The Scriptural Basis For Condemning Homosexuality, by Andrew Morrison

“This peoplehonorsmewith theirlips, but their heartsarefarfrom me;in vaindothey worshipme,teaching
humanpreceptsasdoctrines.You abandorthe commandmenof God andhold to humantradition” Mark
chapter7.

1.
2.
3.

Not all passagethatgetcitedin thedebatearerelevant: Sodomis abouthospitalityandrape.
Neverthelessthe Bible writersarebothclearandconsistenpn thisissue.

Thereal questionthenis whatweightto give thesecondemnations the light of modernmoresand
modernscience?

. The Bible permits(or Bible writers regard God as appraving) muchthat we would not (genocide,

slavery, bigamy), and condemnswhat we would allow (working on Saturday/Sundayeatingnon-
Kosherfood). Jesugleliberatelyfloutsthe SabbatHaws, andelsavherethe NT (Paul) saysit's OK to
ignorethingsrequiredin OT (circumcision) aswe area peopleof anew dispensatiof faith notlaw.
On the otherhandhe condemnsvomenspeakingn church,requiringthemto obey their husbands,
andslavestheir mastersasthe churchdoesGod.

. WethereforeconcludethatsomeBiblical commandmentarehumanpreceptandsomearedoctrines.

Thereis wide disagreemeninevitably, aboutwhich arewhich. To saythata law is ‘Biblical’ is the
beginning,nottheend,of thediscussion.

. “Why doyou not judgefor yourseheswhatis right?” Luke 12.57. We want somebodyto make our

mindsup for us,for it all to besimpleandclearcut, but it's notgoingto bethatway. Jesudeft usnot
specificpreceptdbut aperfectexampleandthedivine commandmertb love Godandlove oneanother
Therestfollows from this: “on thesetwo commandmentbangall the law andthe prophets. These
arereally two aspect®f thesamecommandmenthe“GreatCommandmentdf Johns Gospel.Note
that“the commandmendf God” in the passagef Mark above is singular humanpreceptgplural.

. BruceBawer in ‘StealingJesus:How FundamentalisnBetraysChristianity’, makesthe distinction

betweernthe ‘church of Love’ andthe ‘churchof Law’. Theformer, which triesto follow this com-
mandmentis arguablytypical of thebestAnglicantradition,while thelatteris morereadilyassociated
with someondik e Rev. Hageewho complainedhattherewastoo muchlove andnotenoughempha-
sison wrathin modernreligion. Laws have no valuefor Jesusndependenbf contet andall laws,
in factall specificactions,areto be assessewith regardto how they measureup to the greatcom-
mandment(Jesuss a Platonistnot an Aristotelianin ethics.)He is sofrustratedwith the Pharisees,
despitetheirapparentirtue, because¢hey endup following laws, worshippingthepointingfinger, not
thelove atwhich thefingeris supposedimperfectly to point. Thustheir virtue is hollow. Paulmuch
of thetime writesasa Pharisee.

. OT morality crucially fails the basictest,asproposedy Prof. Hare,of ‘universalizability Eventhe

10 commandmentsereregardedasapplyingonly WITHIN the nation:it wasOK to kill foreigners,
rapetheir womenand carry off their property Jesusdeliberatelyoverturnsthis by extendingthe
concepbf ‘neighbor’'to ones enemiesMary of the OT laws wereexpresslydesignedy the priestly
casteduring the exile in Babylonin orderto fostera senseof ethnic difference,separatedentity;

which wasfelt to be the only way they could avoid meging with otheridentitiesin captvity. They

weresuccessfuin that, but it is reasonabléo askhow this qualifiesthemto teachmodernAmerican
Christiansaboutethics?

. How do modernEpiscopaliansiew theauthorityof the Bible, generally?Rev JamegGriffiss, in vol.

1 of the New Churchs TeachingSeries,The Anglican Vision, writes: “the Bible is not an absolute
authority”. It is “a historicalbookwritten by fallible humanbeings. Argumentsrom Scriptureform
one of the threelegs of Hooker’s stool, alongwith tradition andreason.Biblical writers’ opinions
matter but they maynotberight. We have a duty to askwhy they heldthoseopinions,to examinethe
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socialandscientificcontext in whichthey wroteandtheir underlyingtheologicalassumptions.

10. They seemto have believed that homosguality was ‘unnatural’, an aberrantand thereforesinful
actwity ratherthana condition. Todaywe know thatit is naturalandoccursin every specieslt is still
aminority condition,but minority statushasnever beenheldfor instanceagainsthe malesex by the
church.

11. OT writershadadifferentview of sahationthanwe do. They did not believe in anafterlife andtheir
notion of sahation hadto do insteadwith the materialsucces®f their ethnicgroup,their nation. It
wasa collective not anindividual sahation. Individual morality washelpful only in persuadingsod
to blessthenation.In this context therewasarepugnancéor ary sexual actiity thatdid not produce
morelsraelites. It wasa wasteof goodseed.Hencethe condemnatiorof Onanin Genesis.In this
tribal morality, asin tribal moralitiestoday homos&ualswereawasteof goodfood. Today however,
we recognizethat our materialfuture dependson curtailing not encouragingpopulationgrovth—
andour view of sahationis thatit is individual andwill be realizedin an afterlife. Very different
theological,socialandscientificassumptionsnalke for divergentconclusions.We arenot boundby
theirs.

Other Arguments Against Bishop Robinson’s Election

Much lessspaceneeddo be givento theothermainargumenthere.Somehave pointedout thatthe election
could have unfortunatepolitical consequencefr the Episcopalchurchin the US andfor the Anglican
family worldwide. Specificallyit is pointedout thatthis will put African bishopsunderspecialpressure,
sincemary of themlive in societieswhere Christianity is a minority culture and the prevailing culture
believeshomos&ualsshouldbe putto death.

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

2. The sameargumentappliedto the electionof a womanbishop. We all moved on, andtoday few
Episcopaliangn this countrywould regretthe decisionto ordainandconsecrat&zomen.

3. The weaknesof the agumentcan be shavn by askingwhat a Christianshoulddo if he wasin
a countrywhere cannibalismwas the prevailing culture. Rev. Malcolm Ellis testifiedthat he was
especiallyproudto beanAnglicangrowing upin SouthAfrica becausef theway Desmondlutuand
othersstoodagainstthe prevailing political wisdomandthe culture of apartheid evenwhenit was
consideredlangerouso do so.

4. We call this couragethis defianceof prevailing ‘humanprecepts’,‘prophetic”. Backingdown from
what one believes is right does,shouldand would not ultimately earnthe respectof ones fellow
membersf the Anglican communion.Sometimest is hardto know whatis right, especiallyfor an
Anglican,andwe will alwayshave divergentopinionson issues.But it is neverright to suppresshe
conscienceén pursuitof expedieng.

Conclusion
Othersmayfeelthey know theanswersthey have only to look themupin theBible. That's notthe casefor
usasAnglicans.It's up to us,asJesussaid,andto our God-given consciencesWe canrespectry andall
who cometo differentconclusionsandwe continueto love themunreseredly, admiringtheway they stick
to theirguns.

Ultimately we move on. The electionis not a disasterfor the church. Godis probablynot asinterestechs
we arein thenicetiesof humansexuality, andis waiting patientlyfor usto move on andputthewholeissue
behindus; for usto getbackto his greatcommandmenthackto loving eachother to feedingthe hungry
andvisiting the sick. Backto the businesof beingChristians.



