
The Scriptural Basis For Condemning Homosexuality, by Andrew Morrison
“This peoplehonorsmewith their lips,but theirheartsarefarfrom me;in vaindothey worshipme,teaching
humanpreceptsasdoctrines.You abandonthecommandmentof Godandhold to humantradition.” Mark
chapter7.

1. Not all passagesthatgetcitedin thedebatearerelevant: Sodomis abouthospitalityandrape.

2. Nevertheless,theBible writersarebothclearandconsistenton this issue.

3. Therealquestionthenis whatweightto give thesecondemnationsin thelight of modernmoresand
modernscience?

4. The Bible permits(or Bible writers regardGod asapproving) muchthat we would not (genocide,
slavery, bigamy),and condemnswhat we would allow (working on Saturday/Sunday, eatingnon-
Kosherfood). JesusdeliberatelyfloutstheSabbathlaws,andelsewheretheNT (Paul)saysit’s OK to
ignorethingsrequiredin OT (circumcision),asweareapeopleof anew dispensationof faithnot law.
On theotherhandhecondemnswomenspeakingin church,requiringthemto obey their husbands,
andslavestheirmasters,asthechurchdoesGod.

5. WethereforeconcludethatsomeBiblical commandmentsarehumanpreceptsandsomearedoctrines.
Thereis wide disagreement,inevitably, aboutwhich arewhich. To saythata law is ‘Biblical’ is the
beginning,not theend,of thediscussion.

6. “Why do you not judgefor yourselveswhat is right?” Luke 12.57.We wantsomebodyto make our
mindsup for us,for it all to besimpleandclear-cut,but it’s notgoingto bethatway. Jesusleft usnot
specificpreceptsbut aperfectexampleandthedivinecommandmentto loveGodandloveoneanother.
Therestfollows from this: “on thesetwo commandmentshangall the law andtheprophets.” These
arereally two aspectsof thesamecommandment,the“GreatCommandment”of John’sGospel.Note
that“the commandmentof God” in thepassageof Mark above is singular, humanpreceptsplural.

7. BruceBawer in ‘StealingJesus:How FundamentalismBetraysChristianity’, makesthe distinction
betweenthe ‘churchof Love’ andthe ‘churchof Law’. The former, which tries to follow this com-
mandment,isarguablytypicalof thebestAnglicantradition,while thelatterismorereadilyassociated
with someonelikeRev. Hagee,whocomplainedthattherewastoomuchloveandnotenoughempha-
sison wrath in modernreligion. Laws have no valuefor Jesusindependentof context andall laws,
in factall specificactions,areto beassessedwith regardto how they measureup to thegreatcom-
mandment.(Jesusis a Platonist,not anAristotelianin ethics.)He is sofrustratedwith thePharisees,
despitetheirapparentvirtue,becausethey endupfollowing laws,worshippingthepointingfinger, not
thelove at which thefingeris supposed,imperfectly, to point. Thustheirvirtue is hollow. Paulmuch
of thetimewritesasaPharisee.

8. OT morality crucially fails thebasictest,asproposedby Prof. Hare,of ‘universalizability.’ Eventhe
10commandmentswereregardedasapplyingonly WITHIN thenation:it wasOK to kill foreigners,
rapetheir womenand carry off their property. Jesusdeliberatelyoverturnsthis by extendingthe
conceptof ‘neighbor’ to one’s enemies.Many of theOT lawswereexpresslydesignedby thepriestly
casteduring the exile in Babylon in order to foster a senseof ethnicdifference,separateidentity,
which wasfelt to be theonly way they couldavoid merging with otheridentitiesin captivity. They
weresuccessfulin that,but it is reasonableto askhow this qualifiesthemto teachmodernAmerican
Christiansaboutethics?

9. How domodernEpiscopaliansview theauthorityof theBible, generally?Rev JamesGriffiss,in vol.
1 of the New Church’s TeachingSeries,The AnglicanVision, writes: “the Bible is not anabsolute
authority”. It is “a historicalbookwrittenby fallible humanbeings.” Argumentsfrom Scriptureform
oneof the threelegs of Hooker’s stool, alongwith tradition andreason.Biblical writers’ opinions
matter, but they maynotberight. Wehaveaduty to askwhy they heldthoseopinions,to examinethe
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socialandscientificcontext in which they wroteandtheirunderlyingtheologicalassumptions.

10. They seemto have believed that homosexuality was ‘unnatural’, an aberrantand thereforesinful
activity ratherthanacondition.Todayweknow thatit is naturalandoccursin everyspecies.It is still
a minority condition,but minority statushasnever beenheldfor instanceagainstthemalesex by the
church.

11. OT writershada differentview of salvationthanwedo. They did notbelieve in anafterlifeandtheir
notionof salvationhadto do insteadwith thematerialsuccessof their ethnicgroup,their nation. It
wasa collective not anindividual salvation. Individual morality washelpful only in persuadingGod
to blessthenation.In thiscontext therewasa repugnancefor any sexualactivity thatdid notproduce
moreIsraelites.It wasa wasteof goodseed.Hencethecondemnationof Onanin Genesis.In this
tribal morality, asin tribal moralitiestoday, homosexualswereawasteof goodfood. Today, however,
we recognizethat our materialfuture dependson curtailing not encouragingpopulationgrowth—
andour view of salvation is that it is individual andwill be realizedin an afterlife. Very different
theological,socialandscientificassumptionsmake for divergentconclusions.We arenot boundby
theirs.

Other Arguments Against Bishop Robinson’s Election
Muchlessspaceneedsto begivento theothermainargumenthere.Somehavepointedout thattheelection
could have unfortunatepolitical consequencesfor the Episcopalchurchin the US and for the Anglican
family worldwide. Specificallyit is pointedout that this will put African bishopsunderspecialpressure,
sincemany of them live in societieswhereChristianity is a minority culture and the prevailing culture
believeshomosexualsshouldbeput to death.

1. This electionis not binding on themandthey candenounceit if they feel that is the right thing for
themto do,while remainingin thefamily.

2. The sameargumentappliedto the electionof a womanbishop. We all moved on, andtoday few
Episcopaliansin this countrywould regretthedecisionto ordainandconsecratewomen.

3. The weaknessof the argumentcan be shown by askingwhat a Christianshoulddo if he was in
a countrywherecannibalismwas the prevailing culture. Rev. Malcolm Ellis testifiedthat he was
especiallyproudto beanAnglicangrowing upin SouthAfrica becauseof thewayDesmondTutuand
othersstoodagainstthe prevailing political wisdomandthe cultureof apartheid,even whenit was
considereddangerousto doso.

4. We call this courage,this defianceof prevailing ‘humanprecepts’,“prophetic”. Backingdown from
what one believes is right does,shouldand would not ultimately earnthe respectof one’s fellow
membersof theAnglicancommunion.Sometimesit is hardto know what is right, especiallyfor an
Anglican,andwe will alwayshave divergentopinionson issues.But it is never right to suppressthe
consciencein pursuitof expediency.

Conclusion
Othersmayfeel they know theanswers:they haveonly to look themup in theBible. That’s not thecasefor
usasAnglicans.It’s up to us,asJesussaid,andto our God-givenconsciences.We canrespectany andall
whocometo differentconclusions,andwecontinueto love themunreservedly, admiringtheway they stick
to their guns.

Ultimately we move on. Theelectionis not a disasterfor thechurch.Godis probablynot asinterestedas
wearein thenicetiesof humansexuality, andis waitingpatientlyfor usto moveonandput thewholeissue
behindus; for us to getbackto his greatcommandment,backto loving eachother, to feedingthehungry
andvisiting thesick. Backto thebusinessof beingChristians.


