would create kdeawing problems of its own.

Consi der h o w-amtommitméent definisod ofrlarmiage

would fare under their own rational basis test. Their definition does too
much because it fails to account for the reality that no State in the country
requires couples, whether gay or straight, to be in love. Their definition
does too little beasse it fails to account for plural marriages, where there

is no reason to think that three or four adults, whether gay, bisexual,
straight, lack the capacitg share love, affection, and commitment, or for
that matter lack the capacity to be capabhal (@ore plentiful) parents to
boot. If it is constitutionally irrational tetand by the mamwoman

definition of marriage, it must be constitutionally irrational to stand by the
monogamous definition of marriage. Plaintiffs have no answer to the
point. What they might say they cannot: Theyght say that tradition or
community mores provide a rational basis for States to stand by the
monogamy definition of marriage, but they cannot say that because that is
exactly what they claim is illegitimate about thé¢ a t e detnalena | e
definition of marriage. The predicament does not end there. No State is
free of marriage policies that go too far in some directions and not far
enough in others, making all of them vulner&blef t he ¢l ai mant s o
theory of rational bas review prevail§>*

Fundamental right to marryUnder the Due Process Clause, courts apply
more muscular revievi st ri ct , 06 Ari gorous, 0 usually wu
scrutint o | aws t h ate nit mgyptsd in considéringrthet a m
cl ai mant s 0 eypeemmlantgentdl rglat to mardy each
other, we must keep in mind that something can be fundamentally
important without being a fundamental right under the Constitution.
Otherwise, state regulations of many deeply impodafibom education

to healthcee to living conditions to decisions about when tadveould

be subject to unforgiving review. They are not. Saa Antonio Indep.

Sch. Dist. v. Rodrigue#11 U.S. 1, 35 (1973) (public educatioklaher

v. Rog432 U.S. 464, 469 (1977) (healthcatepdsey v. Normet4d0U.S.

32 hitp://www.ca6.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a020&ppdf p. 21. (Accessed 3/7/2015)
324 hitp://www.cab.uscourts.géepinions.pdf/14a027506.pdf pp. 2223. (Accessed 3/7/2015)
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56, 7374 (1972) (housing)Glucksberg521 U.S. a?28 (right to die).
Instead, the question is whether our nation has treated the right as
fundamental and therefore worthy of protection under substantive due
process. More precisel, t he test i s whether t
this Nationds history and tradit].
|l iberty, 0 such that #d@Aneither 1ibe
s acr i Glicksker)524 U.S. at 721 (internaitations omitted). That
requirement often is met by placing the right in the Constitution, most
obviously in (most of) the guarantees in the Bill of Rights. See id. at 720.
But the right to marry in generalnd the right to gay marriage in
particular,nowhere appear in the Constitution. That route for recognizing
a fundamental right to sarsex marriage does not exist.

That leaves the other optidrthat, even though a proposed right to same
sex marriage does not appear in the Constitution, it turbedrock
assumptions about liberty. This too does not work. The first state high
court to redefinenarriage to include gay couples did not do so until 2003
in Goodridge

Matters do not change becalseing v. Virginia 388 U.S. 1 (1967), held
that i agmeor amounts to a fundamental rig

ht.

Loving fAmarri age bet wenedoul|[wasjadhouglatofd a wo man

S as essential t oWirdsoel3vSeCtyat def i ni t
2689. I n referri ngiappdievatrena rmargieadg & ad h e

i on
r t

Lovingconf i r med onisy xt matr ri amgeods iwoaul d have |

considered redundant, not that marriage included saxeouples.

Lovingdid not change the definition. That is why the Court said marriage
is Afundamenmtyalexti ast@®wmrce and survival ,h o
reference to the procreative definition of marriage. Had a gay African
American male and a gay Caucasian male been denied a marriage license
in Virginia in 1968, would the Supreme Court have hkdt Virginia had
violated the Fourteenth Amendment? No one to our knowledge thinks so,
and no Justice to our knowledge has ever said so. The denial of the license
would have turned not on the racesha applicants but on a request to
change the definition of maage. Had_ovingmeant something more

when it pronounced marriage a fundamental right, how could the Court
hold inBakerfive years later that gay marriage does not even raise a
substantial federal questioh®vingaddressed, and rightly corrected, an
unanstitutional eligibility requirement for marriage; it did rooeate a

new definition of marriagé&?*®

No doubt, many people, many States, even dtioi®naries, now define
marriage in a way that is untethered to biology. But thas do¢
transform thedndamentalights decision of.ovingunder the old

3% hitp://www.ca6.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a020&ppdf p. 28. (Accessed 3/7/2015)
328 hitp://www.cab6.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a020&ppdf pp. 2829. (Accessed 3/7/2015)
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definition into a constitutional right under the new definition. The question
is whether the old reasoning applies to the new setting, not whether we can
shoehorn new meanings inttd words. Else, evolnig-norm

lexicographers would haxsegreater say over the meaning of the

Constitution than judge¥’

Does the Constitution prohibit a State from denying recognition to-same

sex marriages conducted in other Stateg%s shown, compliance with

the Due Procesand Equal Protection Clauses in this setting requires only

a rational relationship between the legislation and a legitimate public

purpose. And a State does not behave irrationally by insisting upon its

own definition ofmarriage rather than deferribgthe definition adopted

byanot her State. Pr es e rrecagnizepontoapf a St at e ¢
notto recognize, anowif-st at e marri age preserves a St a
interest in deciding for itself how to define the marital relationship. It also

d scourages evasion of the Stateds marri a
to go to another Statmarry there, then return home. Were it irrational for

a State to adhere to its own policy, whatuhd be the point of the

Supreme Court 0s the fubRathad CledtCldusen gs t hat
Adoes not require a State to apply anot he
own publ il policyo?

Far from undermining these poinWjndsorreinforces them. The case

observes that A[t] thef oduenfdiantiitoino no fo ft hnea rStiaa
broader authority to regulate the subject of domestic relations with respect

to the protection of offspring, property interests, and the enforcement of

mar it al r e 4338 8.rCt at 6P (intérnalegsotation marks

omitted). How could it be irrational for a State to decide that the

foundation of its domestitelationslaw will be itsdefinition of marriage,

not s omebWiddgoraed dsse 6tsh?at A[ e] ach state as a
rightful and legitimate concern in the ntatistatus of persons domiciled

wi t hin i tddovwbcoulddt berireatioal for a State to apply its

definition of marriage to a couple in whose marital status the State as a

sovereign has a rightful and legitimate concern?

Nor does the policy afonrecognitiortriggerWi n d SR @mer 6 s
principle that unprecedented exercises of power call for judicial

skepticism. States have always decided for themselves when to yield to
laws of other States. Exercising this power, States often have refused t
enforce all sorts of otaf-state rules on the grounds that they contradict
importantlocal policies.SeeRestatement (First) of Conflict of Lavgs

612; Restatement (Second)@dnflict of Laws § 90. Even more telling,
Statesn many instances have reégsto recognize marriages performed in
other Statesn the grounds that these marriages depart from cardinal
principles of -reldtiensla®s. IeeResbatemahtqRmg)s t i ¢

327 hitp://www.ca6.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a020&ppdf pp. 29. (Accessed 3/7/2015)
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of Conflict of Laws8 134; Restatement (Second) of Conflict of Laws 8
283. The laws challenged here involve routine rather than anomalous uses
of state power?®

Judge Sutton next gives us an example of the type heterosexual marriages that would not
be legal in Ohio. This statement also explains part of the rationale foouhtemaking
the decision it did.

What of the reality that Ohio recognizes some heterosexual marriages

solemnized in other States even if those marriagakl not be performed

in Ohio? See, e.gMazzoliniv. Mazzolinj 155 N.E.2d 206, 208 (Ohio

1958). The only reason Ohio could have for banning recognition of same

sex marriages performed elsewhere and not prohibiting heterosexual

marriages performed elsewhere, the Ohio plaintifigm, is animus or

Adi scrimination|[ ] ObdrgefalAppelukeed 6 cBar aat et
(quoting Windsor, 133 S. Ct. at 2692).

But, in making this argument, the plaintiffs misapprehend Ohio law,

wrongly assuming that Ohio would recognize as vaiigheterosexual

marriage that was valid in the State that sanctionddht is not the

case. Ohio law recognizes some-ofistate marriages that could not be

performed in Ohio, but not all such marriages. See,axzolini 155

N.E.2d at 208 (marriage of first cousinslardin v. Davis 16 Ohio Supp.

19, 20 (Ohio Ct. Cm. PI. 1945) (marriage by proxy). Mazzolini the

most relevant precedent, the Ohio Supreme Court stated that a number of

heterosexual marriaggso nes t hat were fAincestuous, pol
shocking to good morals, unalterably opposed to a well defined public

pol i cy, od&wopldnotte recognized io the State, even if they

were valid in the jurisdiction that performed them. 155 N.E.2d &atG®8

(noting that firstcousin marriages fell outside this rule because they were

Anot made voivd shynex @alnidc inftnogr 6 ncest uous o)
declaressame e x marri age contrary to the Statebo
those marriages within the | ongstanding e
rule. SeeDhio Rev. Code § 3101.01(&Y

The majority opinioralso dsclosed that the court found no valid appeal to animus on the

part of the plaintiffs. Animuge.g., animosity toward homosexuaksfrequently charged

but rarely proved. The majority ruled out other complaints as well, but enough has been
includedher¢ o enabl e you to sense the legalurtds r at
matters in the issue, which you can use in your conversations with othieispart of

your answer t@he question before us.

We appreciategJudgeSuttord s i n s i ,cahdthé supgporttofeludge Deborah L. Cook,
that enables us ®ee more clearly the seriousness of the matter of homosextiadity

328 hitp://www.cab6.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a020&ppdf p. 3840. (Accessed 3/7/2015)
329 http://www.ca6.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/14a020&ppdf p. 40 (Accessed 3/8/15)
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legal issues involve@nd its farreaching effects in our societyve 6 r e gr at ef ul t o
for the careful and perceptive thinkihgh ey have done and the stren
taking the stand they have.

They made the right decisionpWwever, | must say that if you use fivks in the

f oot not e ssomegrrorsitideljudgevkoameote the majority opiniomakes in

some of I's statements, likely due to his being unawarsoofie of theesearch recorded

in Chapter Twoof hi s book. For example, he speaks t
children®* Another concern | have is his explanation that the evolution of cultural

values can at a point in the future affect judicial decisions. That would not only commit

the naturalistic fallacynlogicbut , i nfinitely morsevllinth@ ort ant,
guestion before us pertaining to homosexuagyndicated in the Bibjevhich

historically has been the basis of our Constitution and legal systewveadsv e seen abo
Yett, Judge Suttonds r atreviewedleeontansat he court 6s
considerabl@and remarkablamount of valuable insight us e what onlithesee 1 nc |
pagestogether with thether information in this boglas you engage the public square.

Begin in your family and in the church, then wherever you have the opportunity.

Many if not most other countries around the world are not as confasaealrmany

peoplein the United States, Canada, and some European couiries. we 6 ve seen
above, sewhere in the world the natural law prevails strongly. While that understanding
is to be affirmed, thexceedingly harsh treatment of homosexuals in sontepia

unwarranted and should not be condoned. Some cultures appealing to the capital
punishment for homosexuality in the Old Testament (Leviticu$30still practice it

today, e.g., in countries that practice Islam under Sharia law. However, teeRibt be
interpreted as it was intended to be undersfdbd.

As with all other subjects, Christians can and should argue strongly on both the

horizontal plane (from general revelati@s presentegrimarily in the second, third, and

fourth chapters of ik booK and the vertical plane (from special revelatias presented

primarily in the first chapter)as the apostle Paul did, depending on who his audience

was In the former perspective we obseagainin the words of the prpolitically

correctpoet c adage that fAa man convinced against
Force has never worked to change a person. Change, especially lasting change motivated

by internally accepted premises, comes from within, not by external constraint. This is

the gproach of Christ Jesus and those who believe in and follow him: proclaim the

Gospel of Christ and all ow the person to be
will in any matter and how to do it, knowing that God does not contradict himself: th
Holy Spirit wondét | ead a person to do someth

writers to say.

33%Here is another example of why it is important to contact government officials and give them the most

accurate information on the subjects they areeaddss i n g . Donét assume they know.
31 35ee more below on Biblical interpretation, specifically related to the Leviticus texts on homosexuality,
in Chapter Five in the section AWhat does all this me
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While nowhere near the majority opinion in the United States, despite,rpabia

school, and other governmeaftorts, clearly the thinkingfanany in theU. S.has

declneda | ong way from Chief JusbhbvemBow&aw ger 6s ¢
Hardwick and John and Mary Doe in 198Bhis declinewasdescribedn a 1993 speech

by sociologist and former Senator the late Daniel Patrick Mdyra ndefimisg

deviancy dowrg by which hemeant that a society can only tolerate the constant decline

of moral values so long, and then it has to lower its standards to try to make sense of the
situation. George Wikxplains

Moynihan said that tven deviant behaviadse.g., violent crime, or
births to unmarried woménreach a certain level, society soothes itself by
Adefining dev isigmatizes tdedo@haviors by déclaringl e
them norma[thus committing the naturalistic fallacy in logas will be
discussed in Chapter Fourpnd sometimes, Moynihan said, social
problems are theresult@f at r ogeni ¢ government . 0O | n me
iatrogenic ailment is inadvertently introduced by a physician or medicine;
in social policy, iatrogenic prokins are caused by governmétt.

The same year (1993) Moynihan made his speech, columnist and physician Charles
Krauthammea dded t o Moyni hanés thesis athal suggest
not only were weénormalizing wlat was once consideredwdé a but we @vere also

ginding devianthn at was once c®nsidered nor mal . 60

Do you hear the prophet Isaiah reminding us of this day in terms that are not at all
encouraging? AWoe to those who call evil go
and | ight for darkness, who put bitter for s

Could homosexual practice, given cultural validity, destroy a country? Colson warns,

AThe further homosexual behavior | seenor mal i z
will recognize that*our destruction is upon
| appreciate very much Col sondés insightful (o
warning.Yet , i n the light of Godds Word in which
loving, | preferto seetheske vel opment s as a fAwake up call o

il game Sincaethe Haly Spiritis with us, all things are possible. (Mark 10:27)

What can we do? Begin by praying that God removes the roadblocks to the spread of the
Gospel of Jesus Chstiand that the Holy Spirit gives more and more people the new birth
and motivates more and more people to work with him in the sanctification process

their lives Then talk about the data disclosed in this and in the preceding chapters, most
of whichthose with whom you speak will be unaware but not completely surprised. The
data make sense. See more of what we can do in Chapter Five.

32GeorgeWil , fiDefi ni ng e c oMashington PosRepottesHerald, Bebruary 5,015,
4A.

333 hitp://spectator.org/articles/37376/defendieyiancydown (Accessed 3/3/15)

34 Colsm, p. 7
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Homosexuality negatively affects theaciety.

Considerable empirical eVvi dewhoseeyesxanespens as a
andwho arethinking. Muchof this research was examined in Chapter Two, but some

further observations should be made in the context of this discussion concerning the

impact on society and the implications for the church.

Star Parkecontrasts current demographic data with that of the 1960s. She
observes that

[ft s t hrough this | ens that we should vie
mandate that employers provide free contraception and sterilization and its
refusal to grant an exemptiom norally opposed religious institutions.

Our audacious president, as part of his ongoing enterprise to transform

America, has gone beyond defining deviancy down. Abortion,

sterilization, and sexual promiscuity have not just been redefined as

normal. Theyar e consi dered Areproductive rights
foot the bill.

In a Gallup poll done in 1969, 68 percent saidpegital sex is wrong
and 21 percent said it is not wrong. Few young women in 1969 would

have felt comfortable to publiclydeclareh ey sl eep around and it
doubtful that any politician or media personality would have condoned her
behavior.

By 2009, in response to the same question, 32 percent saithptal sex
is wrong and 60 percent said it is not wrong.

Are we a fairer and merprogressive nation today, or have we defined
deviancy down?

I f you think wedre a better nation today
viewed as normal and acceptable, so you must also be comfortable with
the rest of the social developments that go alonky this.

Most notably, the transformation and breakdown of the traditional
American family.

In 1960, 72 percent of American adults were married. Today 51 percent
are.

The most dramatic transformation here has taken place in those
communities most likely tbe supporting Democrats and Obantdacks
and Hispanics.
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In 1960, 14 percent of white adults had never been married. The
percentage of never married blacks and Hispanics then was not much
differenti 17 percent.

By 2008, the percentage of never marriedtevhdults had increased to 23
percent. But among blacks it grew to 44 percent and among Hispanics 34
percent.

If you see family breakdown as a negative development, so it is clear that
defining deviancy down has had the most deleterious effects on those
communities in which traditional institutions were weakest to begin with.

As part of the process of defining devi an
i only their meaning changé¥

Fifty years ago the number of children living in the same household withptreints

was significantly higher than today. As the alliance of Roman Catholic and Evangelical
Protestant schol ar s Therggoserta90 percentohcaildrenlive@ c| ar at
with their natural parents; today fewer than #hods do. The ioth rate has declined, and

the abortion rate has climbed from less than 1 percent of live births to over 20

percent>*°

Heritage Foundationds Ryan Anderson insighttf
fundamental role in civil society because it is chmazed by sexual complementarity,
monogamy, excl usi Vi Regalthaanonk ofthesefo@nence . o

characteristics or norms match the homosexual lifestyle or agenda.

Andersonés commentary on this dehaldsoe i n our
indicates the urgency of engaging the public forum on this issue. His insights are worth

guoting at some length, and | include them for yfoture reference as you join

helping people comprehend the serious implications of the ongoing detialong on

homosexuality and its related applications such as-samex i ma Andersangalso. 0

has well documented his assertions. They can be obtained by clicking on the link to his

original article that is included in the footnote below.

€ marriage nams encourage men and women to commit permanently and
exclusively to each other and take responsibility for their children.

3%star Parker, fADefining Deviancy Down, o March 12, 20
http://townhall.com/columnists/starparker/2012/03/12/defining_deviancy dAevgessed 3/3/15)

%3¢ 5The Two Shall Become One Flesh: Reclaiming Marrjage
http://www.firstthings.com/article/2015/03/teo-shaltbecomeonefleshreclaimingmarriage2

(Accessed 3/12/15)

%7Ryan T. AndersonfiThe Social Costs of Abandoning the Meaning of Marrjage Sept ember 9, 2013
http://www.heribge.org/research/reports/2013/09/¢oeiatcostsof-abandoninghe-meaningof-marriage

(Accessed 3/9/15)

16¢


http://townhall.com/columnists/starparker/2012/03/12/defining_deviancy_down
http://www.firstthings.com/article/2015/03/the-two-shall-become-one-flesh-reclaiming-marriage-2
http://www.heritage.org/research/reports/2013/09/the-social-costs-of-abandoning-the-meaning-of-marriage

In recent decades, a revisionist view of marriage has eroded these norms.
No-fault divorce was the first major trend to undermirsérang marriage
culture. Now the effort to redefine marriage away from rfiafeale
complementarity has gone even further in abandoning the central
characteristics of the institution. But if the law redefines marriage to say
the malefemale aspect is arbary, what principle will be left to retain
monogamy, sexual exclusivity, or the expectation of permaneBagh
developments will have high social costs.

Whatever one thinks about the morality of sexually open marriages; multi
partner marriages, and{gigsignrtemporary marriages, the social costs

will run high. The marital norms of monogamy, sexual exclusivity, and
permanency make a difference for society. These new words and the
reality they reflect undermine public understanding of what marriage is
andwhy it matters for society.

éMarriage increases the odds that a man
children that he helps create and to the woman with whom he does so.

Marriage, rightly understood, brings together the two halves of humanity
(male and fema)en a monogamous relationship. Husband and wife
pledge to each other to be faithful by vows of permanence and exclusivity.
Marriage provides children with a relationship with the man and the
woman who made them.

If a man does not commit to a woman in ap&gnent and exclusive
relationship, the likelihood of creating fatherless children and fragmented
families increases. The more sexual partners a man has, and the shorter
lived those relationships are, the greater the chance he creates children
with multiple women. His attention and resources thus divided, a long line
of consequences unfold for both mother and child, and for society as a
whole.

Marriage is thus a personal relationship that serves a public purpose.
According to the best available sociologiealdence, children fare best

on virtually every examined indicator when reared by their wedded
biological parents. Studies that control for other factors, including poverty
and even genetics, suggest that children reared in intact homes do best in
terms @& educational achievement, emotional health, familial and sexual
development, and delinquency and incarceration.

The breakdown of marriage most hurts the least-ofellA leading

indicator of whether someone will know poverty or prosperity is whether,
growing up, he or she knew the love and security of having a married
mother and father. Marriage reduces the probability of child poverty by 80
percent.



Marital breakdown harms society as a whole. A Brookings Institution
study found that $229 billion in wella expenditures between 1970 and
1996 can be attributed to the breakdown of the marriage culture and the
resulting exacerbation of social ills: teen pregnancy, poverty, crime, drug
abuse, and health problems. A 2008 study found that divorce and unwed
childbearing costaxpayers $112 billion each yeand Utah State

University scholar David Schramm has estimated that divorce alone costs
federal, state, and local governments $33 billion each year.

Recognition of marriage serves the ends of limited governmerg
effectively, less intrusively, and at less cost than does picking up the
pieces from a shattered marriage culture.

Someone might object: What does it matter if a small percentage of
marriages are open, group, or temporary? Those arguments werenmade i
the noefault divorce debate in the 1960s, but the introduction of such laws
had a dramatic impadt® After all, law affects culture. Culture affects
beliefs. Beliefs affect actions. The law teaches, and it will shape not just a
handful of marriages butéhpublic understanding of what marriage is.

Ideas and behaviors have consequences. The breakdown of the marriage
culture since the 1960s made it possible in this generation to consider
redefining marriage in the law to exclude sexual complementarity. And
that redefinition may lead to further redefinition.

Indeed, these new concepts make marriage primarily about adult desire,
with marriage understood primarily as an intense emotional relationship
between (or among) consenting adults. This revisionism cuiities
significant social costs.

Redefining marriage to say that men and women are interchangeable, that
Amonogami shdo relationships work just as w
relationships, that #@Athroupleso are the s
Awedl easeod wedlogkwikdnlglead to mare broken homes,

more broken hearts, and more intrusive government. Americans should

reject such revisionism and work to restore the essentials that make

marriage so important for societal welfare: sexual complementarity,

monogany, exclusivity, and permanency’

Strong social science research reveals both the damaging effects of homosexuality
once it becomes widespread and also the converse, the significantly higher degree

3% The dramatic impact of divorce devastates not only the couple splitting up but their children, who suffer

significantly negative effects not on&s children but throughout their lives as adults. See the studies on

adult children of divorce.

339 Ryan T. AndersoniiThe Social Costs of Abandoning the Meaning of Marrjage Sept ember 9, 201 ¢
http://www.heritage.org/research/reports/2013/094beiat costsof-abandoninghe-meaningof-marriage

(Accessed 3/9/15) For more on these redefinitions, and the logical fallacies in so doi@bapéer Four.
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of well-being in those societies that reject the praafdeomosexuality by social
disapproval and by law.

We also see this today, both internationally and nationally. Internationally,
those countries that preserve conservative social morality and family
values are the leaders in both freedom and prosperitle thiose that

grant special rights to homosexuals lag irhbateas. Nationally, in

Amer sbigetizs t he 0 g davbtbherhighest chtesaime

and other social dysfunctions and the lowest property values, whereas the
reverse is true in neighborhoods in which socially conserv@tivestian
churchesare prevalent?®

The Roman Catholic and Evangelical Protestant scholars who penned the March 2015
declaration have observed all the preceding cultural changes and agree that we have a
wakeup call hat is needed. What is especially alarming is the extent of the divergence

from not only Godods speci al revelation, upon
most of us have lived, but also the extent of divergence from the natural law revealed in
Godbs general revelation, which through the c

universally recognized and upon which societies have been established and stabilized.

This divergence that has occurred primarily within the last decade has had sigaifidan
far-reaching negative effects, as seen above and also identified in the declaration. The

scholars strongly cite why we cannot sit back and ignore these changes, as too often we

did previously.l n s o doing t heger» xmd rasudnagpdds s a me
threat to the welbeing of human life in the future extending even to a fundamental loss

of freedom. Again | quotatlength for you to capture the essence of the reality they

clearly perceive.This statement is especially important and &hla, for it interprets

current cultural and societal <circumstances

In these circumstances, what the state defines as marriage no longer

embodi es Godds purposes in creation. An e
damages marriag widespread cohabitation devalues marriage. But so

called samesex marriage is a graver threat, because what is now given the

name of marriage in law is a parody of marriage.

We are today urged to embrace an abstract conception of human nature

that ignoes the reality of our bodies. Human beings are no longer to be

understood as either male or female. Our culture encourages us to exalt

our personal desires and choices over the created order. Instead of freely
accepting Gododos gi f evenaweg)ndueee k t o domi nat e
constructing our own moral truths. The result is a deceptive pseudo

freedom that degrades daumaniy. Genuine freedom is found in

obedience to Godébés order: in freely choos
moral habit, what is good andhat makes for true beatitude.

340 hitp://www.conservapedia.com/History_of homosexudlitgcessed 11/13/14)
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No one should doubt or deny what is at stake here. To sustain the fiction

of samesex marriage, the natural family must be deconstructed. Birth
certificates wild/l no | onger | ist Afatherd
APar/emdar dnt 2, 0 a change already made on
jurisdictions that recognize samex marriage. In this brave new world,

the familyd the institution on which our social order résis being

redefined as a socially constructed unit, con®gby our sovereign will,

not by nature itself. And i f a dAfamilyo i
the corrosive individualism that already leaves too many people lonely and

disconnected in twentfjrst-century Western society is intensified.

é Today however, the most basic principles of family life are being
reconstructed around exceptions. Because the-fmalale difference must
be erased to make way for sasex marriage, the procreative potential of
the malefemale union must be setasideaswellA chi | dés parents ar
whomever legal documents designate as Parent 1 or Péarenf &8s
California documents now allow, Parent 3 or Parent 4. Thus, children are
exposed to the risk of coming into the world as strangers, in which the
biological[or adoptie] ties that form the natural family are arbitrarily
broken. The law no longer recognizes the primordial, complementary
natural roles of mother and father. The natural family as the fundamental
context defining where we have come from and who we aré &sgk.

The family becomes a creation of the state, and where the family is a
creation of the state, children become, in important legal respects, the
property of the stat&"

Children can therefore be taken away from pareusietimes with only a calldm a
Aconcernedod relative or neighbor, as | 6ve se
counsel distraught parents, relatives, and others. Social workers have told me that

children placed in foster care, even children from abusive and troubled hooudd,

typically rather be with their parents in their homes.

The declaration proceeds to identify other applications of the loss of freedom in the

current cultural shift in the United States and elsewhere in the West where such

movements are eroding trédnal values, mores, and laws. They also cite how these

new devel opments counterproductively contras

The revolution in our marriage and family law, already well advanced,
marches under the banners of freedom and equialitthese noble ideals
are here gravely misapplied. When society systematically denies the
difference between male and female in law and custom, our fundamental
dignity is diminished, the image of God within us is obscured, unreality
becomes legally estabhed, and those who refuse to conform are
regarded as irrational bigots. Further, as samecouples are granted the

%1 AThe Two Shall Become One Flesh: Reclaiming Marriage

http://www.firstthings.com/article/2015/03/thwo-shalkbecomeonefleshreclaimingmarriage?
(Accessed 3/12/15)
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right to marry, they wil!/ i nevitably asse

children are a gift, not a right. Forgetting this adds gdw pressure for

the expansion of radical forms of reproductive technd@ogych as sperm
and egg donation along with surrogacy, which involves contracting with a
woman for the carrying of a pregnancy for intended parents.

Freedom itself is severely comgpnised when our speech about the
difference and complementarity of male and female must be policed, and
any dissent from the new orthodoxies assiduously suppressed. It is
increasingly difficult to affirm that marriage is the union of a man and a
woman witiout being ruled outside the boundaries of reasonable public
conversation. And once opposition to sase& marriage is judged to be
discriminatory, no institution that declines to substitute unreality for
reality will remain unaffected. Some individuale @iready being

censured and others have lost their jobs because of their public
commitment to marriage as the union of a man and a wéthan.

We see here again, how vital is our vocation, our call, to proclaim the Gospel of
Jesus Christ and keep peopleavarof Goddés transcendence and h
alm 113), that he is sovereign and const a

(Ps
pic

tur e. We need to show howhddmg i s

not only

thepicture | ndeed i f we do sténeswsl preoatk(Lukeut t he very

19:40

When people lose sight of God and his importance, including his standard, our
society falls into a humanistic relativism where everyone does what is right in his
own eyes. Think for a moment what society will shortly |bk& and how that
change will im@ct you and your familif our nation ever comes to the point
whereitcan Gatp peal t o hesVord, indstgavardaaéewdh i ¢ h
standardhe Founders of the UnieStates used to construct teclaration of
Indepardence and the Constitution.

What are the implications for the dhurch?

In spite ofwhether the culture agrees with the Bible or turns against the Bibleulture
is never the standard ftre church, the people of God@he starting point in our

rea® n i

ng i s with Godos Wdhmedhurcihotc dlrleindg fi o rm ht

is not to be conformed to but to transform the culture. (RomansIlP&ter 2:912, esp.
v. 12) Here is where we find the answer to the question before us:

Therefore] urge you, brothers, in view of God's mercy, to offer your
bodies as living sacrifices, holy and pleasing to &b isyour spiritual

342 5The Two Shall Become One Flesh: Reclaiming Marrjage
http://www.firstthings.com/article/2015/03/theo-shaltbecomeonefleshreclaimingmarriage?

(Accessed 3/12/15)
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act of worship.Do not conform any longer to the pattern of this world,
but be transformed by the renewing of youndhiThen you will be able to
testand approvev h a t s @ibhisb dnis good, pleasing and perfect will
(Romans 12:2; italics ming

Test the Spirits: Distinguish between Scripture and the Culture

We are not to identify with the cultur®©nthe contrary we ar e fali ens and
strangers in the world, 0 and iGadbrtocal | s us to
engage the world, to attract them to the Lor

way. (1 Peter 2:1:12)

Neither isscience he st and arpe, hischurchQdhad Bipd e, Godds sp
revelation, and true science, always agree, bedause ci ence i s part of Go
revelation, and God does not c@atict himself. Careful sciendéustrates and

corroborateshe Word of God, which is thultimate authority for all Christians, and,

t hough t hey do nfdr all othey peoptas weth dhe adieetivei careful, is

vital. Many fistudieso do not follow the est
spurious results (one causkthe curious disclosures reported in the press that sound

strange and in opposition to the Bible, one way to tell whether whas oeading is true

science). Keep in mind also thatialm of what science claims to be true at any given
pointintimeise@ert urned by | ater science.JesuSoddbés Wo
s a i ltell youithe truth, until heaven and earth disappear, not the smallest letter, not the

least stroke of a pen, will by any means disappear from the Law until everything is

ac o mp | i (Mditeed 5:15

Denominationgleliberating on what stand take concerning homosexualityust

understad the information in these pagmsd especially that which urges adherence to

Godds Word no matter what halbréhasaalledustobe i s s ay
salt and light to the culture and to exercise leadership where he has placed us to serve

him. We take our orders from him not from the society and the surrounding culture. Itis
lamentable when the media report denominatidealsions such as has occurred in the

Evangelical Lutheran Church in Ameriaad thePresbyterian Church (U.S.Awhich

havev ot ed t o all ow homosexuals Ain committed r
in thisbook to be ordained. As or more woiisehe rationale for such an unbiblical

actionwhen the decision is based on perceived changes occurring in the ¥iture.

Is such accommodation to the culture not what Jesus accused the church in Pergamum of
doing? After affirming the church for the goitdvas doing, the Lord said

14 Nevertheless, | have a few things against you: You have people there
who hold to the teaching of Balaam, who taught Balak to entice the
Israelites to sin by eating food sacrificed to idols and by committing
sexual immorkty.

MHChurches f ac e vdteelutheraa detison onlgaysmopensimajor debate among

Protestants, 0 TReporteAdsrald) Auguat23 2009Ppp.€As, &.,
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15 Likewise you also have those who hold to the teaching of the
Nicolaitans.

16 Repent therefore! Otherwise, | will soon come to you and will fight
against them with the sword of my moutRe{elation 2:1416)

The Greek wor d nnroarnasl Ip a tryepaeferigs ¢oxany &ihd of

sexual relations outside of marriagehe backgroundtd e sus 6 ref erence to t
of Balaamis found in Numbers 14:37; 225; and 31:1¢where we are told of the

| sraelites®é5.sinning in 25:1

As the outstanding Lutheran Biblical schglaeminary professoand commentator
Richard C. H. Lenskiexplains the church in Pergamum had people in it who were
committing the same sinful behavior as the Old Testament Israelites who succumbed to
the paganeaching of Balaam in order to obtain pagan favor for themselves, whose
opinion they valued more than thekod ¥ The infinitives to eatfood offered to

idols) and tocommit sexual immoralityn verse 14express actuality, the linking of these
two pagarpractices, participating in a feast in honor of an idol and sexual immorality
with temple prostitutes, practices the Israelites did following Canaanite idol warship
vi ol ation of . LGrskd@se ponts oubtlsantite swo adverbs in the Greek
so and likewise(only one of whichypically occurs in contemporary translations but
both of which aregresent in théSV) identify those in the Pergamum church who hold
to the doctrine and practice of the Nicolaitans vtitbse mentioned in the previousrse
who hold tothe doctrine and practice of Balaamotice what follows.

ARepent t he Azwesawabowehe(Na&v:Téstamenterb(from the root

me t a hissast®@ng one, denotingmsh more than remorse or emotional regret, this
repentane is a thorough change thinking, attitude, and purpo&& meaning to turn
againsthe previous orientatioand proceed in the opposite directinrobedience to
Godos Wo r.desuscanmandslthie church to reject the teaching of Balaam and
the Nicdaitans, the values of the surrounding culture, and follow Him; otherwise He will
come and bring justice to the guilty ones. Lenski insightfully explains who needs to
repent:

Who is to repent? While the command is in the singular, the whole church
is involved. Rightly so, for the guilt of tolerating errorists attaches not
merely to the elder or the elders, but in varying degrees to the entire
membership. This applies also to a larger church body. This does not in
any way relieve the leadership; its guiitl always remain in its full

intensity>*°

344 Lenski New Testament Commentdriff he | nter pretation of St. Johnos Re\
WORDSearch.

34> Complete Biblkial Library GreekEnglish Dictionary, Thé LambdaOmicron. WORDSearch.

348 enski New Testament Commentarihe Interpretation of St. John's Revelation, p. 107.

WORDSearch.
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The church today, especially in the highly individualistic and narcissistic West, notably

the United States, needs to hear thss messag
Word. In Leviticus 19:1We readfiDo not hate your brother in your heaRebuke your

neighbor frankly so you will not share in his guilt-ar from hatrear a hate crime

offering corrective feedback to a neighbor who is doing wrong is an expression of love,

required by God, to helfhat person turn from wickedness andto awille 6 S o0 wh

culpability byfailing to help the neighbor

If our culture continues to move away fromiis b | i ¢ a | basis weol | no |
expect the support wedve prioa.vNeitherwilwe had i n o
have an excuse (which we never really did have) for not saying anything to those doing

wrong, due to the mistaken idea that in this culture they already, or soon will, know

better. If our culture continues to distance itsedff its Biblical roots, we whom God

has called to be his witnesses in Christ will have to poiatdorely on God and his

Word as our authority as we engage the public square.

RecallalsoJ esus 6 teaching to his discighees, dalf vy
repentymet ahod @r gi ve hiPaulshate§iBulé h27s3) i f someon
caught in a sin, you who are spiritual should restore him gently. But watch yourself, or

you al so may be tempted. Carr yilfaldithe ot her 6s
l aw of Chr i s4).J0a nfeGa |laadtdisa nisMy6 :blr ot her s, i f on
from the truth and someone should bring him back, remember this: Whoever turns a

sinner from the error of his way will save him from death and coverawaultitude of

S i n s .-B0) Thé Scihpfural way to do this is by speaking the truth in love.

Do Not Divide the Church, the Body of Christ

Increasing the sadness and seriousness of a church judicatory making a decision
t o Godos eWwssultslof that aetiort. IOne of those actions is to promote sch
(schismadivisions 1 Corinthians 12:26and divisiongdichostasiasdivision,
dissensionRomans 16:1-18; andapodiorizontesJude 1819 NASB), which splitting of
the churclthe NewTestament teaches is wrong a u | wvihratithere should fbe no
schism in the body; bubhatt he member s shoul d have t
(1 Corinthians 12:25 (ASV)

Relatedexts also expose the motivatiofeck of caring for the resf ¢the body,and
characteristics of those who make such dissension in the church. Not only is it no
that such schisms ocgurausingso much harm to the church and its redemptive wor
the Lord, but these divisions are a poor witness in the wiarfggrticular when they
appear in the secular medidere is another reason why we need to strengthen our
church education programs to teach the whole counsel of God, incfudtrepnd
foremost the Bible, as well &sstoric Christian systematic thegy and church history.
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It is also why we neeslound sermonsyhichwill help overcome the Biblical illiteracy ¢
so many and promote sanctification.

What do you think went through the minds of those inside, but especially those ou
the church whee they saw this headline and the following report?

Presbyterian Church schism over gay ordination splits congregations

More than 200 Presbyterian congregations nationwide have been torn
asundereer t he Pr es bydnewrulesand @dardinationrh US A
of its first gay minister.

The rift has resulted in lawsuits, sold churches, broken friendships and
scattered congregatiofi&

Istha nott * UM ©Godobés sight, the s Wedcaenotimakg of t he
the mistake of saying such divisions are the cost involved in doing justice. (E.g.,

Deuteronomy 16:20; Micah6:8.ct i ng contrary to Gagands Wor d
neither s causing unnecessary divisions inthechu©f. cour se Goddés peopl
disagree with one another; no reasonable person can be offended by such differences in

opinion. But those matters do not cause schism, and if they ever do, it can be addressed
withprayer and skilled | eadership that with Go
congregation.However, the church in all of its judicatories, local, regional, and national,
Sshould never make decisions that arre contrar
in the church. That such decisions are made is one of the main reasonstoolthis

How should we respond to those who pursue their agendas that cause such divisions? Is
there anythingn the Bible that guides us?

Keep Away from Those Who Causeifibns

Consider what Paul counseled the church in Rome:

" | urge you, brothers, to watch out for those who cause divisions and put
obstacles in your way that are contrary to the teaching you have learned.
Keep away from them.

18 For such people aret serving our Lord Christ, but their own

appetites. By smooth talk and flattery they deceive the minds of naive
people.(Romans 16:1-18)

¥#1'f your church doesn6t use t hdeinglseitdrderdoamoidyhe as a | i t u

human temptation to focus mostly, or even only, on our favorite themes and the fads that regularly appear

in the homiletical and other literature, as well as in pastoral circles, thus depriving the people in the pews of
important parts of Scripture they need to hear and on which they need to act. The lectionary guides the
selection of Scripture texts so the main themes of the Bible that point to and are fulfilled in Christ Jesus are
covered every three years.

348 Rapid City Jarnal, fiPresbyterian Church schism over gay ordination splits congregations0 5/ 11/ 1 3,
http://rapidcityjournal.com/search/?|=50&sd=desc&s=start time&f=html&byline=By%20Stephen%20Mag
agnini%0AScripps%20Howard%20News%20Ser(igecessed 06/06/14)
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So that people are not napuve on what 1 s invo
concerning homosexuality,ithbook has been writterMuch is to be said in illuminating

what the apostle Paul is teaching in this text. For now, consider these crucial points Paul
ismaking.InLenskib s i nt er pret at ioservesthdt t hi s passage,

Paul's injunction is not tkeep away only from total rejecters of the

gosped what Christians ever needed such a warning? His injunction is to
keep away from believers who are errorists and teach falsely. Not only the
exact duplicates of the errorists of Paul's day are to be shuas#tbugh

no new ones could arise, as though new ones do not divide, tear, and set
traps, as though all errorists new and old, great and small, are not related,
all in the same class; but, according to Paul him§él#j, "whatever

things were written before, for our instruction were they written," his
admonition is to be fully applied and not weakened or evaded.

18) The first word generalize p | K | "§ugh|" the ones Paul has met
and any others who may appear. Paul characterizes all errorists according
to their error, first as far as the Lord is concerned, then as far as the
innocent Christians are concerned. "Not our Lord Jesus do th&y se

does not meah as though the verb wefer 7 1J & fthat kthey do not

render him the benefit of their service, but that they are not acting the part
of slaved>1 KL ij d 0 u |, &ea gave, obeyjho obey as slaves, obey
without question every word of "olword Jesus Christ," to whom asir

Lord all of us (you Romans and I) are slaves. In the next verse Paul has
the contrast: "Your obedience" has become publicly known, i. e., you are
slaves who do obey our Lord, and it is so evident, has been proved to such
an extent, that all men who at all know you know that. As we have seen,
many of the Romans were slaves to earthly masters; this word about
obeying the heavenly Lord went home to them much more effectively than
it does to us who have only heard of slaves

Notel:1and the fact that Paul's very first word introduces him to the
Roman Christians, so many of whom were slaves, as "a slave of Jesus
Christ," as one who absolutely, also in all histeag and all his doctrine,
obeyed "our Lord."

It also casts light on the opposite dative: "but their own belly." The

moment we understand tHatK L ij T U #éfer§, nof to ministration and
benefit, but to unquestioning obedience, the figure involved stands out

with clearness. The old idea will be discarded: "they think merely of a
luxurious life." This does not fiehil. 3:19nor this passage. It is not a fact

that every errorist seeks an easy life, panders to his belly. In thousands of
cases errorists choose a hard lot in life, work and suffer in order to
propagate their errors, geps even die for them. The point to be stressed

is obedience. In the case of every error a Christian ceases to render
absolute slavelike obedience to the Lord and yields that obedience, not just
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to the errorist8 Paul puts it drasticalfy but to their own blly, their own
lower and lowest nature.

It seems that Paul chose the word "belly" because of the fact of Eve's
eating in obedience to Satan instead of refraining from eating in obedience
to God. Paul defines what he means when he saysléy | 437 13,7 §

"that which is base," and when he goes still farther @0and speaks of
"Satan." Some think that error is intellectual, and if it is a fault, it is only

an intellectual faultpne that is on a high plane. That view is corrected

here. It is the rebellion of a slave against the most blessed Lord himself,
the acceptance of a slavery of the most depraving kind. Our obedience
belongs wholly to him who is above, our true Lord, aneenén any bit of
teaching to our lower nature, here called "belly."

How destructive even a little error may become|tioose who are naive]
Paul has already indicated by the wardl t | T [8kiridala causes of
offense from which comes our English word scarjdéatdieathtraps,” and

we may compar#att. 18:6regarding the entrapment of one of these little
ones who belie¥ in me and the awful word Jesus adds to that. Since they
are not prepared for anything evil, such defenseless Christians are readily
"completely deceived"q lih the verb) by means of the type of speech
which error of all kinds loves touse:k | L [ K ghtesto@giaspeech

that sounds good and serviceable, argl ij Keul@ig that sounds like
blessing. Error sounds so beneficial and so pious: we shall benefit, we
shall be better Christians, etc. It was the language Satan uSen.ir3:5

Who has not heard that giving up Inspiration will make us understand the
Bible far better; how dreadful it is that babies should be called sinners;
how God could certainly not have created hell, and the likseen where

error has destroyed all truth the name "Christian™ is constantly sounded,
and the language of Christianity and its forms of service are retained, and
"the simple" (A. V.) are caught. What if they are sincere, these self
deceived, and take thewn poiso® will the unwary, to whom that

poison is sold as the best medicine, escape its effects because of
sincerity?*°

Calvin, as does Lenskipmmentsabout the demonic influence on church leaders who

teach and preach deceptively docttingt iscont ar y t o GQaldidcalls ivenr d .

AministerYfSofcSat atowdt know t hemistwel |
of some butnay or may not be entirely accurdte others depending on the individuals
involved but | cansurelysay that the are very misled and they should know better; |
agree wih Lenski, Calvin,and other scholars that someone who is proclaiming doctrine

39 Lenski New Testament Commentdril he Interpretation of St. Paul's Epistle to the Romans, pp. 917
921. WORDSearch.
30 Calvin's CommentariesCommentary on Romans. Chapter 16; Romans 1681 AWORDSearch.
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t hat 1 s cont r acertginiyintbuenGenl dydhe dewlonic dnd playing into
Satandés hand.

He or she mudte called out on this mattefor the sake of the body of Christ, for the

sake of the worl d, an.dfybuare apastor and/orttacher dual 6 s
andhave been supportirappd/or promotinghe prehomosexual agenda and teaching

contrary tothe historic interpretation f God 6 s Wo r dlodenthewdrldforc hur c h a
four millenniauntil the present timepleaseaepent andhange your position and

strengthen the body of Chrighat has placed you in a position of public truktachthe

tuth in | ove regarding Goddés will concerning

If you are a church membevhose pastor or teachdrave been misinterpreting thexts

examined in Chapter One and the otB#rle passageguoted on these pagasdhave
beenteachingcontrar t o Goddés Word on this subject, pl
pray for him or herand urge him or her to repent and teach the truth, of course in love.

Also, be watchful for prehomosexual activists promoting their agendadwocate for

LGBT inclugon in every churchincluding therefore your congregation,all 50 of the

United State$o change their posdn on homosexuality”* show them this book, pray for

them, and urge them to repent and teach the truth in love asReelfurther help,

consider whatCalvin adds in hignterpretation of this text.

17.And | beseech ygetc.He [Paul] now adds an exhortation, by which

all Churches have often need of being stirred up; for the ministers of Satan
are ever ready to take occasion to disturb thgdom of Christ: and they
attempt to make disturbances in two ways; for they either sow discord, by
which the minds of men are drawn away from the unity of truth, or they
occasion offenses, by which men are alienated from the love of the gospel.

The forme evil is done when the truth of God is mixed with new
dogmas devised by men; and the latter takes place, when by various arts it
is made odious and contemptible. He therefore bids all, who did either of
these two things, to be observed, lest they shoedeide and catch the
unwary; and also to be shunned, for they were injurious. Nor was it
without reason that he required this attention from the faithful; for it often
happens through our neglect or want of ctirat such wicked men do
great harm to thel@rch, before they are opposed; and they also creep in,
with astonishing subtlety, for the purpose of doing mischief, except they
be carefully watched.

But observe, that he speaks of those who had been taught the pure
truth of God. It is indeed an impioasd sacrilegious attempt to divide
those who agree in the truth of Christ: but yet it is a shameful sophistry to
defend, under the pretext of peace and unity, a union in lies and impious
doctrineg Paul clearly shows, that he did not condemn all kinds of
discords, but those which destroyed consententhor t hodox f ai t hé

%1 This subject will be discussed further in the next chapter.
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18. For they who are such, etede mentions an unvarying mark,
by which false propheff. e.g.,Matthew 7:1523] are to be distinguished
from the servants of Christ; for they have no dare¢he glory of Christ,
but seek the benefit of their stomach. As, however, they deceitfully crept
in, and by assuming another character, concehtdown wickedness,
he at the same time pointed out, in order that no one might be deceived,
the arts with they adopted that they ingratiated themselves by a bland
address. The preachers of the gospel have also their courtesy and their
pleasing manner, but joined with honesty, so that they neither soothe men
with vain praises, nor flatter their vices: lipostors allure men by
flattery, and spare and indulge their vices, that they may keep them
attached to themselves. He calls thsisgplewho are not cautious enough
to avoid deceptions.

What else can we say about hovkézp away from those causing Budivisions in the

church? More will be said later, but consider now not welcoming representatives of

groups with a prdhomosexual agenda to the local church council meetings or to the

higher judicatories of the denomination of which your congregatiarpert. In addition

to the Bible, one denomination has concluded in at least half a dozen meetings of its

Gener al Synod, its highest judicatory, that
Word and is sinful. As of this writing it has agreed with alpomosexual organization

within but not part of the official denominational structure to again take up the matter in

this yearob6s Gener al Synod. Doing so is neit
accord with the Bible That prehomosexual orgamation should have no standing in the
denomination and should be discredited by all denominational leaders on every level.

Speak the truth (about homosexuality, what it truly is and involves and how that practice

i's in direct oppolevedutiwihifirmhessan@ cesbivesto rdaind ) i n
committed to the Biblical standard. In love point out the seriousness of the homosexual
|l ifestyle and urge those who are in it to |e

and their own sake and effhelp for them to do scAnd plenty of effective help exis,
as is discussed earlier in this chagpted in Chapter Five

For those who are prlopomosexual either as a result of misinformation and/or being

misguided or due to love for a familymemloer f ri end who has fAcome o
homosexual, explain what i1is involved i n homo
see how extremely unhealthy and dangerous as well as unholy homosexuality is, how is it

truly loving for us to affirm, much less encogea someone to embrace such a physically

and spiritually | ethal l i festyl e?0

Biblically, the church must not treat the gromosexual initiative as a question of
whether to revise its doctrine. It should treat the matter as a question of how it can most
effectively provide pastoral care, speaking the truth in love.

In spite of the above approach and what follows, iffpwonosexual activists insist on
disruption that threatens division, the church must use the principle Paul counseled in
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Romans 16:1-18 and 1 Corinthians 5:5. Excommunication with the hope and prayer

that the person(s) involved come to their senses, submit to the Bibbeakd authority

of the church guided by the Holy Spirit, repent, and change their ways should be the next
step. What should not be done is capitulate to the demands of misinformed and
misguided people who waatforum in which to persuadie church to disobey the Lord

and his commands in Scripture.

Keep in mind a very important axiom in the sociology of group dycsand in social

psychology. When a group perceives a speaker is being mistreated or attexked,

sympathies of the audience tp the speaker. It is thus hard to have an honest debate on
controversial issuegspecially when many people are overlyssgre to vocal

disagreement in such contexts. Itis much more effective to have such forums where the

issues are presented by afainded and just teacher who is true and committed to

Goddébs Word and where a | ect ureteradcordilgtos si on (t
careful research) is undertaken decently and in good order peacefully. (1 Corinthians

14:40; Romans 12:181)

| have observed the result of such debates, including on the subject of homosexuality,
even on a Christian college campiszen where you would think academic freedom and
the search for truth would prevail and facilitate a desirable résdit, not, and usually

does not, occur. The aforementioned axiom of social psychology trumps the free and
unhindered expression of trutin church settings where Christians try to be hospitable
and loving, their guests, seizing the opportunity, monopolized the presentation and make
it difficult to counter with a compelling and forthright presentation of the Biblical truth.

| say the abovéor anyone planning such a program. If you see such an event advertised,
or are invited to attend one, do so. Just pray before you go and while you are there, then
speak the truth in love.

Usepolling data to plan effective strategy not to commithe naturalistic fallacy.

When we look at polls, we need to remember that some are welllddmeany are

poorly done, and all can be manipulated to say what the interpreter wants them to say.
Moreover, how shoul d God®o6 sloohamls? mthelglga peci al |
of Scripture and the task to which God has called us, how can we look at a poll and

conclude (committing the naturalistic fallaj@xplained in the next chapier t hat A Thi s
the trend where our society and culture areteegdi we need t o get on bo

Rather, does not our calling and the Word of God indicate that we should observe the

polling data in order to be more fully informed as to what our task is and how we should

more effectively plan to do our work a® @l 6 gnerp ia lnis redemptive process®

Andrew Wal ker haaltuallcredbility iy a castiesoéshifting dand iffi
credibility comes at the exXpEeGospelofflesssacr i fi c
Christ has always been countendtural®*®

¥2Andr ew T.Evamelickseand,the AGBT Community: What Does the Future i8old?
http://www.thepublicdiscourse.com/2014/11/14081/?utrarce=The+Witherspoon+Institute&utm_campa
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How can one truly love another and affirm him or her to embrace a lethal lifestyle?

For thosechurchand civicleaders who have had the sad occurrence of a friend or family
membeificome oubas a homosexual, is it not more loving to seek wayelp him or

her overcome that challenge rather than support and encourage him or her to embrace a
lifestyle that will sooner or later be very harmful? Which is truly the most loving

decision the leader can make, for his or her loved one, for the coitynfar the church,

and even for him or herselffes, and for homosexuals themselves!

If you see a loved one in a car heading toward a cliff and disaster, do you get behind the
car and push? Perish the thoughbu get in the car alongside the lovene and try to

turn the car around or find some way to block the car to stop it from going over the cliff.
To extend this analogy, what we have today is the situation where too many people see

their | oved on evenseethe tlifethectas ddud aofo ntbhhe mai

this book: to point out the precipice just ahead for those who are motoring to oblivion.

In the light of the ifst three chapters of this bgdkow @n one conclude that it igving
toward those who are homosexualyardtheir families,toward those who are sare of
their sexuality toward those struggling with unwanted sase& attration, as well as
responsible citizenship, to normalize homosexual graat our or any other culture?
On the contrary, is it not most cering, unloving, and evarruelto embraceand support
what is destroyingphysically, emotionally, and spirituall§hose who engage in such
practicee and oft en t,hoeto mentiorochuect congregations?

r

Allowing family love foronewhoh&éa fAic o me out 0 tocablndhaigntreoomo s e x u a |

totrytoreinterpretGod 6s Wor d wi | | not wor k. Even

C
with faulty AScriptur e t whasfamilynmgemberist he horri b

embracing a physically angisitually lethal lifestyle. How much better it would be to

hold f ast to Godds Word and to the triune

come to his or her senses and abandon this practice Got éafksU b ©

How much does Go Alsoshowocanioneitrpta justifp plaoirtg those
who affirm and engage in such piiaetin leadership in the church, especially ordained
leadership t her eby mpeople@\&Whatiwil gou $aptd Gosl ahe

Judgmert? (Recall James 3:1.)

How good it is to see Christians from different denominational traditions, that uphold the
Bible as the trustworthy Word of God and their authodgming together to elucidate

and confronthe current cultural changasd make a stronand clearclarion call to
engagehe public square in its polieshaping conversations. Consider more of the

Go

rationale of the Roman Catholiev angel i c al al;bktudpinso asdobe decl ar at

ign=b47c382ecdRSS EMAIL _CAMPAIGN&uUtm_medium=email&utm_term=0_15ce6af37b
b47c382eceB4093705Accessed 3/14/15)

353 John StottChristian CounterCulture: The Message of the Sermon on the M(Downers Grove, IL:
InterVarsity Press, 1978.assim
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able to explain it to others as youpapate in these vital discussiomsyour family, in
your neighborhood, in your church, in your workplace, on the plane, and elsewhere

As Christians, we must state, unambiguously, that sserenarriage
contradicts the Gospel. As we have noted, Halydure teaches that
marriage, as ordered by God, is a mysterious sign of the union of Christ
and the Church. This sign is dependent on the profound complementarity
of male and femaled conception of marriage that allows for sagex

unions denies thidement of difference, rendering it unable to signify the
mystical union of Christ and his ChurdEmphasis mine]

As Evangelicals and Catholics committed

discipleship, we are acutely aware of many ways in which our broken

t

ives need the healing and reconciling powe

we share the widespread and proper desire of Christians today to repent of
injustices against those who experience saexeattraction, and to discern
more effective ways for all single pae to participate in the life of the
Church. However, faithful Christian withess cannot accommodate itself to
samesex marriage. It disregards the created order, threatens the common
good, and distorts the Gospel.

We, Evangelicals and Catholics togettadfirm the truth and the reality of
marriage as a covenant between a man and a woman, established by free

and mutual consent and by Godbés action.

be permanent and is fully consummated in consensual sexual intercourse
opento procreatiorr>*

The alliance made a strong point affirming the Biblicélsed place for unmarried
people in the church. Many reasons exi st
the single life, its contribution to the Kingdom of God, amalagingthe human sex

drive in the context of Bgleness, not the leasason for doing so beirtg counter the
culturebés claim that sex i s neawaskedmediy f or
taught mindset of American and other Western coesitive need to be prepared to help
people shape their premsseoncerninghe subject of homosexuality, and other-sex

related subjecia c c or di n g tiocludihg thépsemivfioat when God

commands no sex outside of marriage as he has createdtihgionto function he

provides what we need in order to comply. Regarding the single state, the alliance
declared,

We must also reject the contemporary presumptishich is widespread
and even influences our churches in many @atyst human fulfillmat
requires the satisfaction of sexual desire. While the Bible calls all

354 §The Two Shall Become One Flesh: Reclaiming Marrjage
http://www.firstthings.com/article/2015/03/theo-shall-becomeonefleshreclaimingmarriage?
(Accessed 3/12/15)
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Christians to chastity, it also holds up the celibate life as one honorable

vocation in light of the example of our Lord himself and his teaching that

t here are somef owh ot haer es afikeeu noufc htshe ki ngdom
(Matt. 19:12). Thus, with two thousand years of Christian tradition, we

affirm that the integral development of the human person is possible

without sexual intimacy. Intheearlydeur i es of t heeChurchoés hi
presence of men and women committed to a celibate life had already

become a distinctive mark of the Christian community. Freely choosing

celibacy or living the single life in faithfulness to Christ offers a unique

kind of service to the Church and thendo™®

What does all wedve been examining in this a
society, and, since our society has suctréaching influence globally, for many other

countries if not the rest of the world? We must be discerning and vigifaetother

countries of the world are watching us <cl ose
about these matters, and | tell the people that the United States and other Western

countries that were shaped largely or strongly influenced by the Gafgphbtist, are not

the same as they once were. | urge people in these other countries to carefully discern

what is wheat and what is chaff in Western culttweveed out the chaffind to not

adopt Western cultuneholesale as | see them doing.

We in the United States need to do the same. As Janet Levy hasaiaell

For these reasons, Americans must stand watcheveey change, like

théiddondt ask, dondt tell o revision, that
and homosexual relationships as equivaddiernatives to heterosexuality

and the traditional family. Such a stance is dishonest and has grave

implications for the future of American society, as we know it. The

subterfuge of the homosexual agenda, its indoctrination of children and its
misrepresetation of facts and censorship of the truth is a serious threat to

an institution that has been the very bedrock of civilization. Clearly, this is

not simply a civil rights issue but a deceptiveergineering of the

underpinning of American culturg®

For Discussion
Chapter Three

1. How does homosexuality harm society?

¥°AThe Two Shall Become One Flesh: Reclaiming Marriage

http://www.firstthingscom/article/2015/03/thewvo-shaltbecomeonefleshreclaimingmarriage2

(Accessed 3/12/15)

¢*Janet Levy, fAExclusive: Tolerance or Gay Propaganda’
http://www.familysecuritymatters.org/publications/id.5757/pub_detail(@ggessed 4/12/15)
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2. What should we say to those who argue that the church should change its views
on homosexuality in order to ®mosobwedlelen
be able to reach more peegbr Chris? 0

3. What do you say to someone who says that it is impossible for homosexuals to
change and leave homosexuality?

4. What can the church do to help unmarried people feel more a part of the life and
work of the body of Christ; to identify and valtleeir spiritual gifts, talents,
skills, knowledge, and wisdom; and to serve the Lord in ways that will most fully
employ what they have to offer?

5. In what ways can singles, who are walking closely with the Lord in faithful
obedience to his commands, oféepowerfully persuasive argument in response
to the prehomosexual assertion that everybody has to have sex and for those who
are attracted to the sarsex it has to have its outlet with those of the same
gender?

6. Compare and contrast the proper hermecguwf interpreting the Bible and
interpreting the U. S. Constitution. In what ways are interpreting the Bible and
the Constitution similar and in what ways are they different?

7. Whatcanyousaytopfoo mosexual acti-sestmawhbagayp 0As
shoud be allowed in the Unitedt&es, because the Due Process and Equal
Protection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment give them a fundamental right
to marry?

8. What should we say to someone who thinks

9. If your pastoyteacherpr another church leadadvocates admitting homosexuals
to church membership and/or to holding church offices, cite at least three reasons
why you believe doing so is contrary to C

10.In Romans 16:1-48 Paul tells us to watch out forchkeep away from those who
cause divisions in the body of Christ. A
Word, what are the implications for what we should do and not do?

11.What do you say to someone who wants to have a debate in the church on
homosexualy and have one or more practicing homosexuals make a presentation
at the debate?

12.How doestheBb | i c al understanding of | ove gui d:
main question?
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Chapter 4

The Homosexual Agenda anagic

Whatis really behind the pushdr sameseximar r i age ? 0

One doesndét have to be extraordinarily perce
segments of our society that are coming together to promote homosexuality as t®rmal.

this coordinated ef f ockthe dictionaryasdxseerfalatyis? Wel |
being done fits with that denotati on. Mer r i
pl an made by two or more people®tlo do somet h
typically try to avoid emotionally loatiterms thatend to sidetrack effective

communication, but we do have to admit that the coordination of the media, the

entertainment industry, the public education establishment, and govelnmsapport of

the agenda of homosexual activist®ccurring. In factpro-homosexual literature, some

of which is referenced below, readily adsitt and usgethe term conspiracy.

Many analysts of societal trends offer such observatiomadio talk shows and in print.

Soundbites of newscasts gduced by several medbatlets reveathe same terminology

often beingemployedby the broadcasters ofthesoa | | ed fAmai nstream med:i

evident that these segments of socie¢y ara | | beating the same dr um,
publicly acknowledgéheir coordinated ébrt; hencesome secrecy is evident by more

than two individuals concerning a societal phenomenon that is seen in this essay to be

very harmful, some dimensis of which are still illegal.That said, while a conspiracy is

likely, | preferto clearrathdr han muddy the water, so | 611 st
which is not only evident by careful observers, but it has been publaszeth,

includingin the book After the Ball: How America Will Conquer Its Fear & Hatred of

Gays in the 90by Marshall Krk and Hunter Madserwho also admit to a conspiracy

Watch for three Principles Used to Promote the Homosexual Agenda

Kirk and Madsen cite three principles to use in promoting the homosexual agenda:
desensitization, jamming, and conversi@esensitzationinvolves an indirect, lovkey,
and inoffensive approackhereby homosexuals are presented as regular people.

If gays present themseh@®r allow themselves to be preserdeas
overwhelmingly different and threatening, they will put straights on a
triple-red alert, driving them to overt acts of political oppression or
physical violence. If, however, gays can live alongside straights, visibly
but as inoffensively as possible, they will arouse adpade alert only,
which, though annoying to straitg, will eventually diminish for purely
physiological reasonsStraights will be desensitized.

357 http://www.merriarawebster.com/dictionary/conspiradiAccessed 07/05/14)
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We can extract the following principle for our campaign: to desensitize
straights to gays and gayness, inundate them in a continuous flood of gay
related adertising, presented in the least offensive fashion posSible.

As is readily evident, this principle is still being played to the hilt. Each day the news

medi a hammer biased fAnewso stories (that dec
editorial pagepbouthow our culture is changing rapidly to apprdsamesex (usually

readfgayo) marriaged Those media narratives are followedlimgral judges

overturning voteiapproved bans on samex marriage, Hollywood movies portraying

homosexuals in activities thdo not reflect what they really do, and schools teaching that
homosexuality is normal.

Jamminginvolves the repeated exposurartages that conflict with preconceived
beliefsproducing a cognitive dissonaniceorder to shame the unsupportive heteraagx
weaken his or her argumeand force him or her to changk pejorative language Kirk
and Madsen explain.

The trick isto get the bigot into the position of feeling a conflicting twinge

of shame, along with his reward, whenever his homohatréacss so

that his reward will be diluted or spoile@his can be accomplished in a

variety of ways, all making use of repeated exposure to pictorial images or

verbal statements that are incompatible with hisisgdige as a weliked

person, one whotg in with the rest of the crowd. Thysopagandistic

advertisement can depict homophobic and homohating bigots as crude

loudmouths and assho@epeople whosaynatnl vy o6f aggot dé6 but 6
0 k i &nd otheer shamefupghet®d wh o ar e oOondéctanshéw i st i an.
thembeing criticized, hated, shunned. It can depict gays experiencing

horrific suffering as the direct result of homohatresliffering of which

even most bigots would be ashamed to be the ¢ause.

o S

Here we have a clear example, actually sevetamples, of fallacious logic, which will

be discussed in more depé#ter in this chaptein particular the errors @rgumentum ad

hominem attacking the person rather ththe substance diis or her argumepand

propostion withoutsupportivedocumetation which leads to unsound and invalid

premises and conclusian3 hequotealso reveals hypocrisy. Homosexuals regularly

accuse those who oppose their agenda as hateful anespigted; it is not difficult to

detect sucltonnotation andlkely motivation inmany words irthe preceding paragraph

(see, e.g., fAbigot, o0 Ahomohatred, 06 Ahomophob
othersfand in their many other communications, p
but studied carefullyNeverthdess, if we are to love homosexuals and all others, even

%8 Marshall Kirk and Hunter MadseAfter the Ball: How America Will Conquer Its Fear & Hatred of

Gays in the 90New York: Doubleday, 1990), p. 149. | am grateful to my former colleague and friend,
the late Rev. Dr. Robert Geelhoed, Minister of Pastoral Care, at Christ Church of Oak@a&drook

lllinois for drawing my attention to this book and for a helpful synopsis of the book that he prepared for a
course he taught on this subject at Christ Church.

#9Kirk and Madsen, p. 151.
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our enemies (Matthew 5:44), we who are believers in and followers of the Lord Jesus
Christ cannot respond in kind, which would be counterproductive to our calling to
facilitate Godséss redemptive purpo

Two other applications of jamming are readily observed. As is common in arguing with
those on the Left, a typical tactic is constant jabber, especially when thempasexual

is asked a tough question he or she cannot answer. The respons®id tmswering

the question and talk constantly so the opponent forgets what the question was or the
conversation shifts to another topic. The goal is to dominate the discussion and not let
the opponent ask the tough questions. Of course what we shanldutth a case is
politely ask the person to stop, and answer the question. When he or she resumes the

tirade, stop him or her again and say, AfAYoubo
the question. o Of cour s e epesonand raskmgthewon ot , b
guestion as | ong as nDoijasslengengughtdmakethé oné6t ove

point to the person and to any others standing around that he or she is refusing to answer
the question.

For at least foureasonsweca®t reach the point where we are
over the line between making a point effectively and badgering, even destroying, the
ot her person. First, weoll be seen as maybe

Also, recall the apokte P amohitios to &irdothy: avoid irrational controversin
this passage his principlesovidehelpful guidelines for what not to do and what to do in
such circumstances.

23 Don't have anything to do with foolish and stupid arguments, because
you know theyproduce quarrels.

4 And the Lord's servant must not quarrel; instead, he must be kind to
everyone, able to teach, not resentful.

%5 Those who oppose him he must gently instruct, in the hope that God
will grant them repentance leading them to a kndg#eof the truth,

26 and that they will come to their senses and escape from the trap of the
devil, who has taken them captive to do his WalTimothy 2:2326)

How can we tell when this situation occurs contrary to a philosophical/theological
argumemnwe should engage in the public square? Paul inditzethe key

difference determining when to stop is when the other side is speaking irrationally
and emotionally and the conversation has degenerated into unprodunctiegen
counterproductivguareling, such as in the jamming situation just described.

Third, if others are present and are listening, a sociological reality emeéxgekscussed

in Chapter Three, aen a group of people perceives one individual as being put down,

especially when losg badly, the sympathies of the group go more to the person they

sense as being attacked. So we dondét want t
our object is to win for Christ, and it is, we need to keep these principles in minocheand

other.



The outstanding Roman Cathotilinical psychologistbestsellingauthor,radio and TV
host,husbandand father of terDr. RayGuarendi, has observed in his decades of
practicean aspect of human nature we do well to keep in mind when debating those
hoding to a prehomosexual position.He says h anbst p@ople are not convinced by

logic and evidence; they are motivated by-selit er est an d*°plencesasnal des
my mot her used to say, AYou can atgeue wunt i |
anywhereo with such peopl e. Guarendi 6s prin

be helpful for us to keep this reality in mind in other conversations as well.

These Biblical and psychologicalseTfhsncipl es
recognition does not at all mean we shoul

to speak up. Keep in mind what Jesus said when the Pharisees wantedelinkécand

thus at least in the matter of their proclamation of Jesleniceh i s di sci pl es: fA6l
you, 6 h &theyé&eedquiet tthe stordes will cry odt.fuke 19:40 However, we

need to develop the abilityto sensewhea 6 ve s po.kenWe ndbamght want t
commit the same error oftalkinhose on the Left w

One other observation should be included hémea blogJohn Upchurchsenior editor of
BibleStudyTools.comndJesus.orgquotedDr. JamesEmr vy Whi t eds percept i
on our contemporary cultural engagemamcerning homosexuality

Let 6s not be -sosybtleagerdhtbaldeemstobe n ot
creeping into the cultural discourse on such matters. For many, it is not
enough for homasxuality to be allowed; it is not enough for it be
accepted; it is not enough for gay marriage to be legal. The end game for
some seems to be the penalization, if not criminalization, of rahyak
convictional oppositiorf>*

The third principle Kirk and Mdsen advocatehichthey say should guide the

homosexual agenda, they refer tacasversion Give careful attention to the words they
use in their explanation of what they mean by conversion and how to implement this
principle including both the endhey identify as well as the means to achieve that end

Both Desensitization and Jamming, though extremely useful, are mere
preludes to our highestthough necessarily very losrgnge goal, which
is Conversion.

Pl e as e d oGorvdrsior vaith golitich8ubrersion. The word
Osubversiond has a nasty ring, of which t
inordinately afrai® and on the guard against. Yet, ironically, by

conversion we actually mean something far more profoundly threatening

to the American Way of Life, whout which no truly sweeping social

%0Dr, Ray Guarendi interview on EWTN radio, March 11180

®¥'John UpchurchordasChti Wroag to Attend a Gay Wedding-
2015, http://www.crosswalk.com/blogshristiantrends/isit-wrongfor-a-christianto-attenda-gay

wedding.html(Accessed 3/7/15)
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change canoccuWWe mean conversion of the average
emotions, mind, and will, through a planned psychological attack, in the
form of propaganda fed to the nation via the métfia.

In Conversion, the bigot, vehholds a very negative stereotypic picture, is

repeatedly exposed to literal picture/label pairs, in magazines, and on

billboards and TV, of gays explicitly labeled as sid who not only

d o n 6 tlikelhis pickure of a homosexual, but are carefully setbto

look either like the bigot and his friends, or like any one of his other

stereotypes of allight guy$ the kind of people he already likes and

admirese. The i mage must. be that of an i

The objection will be raiséd and raised, ahraised t hat é we ar e

exchanging one false stereotype for another equally false; that that our ads

are lies; that imothow all gays actually look; that gays know it, and

bigots know it. Yes, of cour8ewe know it too. But it makes no

difference thatthe ds are | i es; not to us, because
ethically good effect, to counter negative stereotypes that are every bit as

much lies, and far more wicked ones; not to bigots, because the ads will

have their effect on them whether they believe toemot>®®

Here in this excerpt we observe more philosophical as well as Biblical problems. We see
that though some homosexualscewith the use of lies, they justify lying on the
philosophically flawed principle that the end justifies the medieyoffer no

documentatiomn supportof their proposition that their opponents (again pejoratively
stereotyped as bigots) also lie, and they fail to jugtiiifosophicallyhow (even if it were

true that their opponents lie) that two wrongs make a ffjhat least they did not try

offer Biblical support for that proposition, fars w e 6 noeuclsseppart exists in

Go d 6 s 0 Wboe oflithe Scripture passages can be twisted that much

Note the Strategies Used to Promote the Homosexual Agenda.

From these@rinciples emerge strategies. Kirk and Madsen present several, some of
which follow. Again, read carefully. Especially notice how the plan is to use the
Amoderateodo (read | iberal) churches to accomp

Also observe the contiedl pejorative use @rgumentum ad hominefap cit below)in

the undocumented assertions of hatred as motivating opposition to the homosexual
agenda. That orientation is one of the reasonsthibypookemphasizes that we who
believe in and follow our La and Savior Jesus Christ must demonstrate our love and
also emphasizes how to begin doing so.

%2Kirk and Madsen, p. 153.

33Kirk and Madsen, p. 154.

34 They here commit the logical fallacy of quoque See the discussion of this flaw in rationality below

in the section on logical fallacies. See also Chapter Five for how homosexual activists use lying to achieve
their agenda goals.
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It does not logically follow that because someone disagrees with another that hatred is the

motivation. Of course hatred is a motivating factor in some peedyut that motivation is

not typically true of Christians, especially of those maturing in Ghkishess.

Christians hold to the Bible as heir standard, and here is a key teaching of the Bible on

the subject of hate:

1% This is how we know who thehitdren of God are and who the children
of the devil are: Anyone who does not do what is right is not a child of
God; nor is anyone who does not love his brother.

1 This is the message you heard from the beginning: We should love one
another.

12 Do na be like Cain, who belonged to the evil one and murdered his
brother. And why did he murder him? Because his own actions were evil
and his brother's were righteous.

13 Do not be surprised, my brothers, if the world hates you.

14 We know that we haveagsed from death to life, because we love our
brothers. Anyone who does not love remains in death.

> Anyone who hates his brother is a murderer, and you know that no
murderer has eternal life in hirfl John 3:16€15)

Be prepared to remind an oppondrdttdisagreement does not imply hate. Just because

you oppose someds ideas and agenda to
t hat person. Now contrast Godbdés Word

[ Kirk and Madsen urge homosekuals
more gay individuals who stand up to be counted, the more voting and
spending power the gay community will be recognized to f&ve.

éactivists have concentrated their
secure gay rights by conspiringtiwliberal elites within the legal and
legislative system&

€égays can use talk to muddy the mor al

rati onal i z atreligiousbigotly antl to farn some it f y 6
psychic rewardsThis entails publicizing suppbby moderate churches
and raising serious theological objections to conservative biblical
teachings. It also means exposing the inconsistency and hatred
underlying antigay doctrinegltalics mine]

€ g a y s undeanmethe moral authority of homohatirchurcheqan
oxymoron]over less fervent adherents by portraying such institutions as

35 Kirk and Madsen, p. 168.
%% Kirk and Madsen, p. 17071.
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antiquated backwaters, badly out of step with the times and with the latest
findings of psycholog¥’ [Italics mine]

| 6ve added the it alilertchurcnleatlelsastehowtheyare t wo qu o
being targeted and used by the homosexual activists in the advancement of their agenda.

The last qute also indicates why this voluneenphasizes adhering to our calling to

proclaim Godods Wor dimpogant@awhoritytwhichis¢oguideaun d mo st
ways; we do not look to the pagan culture to give the church its direction.

Kirk and Madsen continue with their agenda and explain how to educate the American

people by bringing their propaganda right into tieimes in an unsuspecting but

attractive manner. Showing their ignorance or disregard for the sovereignty and

omni potence of the Lord, they believe the gr
hands.

Against the atavistic tug of Old Time Religione must set the mightier

pull of Science and public Opinion (the shield and sword of that accursed

6secul ar humani sméd) . Such an O6unholydé al
in America against churches, on such topics as divorce and abortion. With

enoughopen talk about the prevalence and acceptability of homosexuality,

that alliance can work for gays.

Wherewe t al k iresall that thetvisualankedatelevision, films,
magazined are the most powerful image makers in Western civilization.
For exampe, in the average American household, the TV screen radiates
its embracing bluish glow for more than fifty hours every week, bringing
films, sitcoms, talk shows, and news reports right into the living room.
These hours are a gateway into the private dvofistraights, through

which a Trojan horse might be pass&t.

The authors also ignore the demonic dimension of this world, and they are playing

into the lands of Satan and his followers, whom they cannot recognize due to the

veil over their hearts and mds due to sin that can only be removgdrist. (2

Corinthians4:4) I n such a condition they even fail t
revelation, including in science which they value so greatly, which leaves them

without excuse. (Romans 1:P®) Neither arehey able to distinguish true

science from false fAscience, o0 which is anoth

If the homosexual activists would think more deeply about the teachings of the

Bible in contrasto the cultureandin contrast to how their pers treat them (as

disclosed in Chapter Twahey wouldsee that they are much better treated by

those whose nature has been regenerated, i.e., born agavh@acematuring

more and more in Chridikenessin cooperation witlthe Holy Spirit rathe than

byt hose who are being |l ed by Satan, whom Jes.

%7Kirk and Madsen, p. 179.
%8 Kirk and Madsen, p. 179.
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