
THE BIBLICAL CONTROVERSY OVER HOMOSEXUALITY 
 

United Methodists Take New Action Against Same-Sex Marriage and Gay Clergy 
 
My wife, Myrna, and I are United Methodists, having adopted that denomination from others 
many years ago.  We, as most others who look to our church to provide spiritual nourishment 
and teach basic human values such as love, faith, hope, and integrity, are troubled that it is at war 
with itself over the issue of homosexuality, commonly expressed as the LGBTQ community*.  
 
Based on its interpretation of Biblical passages, in February 2019, the denomination’s General 
Conference approved a so-called “Traditional Plan” which affirmed the Methodist church’s 
stance against same-sex marriage and the ordination of openly gay clergy.  In April, 2019, the 
church’s Judicial Council upheld the Plan, so language in its “Book of Discipline” stays in effect.   
 
The Book of Discipline, which lays out laws for United Methodists to follow, considers 
homosexuality to be incompatible with Christianity, and that “self-avowed practicing 
homosexuals” cannot be ordained as ministers, appointed to serve or be married in the church.  
Any clergy who performs a same-sex wedding will face a minimum one year suspension without 
pay for the first offense, and a loss of credentials for the second. 
 
Despite the rule, some local churches operated as they wished, allowing same-sex marriages and 
gay clergy.  In fact, in 2016, the first lesbian and married bishop was elected to lead the 
Methodist Church in Colorado and several neighboring states.  The Judicial Council ruled that 
her appointment violated church law, but sent the case back to the local jurisdiction to decide. 
 
With these actions by the Conference and Judicial Council, it now appears that the rules will be 
more strictly enforced; and the United Methodist denomination may be hopelessly split. 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
*LGBTQ is an abbreviation for Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender and Queer, and is often used as an umbrella 
term to refer to the community as a whole:  Lesbian is a woman whose enduring physical, romantic, and/or 
emotional attraction is to other women. Some lesbians may prefer to identify as gay or as gay women.  Bisexual is a 
person who has the capacity to form enduring physical, romantic, and/or emotional attractions to those of the same 
gender or to those of another gender. People may experience this attraction in differing ways and degrees over their 
lifetime.  Bisexual people need not have had specific sexual experiences to be bisexual; in fact, they need not have 
had any sexual experience at all to identify as bisexual.  Gay is the adjective used to describe people whose enduring 
physical, romantic, and/or emotional attractions are to people of the same sex.  Sometimes lesbian is the preferred 
term for women.  Transgender is an umbrella term for people whose gender identity and/or gender expression differs 
from what is typically associated with the sex they were assigned at birth.  People under the transgender umbrella 
may describe themselves using one or more of a wide variety of terms—including transgender.  Many transgender 
people are prescribed hormones by their doctors to bring their bodies into alignment with their gender identity.  
Some undergo surgery as well.  But not all transgender people can or will take those steps, and a transgender 
identity is not dependent upon physical appearance or medical procedures.  Queer is an adjective used by some 
people, particularly younger people, whose sexual orientation is not exclusively heterosexual.  Typically, for those 
who identify as queer, the terms lesbian, gay, and bisexual are perceived to be too limiting and/or fraught with 
cultural connotations 
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they feel don’t apply to them.  Some people may use queer, or more commonly genderqueer, to describe their    
gender identity and/or gender expression.  Once considered a pejorative term, queer has been reclaimed by some 
LGBT people to describe themselves; however, it is not a universally accepted term, even within the LGBT 
community.  Source: Lesbian & Gay Community Services Center 2019, NY, NY 10011 
 
The LGBTQ term is often extended to include LGBTQIA.  That is to intentionally include and raise awareness of  
Intersex and Asexual as well as a myriad of other communities under this umbrella.  Intersex is the adjective used to 
describe the experience of naturally (that is, without medical intervention) developing primary or secondary sex 
characteristics that do not fit neatly into society’s definitions of male or female.  Intersex is an umbrella term for 
around 20 variations of it.  Many visibly Intersex people are mutilated in infancy and early childhood by doctors to 
make the individual’s sex characteristics conform to society’s idea of what normal bodies should look like.  Intersex 
people are relatively common, although society’s denial of their existence has allowed very little room for its issues 
to be discussed publicly. Asexual is a sexual orientation generally characterized by not feeling sexual attraction or a 
desire for partnered sexuality.  It is distinct from celibacy, which is the deliberate abstention from sexual activity.  
Source:  LGBTQIA Resource Center, University of California, Davis 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Methodism is now sharply divided as was demonstrated at its February General Conference.  
The action to continue and even tighten the ban on same-sex marriage and gay clergy was passed 
with a 53 percent to 47 percent vote. This action was backed by a coalition of members from 
African nations, the Philippines and European and American evangelicals. Supporters’ views 
ranged from the “need to be faithful to the traditional standard of marriage” to a Russian 
delegate’s statement that “we do need to praise God and multiply and same-sex marriage will not 
allow us to multiply.” 
 
Although the specific subjects at the center of attention are gay marriage and gay clergy, the 
underlying consideration is homosexuality and the Bible in general.  The Bible provides the basis 
for aversion to homosexuality by devout, good-hearted people of religious conviction who are 
certain that God considers it sinful and an abomination. In this view, it is condemned in the 
scriptures and must be condemned by believers. In fact, Methodism, while declining in America, 
is growing in Africa nations where about 30 percent of the church’s members now live; and in 
many of those countries, homosexuality is a crime. 
 
The opposite view, held by people of religious conviction who also are devout and well-
meaning, is that Biblical interpretation condemning homosexuality is too narrowly considered; 
and, as the late Biblical scholar, Harvard divinity professor and minister of Harvard Memorial 
Church, Peter Gomes, asks, “When the Bible speaks of homosexuality does it mean what we 
mean when we speak of homosexuality?”  No, it does not, they respond. This group of Christian 
believers stand by the Methodist slogan, “Open Hearts. Open Minds. Open Doors.”  They speak 
of Christianity and Christ’s calling to mean love and inclusion, rather than judgment and 
exclusion.  Matt Miofsky, the 41-year leader of The Gathering in St. Louis, one of the fastest 
growing United Methodist churches in the country, speaks for this view: “I want people to know  
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that The Gathering, and a lot of churches like us all over the country, want to welcome LGBTQ 
people.  We are going to pursue a fully inclusive vision for ministry.” 
 

Why this Memorandum? 
 

While I’m concerned about the future of a splintered United Methodist Church and all of the 
complications of changes and new structures this will involve for the organized denomination, I 
will not have a role in assisting with any of those changes.  I’m not part of the organized 
leadership of the denomination, but am an interested member of my local church and want to see 
it succeed as a spiritual leader and positive force in the community. I do not wish to see any of its  
devoted Christian members, so many of whom are cherished friends, harmed in spirit or 
diminished in spiritual commitment as the future of the church unfolds. Gay rights will be at the  
center of church discussion during the months and perhaps years ahead; and, even within our 
own local church, there are views on all sides, ranging from the meaning of relevant scripture 
used to justify aversion to LGBTQ orientation to a basic understanding and support of it.  
   
Because of my own family’s experience with these issues, I have comments that are intended to 
help provide some clarification on what can be a confusing time for everybody. At the same 
time, I am not a professional on either the Bible or reasons for homosexuality, so what I have to 
say about biblical interpretation cannot be considered authoritative on my part. 
 
And, this is not commentary on LGBTQ generally. It’s LGBTQ as related to the church’s actions 
and the way the Bible is interpreted regarding it. The Methodist church’s current stand is 
symptomatic of the debate taking place on gay rights within Christianity, and, consequently, in 
society as a whole, particularly in America; and, while the public’s view is becoming more 
tolerant and understanding almost yearly, the deeply felt feelings on all sides aren’t going away. 
 
The Bible and religion provide the basic belief that homosexuality is unnatural and an  
abomination; therefore the homosexual is a sinner.  While some people who profess anti-gay 
sentiments are repulsed just by the nature of it and the Bible is not a consideration for them, 
according to research by Peter Gomes, virtually all who express such feelings cite the Bible as 
their reason. 
 
And, lastly, as a life-long Church-related person, first in the Disciples of Christ denomination, 
and more recently in the Methodist, at the age of 85, I myself haven’t understood the verses 
pertaining to homosexuality.  I haven’t even known the names of the books or citations of the 
texts that have caused so much controversy.  The only thing I’ve known is that Paul wrote to the 
Romans, cited in Corinthians, that man should not lie down with another man.  It was important 
to me to look into it specifically, and hopefully affirm my conviction that gay does not, and 
could not, mean sinfulness. This paper is what I’ve come up with, and has affirmed it for me. 
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What the Bible Says and Doesn’t Say About Homosexuality 
  
To begin this section on biblical passages, I repeat Dr. Gomes’ question, “When the Bible speaks 
of homosexuality, does it mean what we mean when we speak of homosexuality?”  This is 
extremely important to think about when reading these Bible texts.  So much rides on the 
meaning of these words as they apply to our own lives, the future of the organized churches, the 
acceptance of the Holy Bible as truth and even faith in Christianity. 
 
As strongly as so many people with good hearts and religious devotion consider their views 
against homosexuality to be, based on Biblical texts, it’s important to state what the Bible does 
not say about it.  It is not mentioned in the Ten Commandments.  Jesus himself says nothing 
about it. Moreover, the word homosexuality did not appear in the Bible until it was used in the  
Revised Standard Version of 1946.  And then it was used when the translators assumed it would 
apply by implication to given Biblical situations, which were few.  
 
What are the texts from the Old and New Testaments that provide the Biblical basis for teaching 
about homosexuality?  From Gomes’ book, The Good Book (HarperOne 1996) they are:  
 
Genesis 1-2, The Creation Story 
 
Genesis 19:1-9, Sodom and Gomorrah, with parallel passages of Judges 19 and Ezekiel 16:46-56 
 
Leviticus 18:22 and 20:13, The Holiness Code 
 
Romans 1:26-27, Regarded as the most significant of Saint Paul’s views 
 
I Corinthians 6:9 and I Timothy 1:10, Paul’s lists of vices 
 
In the discussion that follows, I have drawn from the work of  Dr. Gomes and others such as the 
late John Boswell, Historian and Professor, Yale U.;  Patrick Cheng, Assoc. Professor of 
Theology, Episcopal Divinity School, Cambridge; Victor Paul Furnish, University Distinguished 
Professor, Emeritus, SMU; Jeffrey Siker, Professor of Theological Studies, Loyola Marymount 
U.; Daniel A. Cox, pollster and researcher American Enterprise Institute; Christine Diaz, Asst. 
Professor of Biomedical Science, Oakland University School of Medicine; and Rev. Jimmy 
Creech and Rev. Mel White, both Methodist pastors discharged for performing gay marriages. 

 
The Creation Story 

 
While Genesis 1-2 would, on its face, seem irrelevant to our subject matter, it’s a text used by 
some to claim that homosexuality is unnatural.  But, as Jeffrey Siker points out, “to argue that the  
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creation story privileges a heterosexual view of the relations between humankind is to make one 
of the weakest arguments possible, the argument from silence.” Just because the story refers only 
to heterosexuality doesn’t mean that it is, for all time and by implication, the only appropriate 
form of sexuality.  
 
The story reflects the world experience of those who wrote it, and they, through their own 
“cultural lenses” of the times they were living, were answering the question of “Where do we 
come from?” Of course the only plausible answer is from the union of man and woman. They  
were not pretending to answer the questions of all social relationships ranging from having 
friends to being single or gay. 
 

Sodom and Gomorrah 
 

The story of Sodom and Gomorrah in Genesis 19:1-9 is, if not the best known, one of the most 
important texts in the Bible where homosexuality is thought to be condemned by those who 
believe it is a sin.  
 
 Genesis 18:17-33, God told Abraham that he “heard the people of Sodom and Gomorrah were 
utterly evil,” and  informed Abraham that he was going to destroy Sodom and Gomorrah; but at 
Abraham’s questioning, said that he would save the good and godly people.  
 
In Genesis 19:1-9, God sent two male angels to Sodom to warn Abraham’s nephew Lot, that the 
city would soon be destroyed because of its wickedness.  God wanted Lot warned so that he and 
his family would be spared.  Lot, a hospitable person, invited the angels to stay at his house.  
When it was learned around Sodom that the visitors were there, according to the King James 
Version, a crowd gathered around Lot’s house, demanding that Lot bring the men out so that 
they would “know them.” Lot refused, and offered his virgin daughters to do to them as is “good 
in your eyes.”  He urged the crowd to do nothing to the visitors, and pointed out that they were 
protected as visitors in his home.  
 
The crowd persisted to demand the visitors, and told Lot that they would deal with him even 
worse than the visitors if he did not bring them out.  They then came near the door to break it 
down.  The angels pulled Lot back into the house, and then “smote the men that were at the door 
of the house with blindness.” 
 
The angels then told Lot to gather up his family and leave Sodom because the Lord had sent 
them to destroy it. 
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This story is one of just a few in the Bible cited as authority for God condemning homosexuality, 
even to the point of destroying an entire city. This text clearly is open to another interpretation.   
 
First, the King James Version states that the men of Sodom, both old and young, and all the 
people from every quarter “compassed” (surrounded) the house, and demanded that Lot bring out 
his guests so that “we may know them.”  
 
Most importantly, the translators who edited newer versions of the Bible could not agree on what 
the mob demanded.  Wanting “to know them,” as used in King James, the English Standard 
Version, and the New Revised Standard Version could mean various things. It does not just  
mean sex.  John Boswell writes that this form of the Hebrew verb “to know” is used rarely in a 
sexual sense. It occurs 943 times in the Old Testament, and in only ten of these does it refer to 
carnal knowledge. The people of Sodom were very inhospitable and unwelcoming to outsiders, 
so much so that God considered it to be one their unacceptable transgressions. The mob could 
have wanted to know why Lot was entertaining strangers like this, and were suspicious of them 
as strangers, so they wanted to know who they were.  Having said that, it was likely the text was 
reporting they did demand to have sex with the strangers, so not being certain what kind of sex 
was intended, the translators of the New International Version uses the phrase bring them out so 
that “we can have sex” with them; the New American Standard Bible uses “have relations with” 
them; the New American Bible uses “have intimacies with” them; and the Living Bible uses “so 
we can rape them.” 
 
So, what was the mob demanding?   If it was sex, it certainly would have been mob-rape, and 
any rape, homosexual or heterosexual, obviously is an abomination before God.  In this case, 
how can it be rationalized that this mob action means that all homosexuals or all homosexual 
activity are sinful, and because of that, God destroyed everybody in Sodom except Lot and his 
family?  
 
And, further, it’s clear that God did not destroy Sodom because of this particular mob-action.  He 
had already decided to do that, and had sent the angels to warn Lot and then lay waste to the city.  
If destruction of the city wasn’t because of homosexuality per se, as critics of gay orientation 
strongly contend was a primary reason, what was it?  We don’t know exactly what the “grave 
wickedness” was, but as Peter Gomes says, although Sodom is mentioned throughout the Old 
Testament as a place of wickedness, nowhere does it state that homosexuality was the 
wickedness. What was said about its wickedness was from the prophet Ezekiel, who said that it 
was pride, fulness of food, and an abundance of idleness.  Nor did the Sodomites aid the poor 
and needy, and they were haughty. Zondervan Academic, an evangelical Christian scholarly 
resource center, suggests that the story “concerns a lack of hospitality that was considered an 
egregious crime in ancient history.”  
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Historian Patrick Cheng writes that “the real sin of Sodom is radical inhospitality.” In today’s 
modern world, inhospitality would seem inconsequential, and certainly not worthy of being 
condemned by God.  But, it seemed to be sinful at that time in history. Then, inhospitality was 
considered turning one’s back on strangers and the neediest; and even worse, physically harming 
and raping travelers. Rather than welcoming the traveling visitors into their homes, as Lot did the 
angels, the men of Sodom wanted to gang rape them and exert power over them, certainly 
inhospitable acts. 
 
To place the Sodom and Gomorrah story in the context of biblical times, here is Patrick Cheng’s 
description of radical inhospitality: 
 

It should be no surprise that radical hospitality was a sin of the first-order magnitude in 
The Ancient Near East. Taking care of the sojourner or traveler in the midst of a hostile 
desert environment often meant the difference between life and death.  According to 
ancient Jewish texts, such as the Babylonian Talmud and the Genesis Rabba, the 
inhabitants of Sodom were infamous for their cruelty and their failure to support the poor 
and needy in their midst, as well as their failure to practice charity and justice.  Extra-
biblical stories included the Sodomites’ physical torture of travelers as well as their burning 
of a young woman who dared to share food with a family that was starving of hunger.  This 
is in stark contrast to Lot’s radical hospitality. 
 

And, finally, Jesus himself mentions Sodom’s failure to welcome, and its destruction, in Luke 
10:10-12.  
 
To conclude the Sodom and Gomorrah story, isn’t it ironic that the biblical story used to create 
such an unwelcoming environment for homosexuals is, in probability, about the destruction of 
two cities that are so unwelcoming and even hostile to people unlike their residents. Isn’t there a 
message here?  How about it being that God expects us to love and welcome all people, instead 
of rejecting them. 
 

The Holiness Code 
 

Verses in the Bible about a man sleeping with another man that are most often cited in 
opposition to homosexuality and gay marriage are Leviticus 18:22 and 20:13.  These verses in 
the so-called Holiness Code read, “You shall not lie with a male as with a woman; it is an 
abomination;” and “If a man lies with a male as with a woman, both of them have committed an 
abomination; they shall be put to death, their blood is upon them.”  How could it be any clearer 
that God is condemning homosexuals? 
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While the statements are clear, to be understood, we need to try to understand the context and 
application behind their meaning.  The Holiness Code was a standard of behavior imposed upon 
the Jews, God’s chosen people, to distinguish them from the Canaanites who worshiped the god 
Moloch. The Jews were not to engage in any of the practices of the Canaanites, and violating the 
Holiness Code meant the sentence of death.  
 
The rules in the Holiness Code were very strict, designed for a very particular purpose and in a 
very particular setting, as Peter Gomes writes. As God was giving the Jews the pagan 
Canaanites’ land, called a land flowing with milk and honey, the Code, was written by “priests,” 
and according to Mel White, for priests only to set the priests of Israel over and against priests of 
other cultures. The Jews were entering into a promised, but very foreign new land, a frontier 
land. There were fundamental laws for forming a viable frontier community at that time, and it’s 
important to understand the underlying context for its success: cultural identity (Jewish 
traditions), protection (from the surrounding hostile environment), and procreation (the Jewish 
population needed growth).  Over the centuries since the Code was written some 3,000 years 
ago, the contexts of living have become markedly different. And today, we wouldn’t consider for 
a second putting to death those who violated the Code, as it pronounced for the Israelites. Just 
what are the provisions of the Code, and how many do we observe today as Christian people. 
Here are what it includes:  
 

Children who curse their parents are to be put to death. 
The sentence for adultery for both parties is death. 
The punishment for incest is death. 
The punishment for bestiality is death. 
In addition to honoring one’s parents and keeping the Sabbath, 
     you must show hospitality and abstain from idol worship. 
Permitting cattle inbreeding is forbidden. 
Sowing fields with two kinds of seed is forbidden. 
Wearing garments made of two kinds of materials is forbidden. 
Fruit trees may not be harvested until the fifth year. 
The kosher laws must be kept. 
Round haircuts and tattoos are forbidden. 
Consultations with mediums and wizards are forbidden. 
Sexual relations by a man with his wife while she is menstruating is forbidden. 
Eating pork or shellfish is forbidden. 
Playing with the skin of a pig is forbidden. 
And, as we know, “If a man lies with a male as with a woman, both of them 
     have committed an abomination; they shall be put to death.” 
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Is it homosexual orientation or something else sounding like it that found its way into the 
Holiness Code as it applied to Jews settling their new land?  One theory is that in biblical times, 
sperm was intended only for procreation, and not to be wasted. At that time, the Jews were just a 
small group, working hard to populate their new land.  Any kind of “wasting” sperm, including 
masturbation or “interruption of coitus” (to halt sex before ejaculation as an act of birth control) 
was an abomination, or in other words, things that non-Jews such as Gentiles do and were 
forbidden for Jews. Under this view, the verses do not refer to homosexuality as we understand it 
today, but only as a pronouncement to not waste a single life. 
 
How can an anti-gay person or group single out homosexuality from so many other forbidden 
actions that were pronounced 3,000 years ago for a specific culture at a specific time?  Of  
course, some of the prohibitions are detestable and even unlawful today. Others, however, are  
foreign to our culture and way of thinking today, and even with the most devout Christians, are 
not considered sinful.  
 
As Peter Gomes says: 
 

When Christians ignore most of the Holiness Code and regard its precepts as  
irrelevant to a New Testament understanding of purity of heart, and yet 
cite the Levitical prohibitions against homosexuality as the basis of their own 
moral position on that subject, one is led to wonder what is behind the adoption of 
this prohibition and the casting away of others. Once again, the “clear meaning” of 
scripture in the matter of homosexuality seems more expedient than compelling. 
 

 
 

The Various Interpretations and Translations of the Writings of Paul 
 

Probably the biblical passages used most often to condemn homosexuality are in the writings of 
Saint Paul.  They are in Romans, I Corinthians, and I Timothy. 
 

Romans 
 

In Romans 1:26-27, Paul says: “For this reason God gave them up to dishonorable 
passions.  Their women exchanged natural relations for unnatural, and the men likewise 
gave up natural relations with women and were consumed with passion for one another, 
men committing shameless acts with men and receiving in their own persons the due 
penalty for their error.” 
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This verse seems clear enough.  Paul sees women having sex with women and men having sex 
with men, and he condemns that practice.  But, let’s try to understand why this was written 
thousands of years ago. 
 
Paul is writing this letter to Rome after seeing great temples built to honor various false gods, 
including fertility gods and goddesses of sex and passion instead of the one true God that he 
honors.  These priests and priestesses were known to engage in odd sexual behaviors such as 
castrating themselves, carrying on drunken sexual orgies, and even having sex with young 
temple prostitutes (male and female)--all to honor the gods of sex and pleasure. 

 
Here he is speaking about natural and unnatural acts of men and women, and how these acts 
were consumed in passion. This statement was written in the context of the fallen nature of 
humankind, and after reading Romans 1:29-31 carefully, you can understand the social  
environment of that time.  Paul is talking about how the people have fallen into the corrupt ways 
of the pagan world. These fallen ones are described as “filled with all manner of wickedness, 
evil, covetousness, malice.  Full of envy, murder, strife, deceit, malignity, they are gossips, 
slanderers, haters of God, insolent, haughty, boastful, inventors of evil, disobedient to parents, 
foolish, faithless, heartless, ruthless.” This is the context in which Paul discusses what we think 
of as homosexuality in verses 26 and 27. 
 
When we see the phrases “dishonorable passions,”  “unnatural relations,” and  “shameless acts,”  
conditioned as we are by homosexual behavior described disapprovingly as the “gay lifestyle” 
and the “homosexual agenda,” we can easily give a negative view to those behaviors; and 
immediately jump to the conclusion that Paul is “obviously” talking about the same thing we are.  
But, as Peter Gomes asks, is this so? 
 
Regarding “dishonorable passions,” the House of Bishops of the Church of England writes: as 
written in the Bible, “Passions are more than emotions. They are emotions out of control. 
Dishonorable passions are a disordering of God’s purpose.”  In other words, as Gomes writes, 
Paul is speaking here of passions out of control, that become an end in and of themselves, that 
are in fact idolatrous. Dishonorable passions refer to the worship of sexual pleasure, an excess to 
be condemned with all other excesses.  
 
The “natural relations exchanged for unnatural” among women and among men who “likewise 
gave up natural relations with women and were consumed with passion for one another,” does 
not describe the conduct of homosexuals. Instead, it describes heterosexual women (whose 
natural desires are heterosexual) performing same-sex acts (unnatural for them); this is the kind 
of unnatural act where Paul is aware of same-sex activity.  Most versions of the Bible say that 
natural relations of both men and women were exchanged for unnatural relations. Exchanging 
means that both women and men were substituting their natural heterosexual desires for desires  
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unnatural to them; and this was just one of the numerous corrupt and disgustingly sinful things 
that Paul was warning against.  Boswell writes that “the whole point of Romans 1 is a discussion 
of people who know what is right but, who, because of their arrogant willfulness in their fallen 
state, choose to act contrary to that knowledge in all kinds of ways.”  In other words, says 
Boswell, “Paul did not discuss gay persons, but only homosexual acts committed by heterosexual 
people” who knew they were acting depravedly, just as with so many of the other depraved 
things they were doing. These were the kind of shameless acts that Paul talked about. 
 
This verse in Romans is particularly interesting and most important in its interpretation because 
while it’s quoted by same-sex opponents as affirming their beliefs, on careful reading of English, 
dating back to ancient times, it should be clear to everyone that it does not talk about homosexual 
orientation as we know it today. Why?  Because homosexual acts are not unnatural to 
homosexuals. A homosexual performing sex with another homosexual is not an  
unnatural act of the kind that Paul was admonishing.  He is not describing a loving, normal 
same-sex commitment that is common today, and he probably was not even aware of them.  So, 
how is it defined today by leading medical and scientific professions? 
 
Homosexual orientation is affirmed by the medical and scientific community to not be a mental 
disorder or choice-driven.  Instead, it is an orientation likely created prenatally and/or shaped in 
the earliest years of infancy, and is just as innate and immutable as heterosexual attraction. 
   
The 2013 position of the American Psychiatric Association (APA) is stated here, based upon its 
scientific and medical understanding: 
 

While recognizing that the scientific understanding (of homosexuality) is incomplete and 
often distorted because of societal stigma, the APA holds the following positions 
regarding same-sex attraction and associated issues.  It is the APA’s position that same-
sex attraction, whether expressed in action, fantasy, or identity, implies no impairment 
per se in judgment, stability, reliability, or general social or vocational capabilities.  The 
APA believes that the causes of sexual orientation (whether homosexual or heterosexual) 
are not known at this time and likely are multifactorial including biological and 
behavioral roots which may vary between individuals and may even vary over time. 
 
The APA further states that it does not believe that same-sex orientation should or needs 
to be changed, and efforts to do so represent a significant risk of harm by subjecting 
individuals to forms of treatment which have not been scientifically validated and by 
undermining self-esteem when sexual orientation fails to change.  No credible evidence 
exists that any mental health intervention can reliably and safely change sexual 
orientation; nor from a mental health perspective does sexual orientation need to be 
changed. 
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On March 8, 2016, the APA President and APA Medical Director, on behalf of the APA, wrote 
this letter to the Indonesian Psychiatric Association: 
 

The latest and best scientific evidence shows that sexual orientation and expressions of 
gender identity occur naturally, and pose no threat to societies in which they are accepted 
as normal variants of human sexuality…There is strong evidence that genes play a role in 
the determination of sexuality…There is other evidence that, during fetal development, 
exposure to certain hormones also plays a role…In addition, genetic and hormonal 
factors generally interact with environmental factors that have yet to be determined, 
though neither faulty parenting nor exposure to gay individuals causes homosexuality.  
The preponderance of opinion within the scientific community is that there is a strong 
biological component to sexual orientation and that genetic, hormonal and environmental 
factors interact to influence a person’s orientation.  There is no scientific evidence that       
either homosexuality or heterosexuality is a freewill choice. 
 

In 2018, the APA issued these statements regarding sexual conversion therapy: 
 

APA reaffirms its recommendation that ethical practitioners refrain from attempts to 
change individuals’ sexual orientation. 
APA recommends that ethical practitioners respect the identities for those with diverse 
gender expressions. 

 
The medical and scientific view of homosexual and heterosexual orientation can best be summed 
up in the phrase, “People don’t choose their sexual orientation.  Their orientation chooses them.”   
 
 

I Corinthians 6:9-10 and I Timothy 1:10 
 

 
The actual English speaking word “homosexual” is found in two biblical verses, one in I 
Corinthians and I Timothy.  It was first used in the Bible when introduced in the Revised 
Standard Version (RSV) in 1946, and was not known as an English word until the 1800s. 
 
In 1971, Homosexual appeared in I Corinthians 6:9-10 and I Timothy 1:10 in The Living Bible, 
(TLB) which has been sold by the millions, and has been used as authentic affirmation that 
homosexuals are condemned. 
    
Then, in the 1973, 1978 and 1984 editions of the New International Version (NIV), in I 
Corinthians 6:9-10, Paul mentions homosexuality when he writes: “Do you not know that the 
wicked will not inherit the kingdom of God?  Do not be deceived.  Neither sexually immoral nor  
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idolaters nor adulterers nor male prostitutes nor homosexual offenders nor thieves nor the greedy 
nor drunkards nor slanderers nor swindlers will inherit the kingdom of God.”  However, contrary 
to I Timothy in the TLB, homosexuality is not cited in that same verse in the NIV.   
 
 Importantly, homosexuality is not mentioned in the King James Version (KJV), which was the 
version used by Christians for centuries. It became a later translation of what the editors thought 
the verse means. In the KJV, the verse reads: “Know ye not that the unrighteous shall not inherit 
the kingdom of God?  Be not deceived; neither fornicators, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, nor 
effeminate, nor abusers of themselves with mankind, Nor thieves, nor covetous, nor drunkards, 
nor revilers, nor extortioners, shall inherent the kingdom of God.” 
 
The word effeminate seems to be what the later translators thought to be homosexuality.  But 
effeminate does not mean homosexuality. Instead, it means a man who appears delicate, might 
have female characteristics, and perhaps is even “soft-like.”  So, isn’t it open for question as to 
what this verse means?  Did Paul really mean that a soft-like, delicate man, who in later versions 
was interpreted as homosexual, is the same as murderers, fornicators, thieves or drunkards?   
 
As the King James Version was being edited with new language, in several versions of the Bible, 
translators substituted homosexual for effeminate.  During these years of editing translations, 
homosexuality was thought by many, including those in the medical profession, to be a mental 
disorder and an unnatural human condition.  They also pointed to the Greek words of Paul, 
malokois and arsenokoitai, which he used along with such sins of whoremongering, menstealing, 
and fornication to be condemned. Some editors thought that those two words were used by Paul 
as meaning homosexual, and in at least one version, The Living Bible, homosexual found its way 
to the top of the list of the most egregious immoral and impure sins. 
 
These two words, in and of themselves, introduce confusion into Paul’s intended meaning.   
Some scholars of Greek history say that malokois could have meant something as reprehensible 
as male sodomy (penetration) of “effeminate call boys.”  The New Revised Standard Version 
says “male prostitutes.”  Deviant and perverted sex acts were among a variety of reprehensible 
practices that apparently were pervasive in Paul’s time. 
 
There is even more confusion around what Paul meant when he used the word arsenokoitai.  
According to Theologian Mel White, Greek scholars don’t know exactly what it means; and this 
is particularly troubling in the current debate, when so much authority is given these words when 
denouncing same-sex attraction.  Says White: “Some scholars believe Paul was coining a name 
to refer to the customers of the ‘effeminate call boys’ (like malokois).  We might call them ‘dirty 
old men.’ Others translate the word as ‘sodomites,’ but never explain what that means.” 
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Taking the two words, malokois and arsenokoitai, together, White submits that the most 
convincing argument from history is that Paul is condemning the married men who hired hairless 
young boys for sexual pleasure just as they hired smooth-skinned young girls for that purpose.   
 
He then concludes: “(We all)  would join Paul in condemning anyone who uses children for sex 
(which brings long prison sentences today), just as we would join anyone else in condemning the 
threatened gang rape in Sodom or the behavior of the sex-crazed priests and priestesses in 
Rome.” 
 
To that, we all certainly say “Amen.”  But, none of these examples are of loving situations 
between same-sex couples. 

 
 

Other Biblical Teachings on Sexual Behavior 
 

The Bible speaks many times about sexual behavior, but only six or seven verses refer to what 
could be homosexuality; and then, some of them are worded differently from each other.  To 
complicate the situation, what about those numerous verses, of which there are dozens, that refer 
to sexual behavior in situations other than homosexuality?  Here are just a few examples: 
 

     A married couple is forbidden from having sexual intercourse during a woman’s 
period.  If they disobey, both shall be executed.  Leviticus 18:19  
     If it is discovered that a bride is not a virgin, she shall be executed by stoning. 
Deuteronomy 22:13-21. 
     If a married person has sex with someone else’s husband or wife, both adulterers shall 
be stoned to death. Deuteronomy 22:22. 
      Divorce is strictly forbidden, as is remarriage of anyone who has been divorced.  
Mark 10:1-12. 
     If a man dies childless, his widow must have intercourse with each of his brothers in 
turn until she bears her deceased husband a male heir. Mark 12:18-27. 

 
I cite these examples of sexual practices that were condemned at a much earlier time when 
cultures and human practices were far different than today.  In Christian society, we wouldn’t 
even think of stoning people for adultery, nor would we require a widow to have sex with her 
deceased husband’s brothers.  The violations and penalties were very clear mandates, with no 
new scholarly interpretations.  They are still in the Bible. And yet, they have been discarded by 
our society as unjust, unwise, and even reprehensible. It’s interesting, then, that homosexuality, 
an orientation whose Biblical condemnations are interpreted in many ways, continues to be so 
reviled as sinful. Why?  Because, say those who revile it, the Bible says homosexuality is a sin. 
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Conclusion of Section on What the Bible Says and Doesn’t Say 
 

Because of the differing views of the scholars of ancient times and religious groups that shape 
public understanding, how can one reach a rational conclusion on whether God is saying that 
homosexuality is a sin, to be condemned and not fit for the Kingdom of Heaven?  For me, 
personally, it’s easy. I fully accept the view that medical and scientific definitive statements that 
make it clear that homosexual orientation is as natural as heterosexual orientation, and that while 
its specific causes have not yet been fully identified, it is most likely to be caused by a 
combination of biological and  post-natal influences; that its naturalness is a fact of life, not 
chosen by the individual; and that it is wrong and even dangerous for the homosexual to be told 
that he or she could change it by treatment.   
 
From a biblical standpoint, it’s important to restate that Jesus says nothing about same-sex 
attraction or behavior.  It is not one of the Ten Commandments.  There are only seven verses in 
the Bible that refer to same-sex behavior in any way, and many scholars now contend that none 
of these refer to homosexual orientation as we know it today. Pauls’ discussion of the culture of 
rampant depravity and degeneracy at the time is believable and rational.  Why wouldn’t he 
condemn adults abusing small children with perverted acts, or those committing gang rape? 
Those offenders are jailed today. Heterosexual women sleeping with other heterosexual women 
(and the same with men) are committing unnatural acts.  It does not mention anything about a 
loving gay-relationship that we know today to be a natural one, and as normal as heterosexual 
love.  Remember, too, Gomes’ statement that “When the Bible speaks of homosexuality, does it 
mean what we mean when we speak of homosexuality”?   
 
For many whose religious and cultural beliefs are long-standing and deeply held, it’s easy also; 
they continue to believe that the Bible says same-sex orientation is unnatural and sinful.  They 
look to theologians who believe, as does the Southern Baptist Convention, that “even a desire to 
engage in a homosexual relationship is always sinful, impure, degrading, shameful, unnatural, 
indecent and perverted”; and they counteract what they consider to be “pro-gay” theology. 
 
For many if not most devoted Christian believers, the situation can be confusing and even 
alarming.  They have believed during their entire lives that, according to the Bible, 
homosexuality in any form is a sin; but at this particular time they have open minds and wish to 
learn more from those who disagree with that. They might have gay friends or relatives, and are 
wondering what the rationale is for considering their orientation “normal.” Further, they are 
concerned about the divisions in churches, and what it is doing detrimentally to Christian beliefs 
and the importance of the church overall. 
 
I hope this paper can serve the purpose of providing helpful information to all of these groups. 
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Where Does the United Methodist Church Go from Here? 
 

 None of us knows what will happen to the Methodist church.  It is clear, however, that the 
divide is real, based on interpretations of biblical teachings by those who favor strict adherence 
to prohibiting gay clergy and gay marriage in the church.  This is not the first time the Methodist 
Church has faced difficulty over differences in theological interpretation.  In 1844, the 
Methodists split over the issue of slavery. And, while Methodism hasn’t split over the role of 
women in the denomination, John Wesley’s act of authorizing a woman to preach in 1827 was 
met with objections. 
 

The Methodist Church and Slavery 
 

John Wesley was an ardent opponent of slavery.  Many of the leaders of the American Methodist 
church shared his abhorrence of it, but many members also were slave owners who believed the 
Bible sanctioned it.  Tensions in the church deepened over slavery.  Finally, the church faced a 
crisis when the pro-slavery and anti-slavery factions clashed at the 1844 General Conference.  
One of the church’s bishops owned slaves through marriage, and after an acrimonious debate, the 
General Conference voted to suspend the bishop from his office so long as he “could not, or 
would not” free his slaves. 
 
From the Discipleship Ministries news of the United Methodist Church is this account of what 
followed, leading to the United Methodist Church of today: 
 

A few days later, dissidents drafted a Plan of Separation, which permitted the annual 
conference in slaveholding states to separate from the United Episcopal Church in order 
to organize their own ecclesiastical structure.  The Plan of Separation was adopted, and 
the groundwork was prepared for the creation of The Methodist Episcopal Church, South.   
Delegates from the southern states met in Louisville, Kentucky in May 1845 to organize 
their new church. Their first General Conference was held the following year in 
Petersburg, Virginia, where a Discipline and hymnbook were adopted.  Bitterness 
between northern and southern Methodists intensified through the carnage of the Civil 
War.  Each church claimed divine sanction for its region and prayed fervently God’s will 
to be accomplished in victory for its side. 
 
The Methodist Protestants, the United Brethren and The Evangelical Association were 
not totally insulated from the slavery controversy.  However, they were able to avoid the 
passionate struggle that fractured the Methodist Episcopal Church. In 1939, with the 
slavery issue behind them, the Methodist Church was formed through the union of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, the Methodist Episcopal Church, South and the Methodist 
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Protestant Church.  In 1968, the United Methodist Church was formed by the union of 
The Evangelical United Brethren Church and The Methodist Church. 
 

Women’s Ordination in the United Methodist Church 
 

Why do United Methodists ordain women when the Bible specifically prohibits it, and when it 
requires women to live in full submission to man?  This mandate from Paul could not be clearer 
that women should have no authority over man or even teach him.  
 
Paul’s comments are found in I Timothy 2:8-15: 
 

I desire, then, that in every place the men should pray, lifting up holy hands without 
anger or argument; also that the women should dress themselves modestly and decently 
in suitable clothing, not with their hair braided, or with gold, pearls, or expensive clothes, 
but with good works, as is proper for women who profess reverence for God.  Let a 
woman learn in silence with full submission.  I permit no woman to teach or to have 
authority over a man; she is to keep silent.  For Adam was formed first, then Eve: and 
Adam was not deceived, but the woman was deceived and became a transgressor.  Yet 
she will be saved through childbearing, provided they continue in faith and love and 
holiness, with modesty. 

 
Tom McAnally, Retired Director of United Methodist News Service, acknowledges that this 
reference from Paul may appear to rule out the ordination of women, but United Methodists also 
take into account other spiritual references as well as “our tradition, experience and reason.”  He 
cites another spiritual reference about Jesus having women as friends, disciples and witnesses; 
and Jesus challenging the beliefs that women were inferior and men were superior.   
 
Although McAnally does not mention them, many other biblical texts marginalize women while 
sacralizing patriarchy. Even the patriarch Lot, whom God spared in the destruction of Sodom 
because of his virtue, was willing to force his two daughters out the door to be raped. But that 
was in a historical time when, without question, women were told to be submissive to men.  
Today, we know that is wrong, and act accordingly.  It’s absolutely the right thing to discard the 
unreasonable and even outlandish practices of the past. 
 
John Wesley understood this.  He believed that the living core of Christian faith was revealed in 
Scripture, looking to tradition and personal experience and confirmed by reason.  His and the 
Methodist Church’s position are noted in the United Methodist Book of Discipline where it states 
that the Christian witness, “even when grounded in Scripture and mediated by tradition is 
ineffectual unless understood and appropriated by the individual.  To become our witness, it  
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must make sense in terms of our own reason and experience.”  Further, the book states the need 
for imaginative and critical thought to enable us to understand the Bible better. 
 
John Wesley applied this critical thought when, regardless of I Timothy 2, he authorized Sarah 
Mallet to preach in 1787, just three years after the Methodist Episcopal Church was established 
in Baltimore. He did this, despite the objections of male preachers. Women’s leadership roles in 
the church evolved steadily, leading up to 1956, when full clergy rights were given to them. 
 

 
Slavery and Women Clergy: Lessons for Today 

 
Both of the Methodist Church’s experiences with the Slavery question in the 1800s and the 
Ordination of Women in 1956 should provide a helpful road map for the Methodist Church.  
 
In the case of slavery, even though the historical ownership of slaves, as noted in the Bible, 
provided supposed justification to slave owners that they could own slaves and be good 
Christians as well, others disagreed and refused to accept their biblical interpretation. John 
Wesley abhorred slavery even though biblical texts in both the Old and New Testaments told that 
it was a common practice in Antiquity, and they outline the legal status, economic roles, and 
types of slavery. 
 
John Wesley and those members of early American Methodism who knew slavery was wrong 
refused to accept any biblical statements that it might be an acceptable practice.  It was because 
they “applied reason and critical thought” like Wesley taught. 
 
The ordination of women clergy and acceptance of women in church leadership was a different 
issue than slavery, but carries the same message for Methodists today.  The Bible spoke against 
it, but the Church didn’t clash over it and fall apart.  John Wesley did not agree with biblical 
pronouncements marginalizing women, and took steps that he knew were right by authorizing a 
woman to preach.  The General Conference voted for ordaining women because in today’s 
world, with relevant information and Christian love in hand, the members just knew that it was 
the only thing to do. The UMC, by policy and practice, today supports full inclusion of women in 
every aspect of church life. 
 
The subject of accepting homosexuality as a normal orientation has created the same questions to 
the Methodist Church as did slavery and the role of women.  The Bible spoke on both issues, and 
definitively in the case of women, but the texts were interpreted differently by church members, 
and ultimately the most reasonable positions prevailed.  Hopefully the Methodist Church, 
whether through the national General Conference or its individual bodies, will make the most 
reasonable decision on this issue. 
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Positions of Various Denominations 
 
According to the Pew Research Center, churches that allow same-sex marriage are Episcopal 
Church, USA; Disciples of Christ (Christian Church); Evangelical Lutheran Church of America; 
Presbyterian Church (USA); Reform Jewish Movement: Society of Friends (Quaker); Unitarian 
Universalist Association of Churches; and United Church of Christ.  The statements of welcome 
and inclusion for LGBTQ persons are varied among these churches, but all extend loving hands. 
 
The Presbyterian Church USA, in extending its official welcome, apologizes for the past failures 
to include LGBTQ in the body of the church.  
 
The Conservative Jewish Movement and Reform Jewish Movement also allow same-sex 
marriage. 
 
Those who favor same-sex marriage believe that if you are gay, you are in fact gay, and cannot 
change orientation. The causes can be a combination of biological and socio-cultural factors, 
such as voiced by most science scholars and the American Psychiatric Association. Regardless of 
the causes, they are ordained by God and should be treated as such. 
 
Those churches that prohibit same-sex marriage are American Baptist Churches; Assemblies of 
God; Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints (Mormon); Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod; 
National Baptist Convention; Roman Catholic Church; Seventh-day Adventist Church; Southern 
Baptist Convention; United Methodist Church; and many, if not most, independent evangelical 
churches. The Catholic Church recognizes homosexuality as not in and of itself sinful, but 
considers the practice of it sinful and to be condemned (“Hate the sin and not the sinner”).  
Southern Baptists consider even the desire to engage in homosexual activity to be sinful and 
perverted.  
 
Islam and the Orthodox Jewish Movement also ban same-sex marriage. 
 
Those that prohibit same-sex marriage believe that, while biology might play a role in sexual 
behavior, too much emphasis is placed on this, and not enough on socio-cultural environments.  
They believe research shows that gayness is “much more socio-cultural,” such as childhood 
sexual abuse victimization; and many believe that since it is more that approach than biological, 
the individual can change to heterosexual if he/she chooses to. (But, imagine that if, as a 
heterosexual, you were forced to be a homosexual, which would be fully unnatural to you.) 

 
Individual Methodist Churches 

 
As of now, the environment for change in Methodism is evolving, but will be at front and center  
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for some time.  Among United States delegates at the Methodist General Conference, two-thirds  
voted against the “Traditional Plan” which upheld the ban on same-sex marriage and the 
ordination of gay clergy. The deciding votes for upholding it came from outside the United 
States.  So, the feelings in this country to liberalize the process are strong.  Many churches now 
are saying that the current position must change, and are considering their own plans for future 
action. 
 
As mentioned earlier, Matt Miofsky, leader of the Gathering in St. Louis said immediately after 
the vote that his Methodist Church will continue a fully inclusive ministry.  The lead ministers of 
two of the country’s largest churches have spoken out vigorously in favor of inclusion. 
 
The largest Methodist church in America is Church of the Resurrection, with four campuses and 
22,000 members in the Kansas City area. It is led by Rev. Adam Hamilton, whose position has 
shifted to advocating full inclusion for LGBTQ people, including gay ministers and gay 
marriage.  He has particular concerns about the effect a breakaway would have upon United 
Methodist-affiliated institutions like hospitals and universities.  He has mentioned options, 
including putting pressure on the opponents by threatening to withhold funds from them if they 
continue to push the progressives out; an umbrella Methodist Church with three denominations 
under it to serve progressive, centrists and conservatives; and finally, if necessary, splitting off.  
 
Another one of the largest Methodist churches is St. Andrew UMC in Highlands Ranch, 
Colorado, led by Rev. Mark Feldmeir.  This fully inclusive congregation is at work on plans for 
continuing and strengthening its inclusive practice, and is a Reconciling congregation that “will 
not accept the status quo.” St. Andrew will consider every option, including a “gracious exit” 
from the denomination. 
 
As previously mentioned, it is important to note that the Methodist Church has a married lesbian 
bishop. Located in Colorado, Bishop Karen Oliveto is the first of her gender to hold this position. 
 
In Omaha, Nebraska, a group of teenagers refused to join their HUMC church after confirmation. 
They considered the Methodist church’s policies on LGBTQ to be immoral, and didn’t want to 
send a message that they approve it.  The church called their decision “historic” and thanked the 
young group for “leading the way for inclusion of ALL God’s beloved children.” 
 
The list of outspoken Methodist leaders goes on.  Tim Bruster, a senior pastor with the First 
UMC in Fort Worth, Texas calls the experience “painful.”  He wrote, “It was painful for those of 
us who are for full inclusion of all our brothers and sisters, including LGBTQ people.  It was 
painful for those who are more traditional, but who believe in the concept of the big tent that 
allows the church to reach as many people as possible in as many places as possible.” 
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Some Methodist churches are considering a split from the denomination over what may or may 
not be the issues of gay marriage and gay clergy.  An example is the second largest Methodist 
congregation (18,000 members), the predominantly African-American Windsor Village UMC in 
Houston.  Although the issues are not mentioned in the church’s public statements, and its senior 
minister, Rev. Kirbyjon Caldwell, has not declared a view on same-sex union sentiments, its 
website listed a conversion therapy program (now deleted) managed by a church staff member.  
The Windsor Village Church announced last year that it is considering its departure from the 
Methodist denomination.  A church spokesman, Floyd LeBranc, said that the church “could not 
be summed up as traditionalist or progressive but is wary of getting distracted by denominational 
struggles.”  He said further said that Windsor Village is concerned about the turmoil in the 
denomination and it’s evident that things will not be the same going forward.  
 
So, after all is said and done, there will be change in the Methodist Church.  There is now.  And 
there will be more, whether the General Conference reverses itself, or whether the numerous 
inclusive churches go their own way. 
 
As Rev. Duane Mevis, former pastor of the Hinsdale Methodist Church, has said: “I don’t think 
homosexuality is a basic enough theme in the Bible to cause us to divide families and churches.” 
He reminds us again that Jesus and the Bible are much more concerned about what Jesus calls 
the greatest commandments which are to love God with our total being and to love our neighbors 
as ourselves. 
 

Does the Argument in Churches over Sexuality Matter Anymore? 
 

Church Membership and Religious Beliefs are dropping  
 
One might wonder if there’s even any value in debating the biblical interpretation of same-sex 
sin in the 21st Century.  Some think not, because to more and more people, in the United States 
and Europe, what the Bible says about it is irrelevant.  Times are changing.  Fewer are going to 
church or even care about religion. According to the General Social Survey, the number of 
Americans who have no religion has increased 266% over the past three decades, and now 
account for 23.1% of the population. Mainline Protestant churches have declined 62.5% since 
1982 and now comprise just 10.8% of the U.S. population.  And, while it’s common thought that  
the more conservative churches are thriving, a divide over theology and current issues is 
developing between their younger and older members. 
 
Why is there such a drop in church membership among millennials and younger people?  A 2018 
Pew Research Center Report polled a growing group of “religious nones” who say they are 
“nothing in particular” when asked if they identify with a specific religious group. Most were ex-
Christians and under the age of 35. They were asked why they reject any religious affiliation.   
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Most “nones” said they didn’t believe that what the church taught was true, and that their views 
about God had “evolved.”  Some of the explanations included these statements: 
 
“Rational thought makes religion go out the window” 
“Lack of any sort of scientific or specific evidence of a creator” 
“I just realized somewhere along the line that I didn’t really believe it” 
“I’m doing a lot of learning, studying and kind of making decisions myself rather than listening 
to someone else” 
 
The Pew study concludes that the “nones” “question a lot of religious teaching,” and even the 
existence of God.  When they reject religion it’s more often than not due to intellectual 
skepticism; and that belief in religion is beliefs as innately blind or fake. 
 
So, with the societal trends in dropping church membership and rejecting religious teaching, how 
many people are paying any attention to (or even care) about biblical words on same-sex 
orientation?  The diverse views on biblical interpretations are important to members of the 
Methodist church, but does anybody else in the general population really care? 
 

Attitudes on Homosexuality and Same-Sex Marriage are Changing 
 
Does anybody really care?  Fewer and fewer people seem to care whether somebody is, or is not, 
gay. 

 
Public Opinion on Homosexuality 

 
 
Americans’ acceptance of homosexuality is growing.  In another Pew Research  
Center polling, this time in 2014, Americans were asked if they did or did not accept 
homosexuality.  In 2007 and 2014, these percentages were reported: 
 
2007: 50% accepted, 40% should be discouraged, 5% neither (both equally), 5% don’t know 
2014:  62% accepted, 31% should be discouraged, 4% neither (both equally), 3% don’t know 
 
Examples of religious group members accepting were: Mainline churches, 66%; Evangelicals, 
36%; Jewish, 81%; Historical black protestants, 51%; Mormons, 36%; and Muslim, 45%. 
 
When broken down by religious groups, 70% of Roman Catholics were accepting in 2014, 
regardless of the church’s official position.  And, 60% of Methodists were accepting in 2014.   
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Pew Research doesn’t have later data, but it’s reasonable to assume that percentage is 
higher now.  Among unaffiliated “nones,” 83% were accepting. 
 
These changes took place in only four years; and, now, even five years further down the road, 
with such rapid evolution of thought, there surely is an even greater percentage of people in the 
overall population and even religious groups moving toward higher acceptance of homosexuality  
 
 

Public Opinion on Same-Sex Marriage 
 
The public’s view of same-sex marriage also continues to grow, although at a somewhat slower 
pace than acceptance overall of homosexual orientation as a natural orientation.  In the Pew 
Research Center polling in 2004, 60% of Americans opposed same-sex marriage. The Center 
points out that same-sex marriage has steadily grown over the past 15 years.  And today, support 
for same-sex marriage is at its highest point since Pew began polling on this issue.  Based on 
polling in 2019, a majority of Americans (61%) support it. 
 
Support has remained largely stable among men and women since 2017.  Today, 66% of women 
and 57% of men support it.  Support also has remained steady among whites, blacks and 
Hispanics over the past two years.  Today, 62% of whites, 58% of Hispanics, and 51% of blacks 
support it. 
 
According to Pew Research, the increase in the share of adults who favor same-sex marriage 
over the past 15 years is due in part to generational change.  Younger generations express higher 
levels of acceptance, leaving older generations to either opposing it or questioning whether it can 
be appropriate.  
 

Personal Observations about Younger People, not just Millennials 
 

My own observations, from associations with young friends and relatives, is that in both high 
school and college (depending on school locations and social environments), same-sex 
orientation is accepted, perhaps even a non-issue.  Today, a majority of teenagers and college 
students have gay friends and relatives.  We, as the older generation, did too.  Gays are not a new 
species just discovered.  But, the difference is that we older folks didn’t know about them.  They 
weren’t out of the closet.  If we did know, it was hush-hush. Gays with partners were unheard of.  
Or if there were partners and it was known, it generated a lot of talk, even shaming. 
 
Openly gay men and women attend family gatherings, are welcome there, and are accepted for 
who they are.  Nieces and nephews interact socially on trips and vacations with gay aunts or 
uncles.  The younger ones just take it as a matter of life, and it makes no difference to them.  
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So, all in all, it appears that the social environment is changing in my own back yard, just as the 
data show. But, there’s more to this changing environment than meets the eye, and it’s clear that  
the argument in churches about homosexuality does matter, and will continue, perhaps for a long 
time. 
 
  

Yes, the Church’s Views on Homosexuality Do Matter Today 
 
 
Even with increasingly accepting attitudes toward gays and gay marriage, there continue to be 
troubling issues with biblical text interpretations that affect the Church and society. This section 
discusses those troubling issues and why the views of the Church do indeed matter. 
 
....Church membership and even belief in God are decreasing.  As already mentioned, main 
reason is that more and more people, especially younger people, consider the Bible archaic and 
not responsive or helpful to them in today’s society.  The “Gay” biblical verses are examples of 
the kind of messages they do not believe, and they are not interested in what modern 
interpretations might lie behind those verses. Jesse Ball, prize winning author and poet, in the 
May 2018 issue of GQ, characterizes the Bible as “self-contradictory, sententious, foolish, and 
even at times ill-intentioned.” 
     It’s well documented that Mainline Protestant churches are losing members, but what isn’t 
common knowledge is that young Evangelicals are leaving their childhood churches as well 
because of “belief incompatibility.”  According to Daniel Cox, researcher for the American 
Enterprise Institute, 39% of young adults raised as Evangelical Christian no longer identify as 
such in adulthood; and recent findings suggest that these congregational losses are not being 
offset by gains. 
     Regardless of views that the Bible is foolish and sententious, or as Thomas Paine wrote, is 
filled with “obscene stories, cruel and torturous executions, and unrelenting vindictiveness,” it 
teaches life’s lessons of love toward one another, and God’s love at work rescuing, renewing, 
and empowering humankind.  This is as important in 2019, as it was in Ancient times. And, as 
Peter Gomes says, “In the sense that the Bible stories tell our story (which it does with all of the 
debaucheries and vindictiveness included), which is the human story in relation to the divine, 
they are true. They are in the Bible because they are true to the experience of men and of 
women.”  Some of the most beautiful prose in the English language can be found in the Bible, 
particularly in the passages about love. 
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….As long as churches continue interpreting the Bible in ways that seem unreasonable to so 
many, such as with the Gay verses, the value in the Bible will be increasingly dismissed if not 
discarded altogether. So, to keep the Christian church as healthy and vital as possible, it’s 
important to keep trying to interpret the Bible in a reasonable and critical manner, just as Wesley 
urged.  The church is the institution that most keeps us in touch with the divine, and that 
engagement is also waning. 
 
     Keeping in touch with the divine. The data show that more and more people do not believe in 
God.  And, yet, it’s interesting how many who profess either no interest or complete disbelief 
will still pray in disastrous times. An example is Jack Welch, former CEO of General Electric, 
who had no interest in religion or church, but felt the need to go to St. Patrick’s in New York to 
pray after 9/11.  He was not alone.  This need to pray was felt by millions, many of whom 
normally would not consider it.    
     Joe Namath, the football legend, considers being spiritually and physically healthy the most 
important things in facing “whatever life is throwing at me.” We, as human beings, all wonder 
and think about the transcendent, even if we profess not to believe and say we don’t care about it.  
     What a tragedy that the Bible itself, because of confusing, unreasonable interpretation, drives 
people away from the church and away from belief in God.  So, yes again, the debate over 
homosexuality in churches does matter. 
 
….The ongoing view that homosexuality is a sin continues to have a devastating effect on 
personal relationships, particularly in families.  When parents reject their own children because 
they believe their gay child has “chosen” this “sinful lifestyle,” the heartache is immeasurable.  
Examples can be found time and again, such as that experienced by recent American Idol 
contestant, Jeremiah Harmon.  Jeremiah told his sad story about his Protestant pastor father who, 
along with his mother, had rejected him because he was gay.  Even though he was an outstanding 
singer who advanced to a top group on the program, his parents had never heard him sing.  They 
were that estranged.  Jeremiah was a sensitive young man, and wanted a relationship with his 
parents more than anything.  But, even when he was performing on national television, they were 
not there.  Then, one night they attended to show support for him, and even the audience was in 
tears.  This support was more of a demonstration of Christian love as the Bible teaches than their 
rejection was. 
     Think of it. Think of the number of households that are broken because of this rejection   
without a happy ending, and the extreme heartache that occurs in them. Is this what the God of 
Love intends. So, again, yes, church policy is important.  Very important. 
 
…. The view that being gay is a sin can lead many to send their youth to participate in 
“conversion therapy” for the purpose of changing from homosexual to heterosexual. The 
Williams Institute of the UCLA School of Law estimates that some 70,000 minors are in some 
form of these programs, and 700,000 have participated over the years, all grounded in the belief  
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that LGBTQ is abnormal. The American Psychiatric Association has emphatically and 
consistently spoken out against these programs as not just scientifically unfounded, but even 
potentially very harmful.  They often result in depression, anxiety, drug use and even 
homelessness and suicide.  The recent movie, Boy Erased, with Nicole Kidman and Russell 
Crowe, should be seen by everybody.  It’s the true story of a teenager who was sent to a  
conversion program by his pastor father, and how damaging it was to him; fortunately, it ended 
with reconciliation, and, again, happy Christian love.  So, church policy is indeed important.  As 
of June 1, 2019, 18 states have banned conversion therapy programs for minors; and 14 are 
considering its prohibition. 
 
….Regardless of my own experience of young people accepting gays, and the data showing 
increased acceptance in the overall society, The LGBTQ Community Center in New York reports 
that in many American communities, “90% of LGBTQ individuals experience mistreatment in 
school.”  This may be due to less acceptance of transgender orientation because polling on 
transgender issues shows a far more divided public; and even of bisexuals who are regularly 
pressed to “pick a side,” (even within the LGBTQ community) which they cannot do. Writing in 
the The Center newsletter in 2019, Kristine Diaz reports that gays are twice as likely as 
heterosexuals to have suicidal thoughts or attempt suicide, and twice as likely to be homeless.  
She says that the stress caused by this societal bias can lead to all kinds of other problems, 
ranging from heart failure to obesity. 
     And, contrary to many Americans thinking LGBTQ people face less discrimination because 
of greater acceptance in popular culture, Daniel Cox at the American Enterprise writes that 
findings suggest that the “pervasiveness of discrimination experienced by LGBTQ people is, at 
best, largely unchanged over the past few years, and government data shows violence against 
LGBTQ people is increasing.” 
     So, for many reasons, the work for gay rights and acceptance is far from over. And, for this 
work, it’s important that Christian people and their enlightened churches demonstrate inclusion 
rather than exclusion, and love, which Christ advocated, rather than blind and self-righteous 
judgment of others that he opposed.  
 

Love and Inclusion, not Rejection and Judgment are the Core of Christianity 
 

     Homosexuality is mentioned in the Bible six or seven times, and the meaning of the texts is 
being hotly debated.   
     Love is mentioned in the King James Version 310 times, 131 times in the Old Testament and 
179 times in the New Testament. 
     In the New American Standard Version, love is mentioned 348 times, 133 times in the Old 
Testament and 215 times in the New Testament. 
     In the New International Version, it is mentioned 551 times, 319 times in the Old Testament 
and 232 times in the New Testament. 
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     There are 538 instances of the word love in the New Revised Standard Version, 317 in the 
Old Testament and 221 in the New Testament. 
 
Jesus taught that we should not judge others when he said “Judge not lest you be judged.”  He 
wasn’t talking about judging like in a court of law.  Instead, he was talking about issues of the 
heart, and preached against having a critical, condemning, self-righteous, judgmental attitude  
toward others.  What would he say today about the condemnation of people who happen to have 
a different innate sexual orientation than heterosexual people? 
 
From passages like “love your neighbor as yourself” to “love is patient, love is kind,” the Bible 
speaks of love, which is its primary message throughout. We all know the love messages more 
than any other in the Bible, such as “And now these three remain: faith, hope and love. But the 
greatest of these is love”; and “Do everything in love.”  Jesus preached love as the primary 
requirement in life, and it’s interesting that he never said a word about condemning gays.  What 
would Jesus say today? 
   
This letter (excerpted from a longer letter at hrc.org) was written to a person named Susan by 
Rev. Jimmy Creech, who was defrocked from his Methodist ministry for marrying a gay couple. 
It speaks to what Jesus might well say today, and is the conclusion of this paper: 
 
“Dear Susan,  
 
     “At the heart of the claim that the Bible is clear ‘that homosexuality is forbidden by God’ is 
poor biblical scholarship and a cultural bias read into the Bible. The Bible says nothing about 
‘homosexuality’ as an innate dimension of personality.  Sexual orientation was not understood in 
biblical times.  There are references in the Bible to same-gender sexual behavior, and all of them 
are undeniably negative.  But what is condemned in these passages is the violence, idolatry and 
exploitation related to the behavior, not the same-gender nature of the behavior.  There are 
references in the Bible to different-gender sexual behavior that are just as condemning for the 
same reasons.  But no one claims that the condemnation is because the behavior was between a 
man and a woman. 
 
     “There was no word in Hebrew, Aramaic, or Greek for ‘homosexual’ or ‘homosexuality.’  
These words were invented near the end of the 19th Century when psychoanalysis began to 
discover and understand sexuality as an essential part of the human personality in all of its 
diversity.  Consequently, it cannot be claimed that the Bible says anything at all about it.  The 
writers of the Bible had neither the understanding of it nor the language for it. 
 
     “There is only one reference to sexual behavior between women, and that is in Romans 1:26.  
The context of this reference has to do with Gentiles rejecting the true God to pursue false gods,  
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i.e., idolatry.  And, the sexual behavior described is orgiastic, not that of a loving, mutual, caring, 
committed relationship.  What is condemned is the worship of false gods. 
 
     “Sexuality is a wonderful gift of God.  It is more than genital behavior.  It’s the way we 
embody and express ourselves to the world.  But we cannot love another person intimately 
without embodying that love, without using our bodies to love.  And, that does involve genital  
behavior.  Sexual love is for the purpose of giving and receiving pleasure with our most intimate 
partner.  It is a means of deepening and strengthening the intimate union that exists.  This can 
only be healthy and good if our behavior is consistent with who we are and with whom we love, 
and when we are true to our own sexuality and orientation. 
 
     “In regard to marriage, it’s important to remember that the Bible was written in a patriarchal 
culture that assumed men were in control and women were subject to them.  Marriage was not an 
equal partnership, but a matter of man owning a woman or women as property.  Women 
provided men companionship, children and labor.  Certainly, love between the man and woman 
could develop, but love was not the basis of the marriage.  Consequently, the biblical concept of 
marriage is not appropriate today.  We no longer accept the inferiority of women and superiority 
of men.  We no longer accept marriage to be a property transaction.  The concept of marriage has 
evolved throughout history.  Today, we understand it to be a voluntary spiritual relationship 
based on love, respect, mutuality and commitment. What really matters is the quality of the 
relationship, not the gender of the persons involved. 
 
     “How do I view God’s position on ‘homosexuality?’ I believe lesbian, gay and bisexual 
people to be a part of God’s wondrous creation, created to be just who they are, and completely 
loved and treasured by God.  I believe that God does not intend for anyone to be alone but to live 
in companionship.  And, I believe God expects healthy, loving relationships to include sexual 
love.  The Bible doesn’t say this, of course.  But, neither does it deny it.  I believe this to be true 
not only because of the Bible’s emphasis on the goodness of God’s creation and the supreme 
value of love, but because of the greater understanding of human nature that we have available to 
us today.  I do not believe that God intends us to live in the small world of ancient biblical 
culture, but rather in God’s larger evolving world informed by science, reason and experience. 
 
Thanks for your question.  Blessings on you. 
 
Peace, 
Jimmy Creech” 
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This is a subject with deeply-held personal views, and I understand that others feel differently.  
But, it’s impossible for me to believe that all of the people I know and love, relatives and friends 
alike, who have been given the gift of same-sex orientation and natural attraction, are condemned 
by God.  I hope that the information and commentary in this paper will help provide a greater 
understanding of this point of view, resulting in more acceptance, appreciation and inclusion 
toward all in the LGBTQ community. 
 
I wish to thank Pastors Jon McCoy, Duane Mevis and HD Mitchell, and my son Rich for 
reviewing this paper, and providing very helpful comments. 
 
Lowell Beck, Burr Ridge, Illinois, June 2019 
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