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Introduction

The question of how Christianity should regard homosexuals and homosexuals should regard Christianity is a very pertinent one. The traditional biblical answer to this question is today received with typical modern scepticism. In line with a holistic human rights ethos governing modern man in all of his relationships any negation of homosexual conduct is regarded with suspicion. We live in the first civilisation since the creation of man which has institutionalised homosexual marriage. However, post-modern Christianity has ample reason to be negative about homosexual conduct as we will see below.

Ancient times

Homosex in all its manifestations was a known phenomenon in ancient times. The Ancient Near East was predominantly negative about homosexual conduct. The instances of possible appreciation were reserved for visiting male cultic prostitutes and sexually dominating men of lesser status and conquered enemies. Both adult-insertive and youth-receptive homosexual acts are viewed as reprehensible. Aggressive penetration of another man was meant for an overpowered enemy or as proof of superiority. There may have been some tolerance towards homosexual relationships in earlier Egyptian dynasties. 

Both the Levitical Holiness Code (Lv. 18:1-5, 24-30; 20:22-26) and the Deuteronomistic History (1 Ki. 14:24) refers to homosex as one of many abominations for which God drove out the Canaanites and other nations before Israel. Mesopotamian laws reiterate the fact that it was regarded as degrading and shameful for a man to be sexually penetrated like a woman, regardless whether the passive partner was a forced or voluntary participant to the act. It was assumed in the laws that no self respecting man would want to be penetrated by another man. It was indeed regarded as a criminal act. There was something wrong, disgraceful and humiliating about any man being penetrated as if he was a woman. 

The Bible

There is no evidence that the Israelites ever approved of homosexual practices. The attitude towards homosexual practices, as reflected in the Old Testament, is certainly not one of approval or even toleration. The Old Testament does not differentiate between different kinds of homosexual acts. The Old Testament prohibited an adult male from committing any homosexual acts. Judaism regarded homosexual behaviour as a sin and a crime. Created as a male, a man must remain pure and unblemished in his nature as male. To surrender it sexually by assuming the role of the opposite sex is a desecration of the divine order of creation. 

Nothing in the Jesus tradition suggests that Jesus abrogated the Torah. Although Jesus did not explicitly refer to same-sex intercourse, implicit references exist. The impression one gets from Matthew 5:27-32 is that Jesus took sexual sin seriously. What is clear from the evidence that the Bible portions do offer, is that Jesus is no defender of homosexual behaviour. In what he says and in what he fails to say He confirms the authority of the Old Testament witness against same-sex intercourse. The Old Testament is unanimous in its rejection of homosexual practice as are the Jewish authors in the centuries just before and after Jesus’ birth.

The key Bible portions in the New Testament are Romans 1:24-27 and the vice lists in 1 Corinthians 6:9-10 and 1 Timothy 1:9-10. Romans 1:24-27 is central for the understanding of the New Testament attitude towards homosexual conduct. It makes an explicit statement not only about same-sex intercourse among men but also about same-sex intercourse among women. Paul clearly relied heavily on the Hebrew Scriptures for his understanding of God’s will for man. In general on none of the issues on sexuality did Paul deviate substantially from the traditions, which he spent a large part of his life learning, living and protecting. The New Testament clearly and unambiguously states that homosexual conduct is sin.

Modern times

Post-modern man finds himself at a point of time where the construct of his philosophy of life is exclusively of his own doing and accountability for his deeds rests with himself as the originator of truth and no longer with God as the giver and determinant of truth. Thus post-modern man determines his morals and values independent of God’s will as found in the Bible. This becomes very clear when we look at how homosexual conduct is today judged as a “human good” in contrast with the Bible’s pronouncement that it is a “human bad”.

The problem of homosexuality is no longer just the problem of the world outside of the church; it has become the church’s problem. The state of theological research on homosexuality reveals confusion in the use of the Bible in Christian and secular debates about the acceptance of homosexuals into the Christian faith community. Political correctness pre-determines the validation of the homosexual lifestyle in public debates and the church finds it more and more difficult to sustain its biblical denunciation of homosexual conduct

There can be no doubt that the visibility of homosexuality today is high. The organised pro-homosexual movement to dignify homosexuality and to have it recognised as normal sexual practice has infiltrated every area of culture: from the church to the television, from education to legislation. The growing number of proponents of this view is of the opinion that the Bible does not condemn homosexuality and that it even contains examples of loving, committed homosexual relationships within its pages. The call to receive homosexuality as morally acceptable behaviour is now being heard in ecclesiastical circles and by the church at large. Theologians are calling for the reinterpretation of the Bible portions historically taken to condemn homosexual acts and appeal to the church to normalise homosexuality as an acceptable variant of sexuality. Pure humanism sincretistically forces itself onto biblical truths and systematically erodes biblical truth into an acceptable and digestible format for contemporary society. 

It has become the mantra of our time: your genes (DNA) are your destiny. This is a dangerous assumption, because it assumes three sexual natures (heterosexual, bi-sexual and homosexual) and sees homosexuality as a normal variant of sexuality. Perhaps more dangerous than the psychological argument is the theological paradigm shift, a change in theological thinking to justify homosexual conduct in terms of the Bible for a modern church society which is morally more inclined to the humanist secular worldview than the biblical worldview. Like other minority groups (feminists, bisexuals, transvestites), homosexuals have developed a subculture –a way of life – and a theology to cope with religious arguments against their sexual lifestyle. Some people will be amazed, perhaps even shocked to realize that that such a thing as a church for homosexuals exists. There are for example four major homosexual Christian communities in the Gauteng province which are focused on the religious needs of the homosexual community: the Reforming Church (Pretoria), the Hope and Unity Metropolitan Community Church (Johannesburg – an all black congregation), the Gay Christian Community (Johannesburg, and also Durban and Cape Town) and the Deo Gloria Family Church (Pretoria). 

Gay theologians claim that sexuality is neither right nor wrong; it is simply a gift from God. To be heterosexual or homosexual is not a question of sin or morality, but rather the product of God’s infinite mind. The Gay person needs therefore to be theologically enlightened to the point of accepting his sexual orientation as ordained by God. It is taught in gay theology that God actually accepts homosexuals in the context of their sexual uniqueness. Simply put, homosexual theologians have as their objective the normalising of homosex as a normal variant of sexuality and the full acceptance of the homosexual orientation in the church. This will put it on par with heterosexual conduct and bring about that it would no longer been judged as sinful conduct by the church. Heterosexuality, bisexuality, homosexuality, transvestitism, all become normal expressions of sexual conduct in the framework of gay theology. 

The post-modern church finds itself in a sea of moral confusion. The small but influential homosexual minority is taking the church to task and is eroding the theology of sin, marriage, family and sexuality. The church should by no means encourage homosexual practice by legitimising or validating it through ecclesiastical sanctioning of gay unions/marriages. The lie that homosexual practice is normal and that homosexuality is an acceptable sexual orientation should be countered by sound biblical preaching and blameless heterosexual Christian living.

Christianity and homosexuals

True Christianity cannot but accept the biblical verdict that homosexual conduct is sin. The Bible’s view that acceptable sexual intercourse for people should be between people of the opposite sex, in a monogamous, exogamous, heterosexual permanent marital relationship is a core value of Scripture. This core value for sexual conduct is taught in the Bible pervasively, without exception, in opposition to the prevailing cultural trends of its time and held as such by the catholic (general Christian) church for two millennia. 

The Bible makes no provision for the acceptance of any other type of sexual expression (homosexual, bi-sexual, incest, prostitution, cultic sexual rituals, etc.), but consistently rejects all of it as illegitimate and sinful perversions of God’s intention for sexual conduct which is limited to sexually complementary partners, a man and a woman. Only one conclusion is possible for Christianity - it is not possible to accept the authority of the Bible and at the same time practice homosex. Homosexual practice is totally foreign to the biblical message of sexual purity. Homosex is regarded by the Bible as sexual immorality (porneia) of the worst kind. It is a sinful practise. Homosexual marriage is not allowed by the Bible. Homosexual conduct is consistently and unequivocally called sin and homosexual marriage would, therefore, be sin as well. 

Christianity should express strong disapproval of homosexual conduct as a sin and be involved in the lives of homosexuals to bring God’s grace to bear on the lives of homosexuals. The repentant homosexual, converted by God’s grace, must be welcomed and received by the church. The unrepentant homosexuals are excluded and evangelised to be received as brother or sister in the Lord upon their conversion (Prov. 28:13).

Homosexuals and Christianity

The core issue for homosexuals should not be that all homosexuals change to being heterosexual and marry someone of the opposite sex, but that they will be able to refrain from homosexual behaviour. Such change in the Christian homosexual is very possible and desirable and has been shown to happen over and over again.

Although one disagrees strongly with homosexual (gay) theology, one has to understand that homosexuals and lesbians are not the enemies of Christianity, but people in need of the church’s support and spiritual guidance. The last word on the issue of homosexuality should always be: love God and love your homosexual neighbour. Indeed the old saying hate the sin but love the sinner holds true.

The gospel is the power unto salvation for the sinner, also for the homosexual. When the homosexual and the lesbian embrace the gospel, repent of their sin and renounce and refrain from practising it, Christianity should do nothing else but accept them into the Christian fellowship. Those whom God has forgiven and accepted are not to be rejected by His church. The same requirements are to be met by the homosexual who becomes a Christian as are laid on every other converted sinner, for example the thief, liar, adulterer, prostitute, drunkard, idolater or sexually immoral person. 

A closing word

Twenty first century Christianity is at the crossroads. Will it choose to be politically correct and go with the human rights agenda on homosexuality or will it choose to proclaim the Bible’s denouncement of homosexual conduct? Time only will tell whether Christianity had the answer for homosexuals or whether homosexuals have forced Christianity to validate a hitherto sinful practice. 
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