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TO THE EDITOR, CATHOLIC TIMES, CREDO FOR 29TH JANUARY 2000

FROM FR FRANCIS MARSDEN


Cardinal Winning remarked last week that on the subject of homosexuality, “the silent majority are so silent that the silence is deafening. I wish to God they would speak up for their society.”


It is very difficult nowadays to speak objectively about the morality of homosexual practices. The slightest hint of disapproval, and one is shouted down as “homophobic” and intolerant. Approval of the homosexual lifestyle has become the litmus test of political correctness. Woe betide those who fail it! Peter Tatchell will be out for you.


Seriously though, the entire debate centres around one key issue: is homosexual activity normal for human beings, or is it in some way a distortion, an arrested development? The approval or denial of “gay rights” depends upon one’s answer to this question.


One can see that heterosexual sex must be a right for some people (the married), because otherwise the human race would come to an abrupt end. Sex is intrinsically connected to the existence of new human persons. But the case for “gay rights” cannot rest upon this foundation of biological necessity.


Any logically worked-out case for “gay rights”, claiming that two members of the same sex have the right to engage in genital acts together, rests upon the following presuppositions:

1.
Each person has the right to do what he likes with his/her own body.

2.
Genital sex can legitimately be unlinked from any procreative purpose and used for pleasure alone. Its procreative aspect can be excluded by human artifice, as in contraceptive practices, or by engaging in non-vaginal sex of whatever sort.

3.
Two (or more?) members of different or the same sex can by mutual consent engage in any non-harmful sexual practices.

The picture we receive from Divine Revelation in the Scriptures is quite different:

1.
We are not our own. We have been redeemed with Christ’s blood. Our bodies are temples of the Holy Spirit.

2.
Sex is inherently linked to procreation. The Scriptures condemn any deliberately non-procreative sex.

3.
God made human beings male and female, complementary to one another. Husband and wife form a new unity of body and spirit. Sex is God’s beautiful gift to married couples. God forbids all genital activity outside of marriage – fornication, adultery, and homosexual practices – and warns that these merit exclusion from the Kingdom of Heaven.

The moral question boils down to this spiritual issue: do we believe that the Bible is “the word of God in human speech”, as Vatican II taught? Do we accept the moral directions given by our Creator, or do we turn a deaf ear?  Our eternity in Heaven is at stake.


Richard Holloway, Primus of the Scottish Episcopalian Church and a supporter of “gay rights”, in his book Godless Morality: Keeping Religion out of Ethics opines: “Morality is a human construct; it is something that we ourselves have created . . . Bringing God into the moral debate is problematic.” (pp.69-70)


What an ironic turn-around! The leader of a denomination, which 400 years ago broke away from a Papacy which had (allegedly) hidden the truth of the Scriptures under a weight of superstition, has himself now abandoned Scripture as moral guide. Meanwhile the unregenerate “whore of Babylon” herself, enthroned upon the seven hills of Rome, battles on, in the guise of Pope John Paul II and the CDF, insisting upon a very Biblical morality.

As with fornication and adultery, Scripture never mentions homosexual practices except to condemn them. Those who abandon the clear message of Scripture should be honest about this, rather than claim to be “re-interpreting the Bible for a new age.” 

It is possible to make a  helpful distinction between “homosexual” and “gay”. A certain proportion of the population (1-2% of men, less of women), find themselves inexplicably “homosexual”, attracted to their own instead of the opposite sex. While considering their condition “intrinsically disordered”, the Church does not condemn them, but should be sympathetically trying to help them live a chaste life, with the grace of prayer and the sacraments. They have a heavy cross to bear.

The break-up of community has left the single person more lonely than before. In the old extended families, an unmarried man could function as a son, nephew, brother, cousin, uncle, or a great-uncle. Life was rich in family relationships, whether you were married or not. The contraction to the small nuclear family (husband, wife, 2.2 children) has left those who are, for whatever reason, “not the marrying type” very much out in the cold. 

However “gay” does not mean living quietly with one’s sexual orientation. It means flaunting it, advertising it, demanding approval for homosexual behaviour. Today’s gay activists want to move beyond toleration to obtain full endorsement by civil society and the Church. The repeal of Clause 28 would allow the portrayal of homosexuality to schoolchildren as a viable alternative to a standard family relationship.

In any case, whenever a person identifies him/herself primarily by sexual orientation, it betrays the unhealthy obsession that “sex is the most important thing in my life.” This type of pan-sexualism all too common these days. But life is about friendship, family, work, God, Nature, music, sport . . . . not just about sex.

More conservative societies frown upon pre-marital sex and upon adultery, as well as on homosexual activity. Everyone is expected to restrain their sexual desires for the sake of social stability. Today, however, our TV screens promote every form of heterosexual licence. One can understand the gay lobby asking why they should be expected to control themselves, if no-one else does.

It seems to me that a society which has wholeheartedly accepted the contraceptive mentality (sex for pleasure alone), and hurtled down the road of rampant eroticism, cannot logically back off when it comes to claims for “gay rights.” Society needs to harness and control sex, or sex ends up controlling society.

However, sexual orientation is not necessarily fixed forever. Sexual desire is somewhat plastic. Most are heterosexual, some bisexual, some predominantly homosexual, but there are gradations and changes between these orientations. Sex is such a powerful urge that curiosity easily becomes experiment, experiment becomes habit, habit becomes orientation. People transit in both directions. Homosexuality seems to originate from unbalanced parent-child relationships or hormonal imbalances in some cases, but to be acquired behaviour in others.

One very informative internet source is NARTH – the National Association for the Research and Therapy of Homosexuality (USA). This group of distinguished psychologists has published many studies to show the partial success of therapy and/or prayer in converting the homosexual orientation to bisexual or heterosexual. 

They point out that the main reason clients seek change from homosexuality is not anti-gay social pressure--but dissatisfaction with the gay lifestyle. Such a lifestyle includes, among gay men: 

∑
a resurgence of the AIDS epidemic, despite warnings about safe sex; 

∑
vastly higher incidences of all forms of venereal diseases and hepatitis; 

∑
vastly higher rates of promiscuity, sex with strangers, and S & M practices; 

∑
the lack of a stable family structure; 

∑
various psychological symptoms and intrapsychic disturbances. 

 
Another valuable writer is Fr John F. Harvey OSFS. He has been involved with the pastoral care of homosexual persons for twenty years. He founded the American organisation Courage, to help homosexually-oriented Christians to live a chaste life. The English equivalent is EnCourage at PO Box 3745, London N2 8LW.

In his books The Homosexual Person: New Thinking in Pastoral Care (1987), and The Truth about Homosexuality  (1996), both published by Ignatius Press, Fr Harvey provides much information about the possibilities of therapy, healing and spiritual growth. 

Ultimately all the Church’s moral teachings flow from her concern to help souls along the steep and narrow path to heaven. But if you don’t mind spending eternity elsewhere, you can snatch a few years of whatever pleasure you desire.

