-,

stretchsd to the end of thelr rope in thelr love of their ocwn children
and the determination to protect them from such as these homosexunals
but certainly faggots must be aware of the danger of driving men to
violence when they flsunt their vices,

Golng on thelr way they proceeded to call the employer of the
Samaritan who fired him, They investigated his incoms tax.ard found
bim remiss, They had his licensse to drive suspended. They casuzed his
wlfe to abendon him, And finally they had him Jeiled for open and
gross lewdnsss, All testifled that indeed he had placed his arm i
arcund the faggot and kissed him in the open merketplace, ;

Next Sunday the priest preached to the school children of the
incldent polnting out the wages of sin, the necessity of sexusl cone
tinsency and the love of parentas for their little ones. On the way homs
from Mass the aschool children came upon & transvestite ard kcked him

te death.

¥Which of thess, in thy opinion proved himself neighbor, - Christlan,
Catholic, lover of God? ‘

Editorta noba:

Ironically encugh in that very spot five years before s hippis had
caused & glmilar disturbance, Ton yaars before & black man hsd incited
& crowd to anger, 15 years befors also in the same place & Commis had
drawn the ire of good people, 20 yesrs before Catholics had hsld a
Japanese American for the muthorities. 25 years bafore an Indian had
dlgturbed the peacs, Jews have made themselves cbnoxious by trelr
demands for mors police protsction for the area.

Alright, enough! Now that you've beaten ms to death with the in-
slstence that the major moral qusstion surrounding homosexuality is not
what homosexuals do but whet we supposed Christians do to them, dare
we 3t11l msk you what you think about the morality of homcsexuallty?
Yos, It i3 a legitimats question.

Pirst, however, some distinctions, There is no such thing as a
homosexual. You mean really when people relate sexually to members of
ths same sex,

Secondly, even if there were such a thing as homogexuels, thers is
no morality conecerning that, I know of no priest who weould claim it is
sinful to be 2 homosexual any more then to be lefthandsed or hetero-
sexual. ITt 1s what you do with the condition that the Church 1s eon-
cerned about. Actlons not states of being are moral.

Ok, Ok, what sbout the morality of acts?
We can say some things without question: any sexmal act with the ssme or
the opposite sex is sinful if it is rape. Or if it imvolves the seduc-
tion of children., Even the sexusl esct between married people can be

ginful, can it not?

There 1a no getilng sway from the fact that the traditionsl teache-
ing of the Cathollc Church has baen that sexual acts between persons
of the ssme sex are immoral, Nor can it be svoided that the scriptures 2
especlally St. Psul say the sams, However, there is a growling mumber of
moral theologlans and scripture scholars who say that there can bte a
reconclliation of this tradition arnd the possibility that these acts
may rot be iImmoral. XNote plesse that we ars talkding about objective
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morality, Any oblectively sinful sct may not be sinful in a glven case
due to lack of sufficlent reflection or full consent.

It is at this precise juncture that I must be rather circumspect,
which, for me is not easy., I will avold giving my personel opinion
sirse my Blshop could silence ms 1f it disagreed withk his, But I ecan
868 no reason why I cannot explaln publicly what responsible theologlans
are saying even 1f it disagrees with my Bishop., Does it disagres with
the teaching of the Church? Obviously those theologiens do not think
it necessarily does else they would not be saying it. Thev think they
can fit the two together. Fortunately it is not for me to be the
arblter betwsen the bishops and the theoclogiens,

Isn't thls preclsely what so msny Catholic laymen and priests heve
done asbout the question of the morality of birth control? Thsy kave
listensd to the Pope and soms or most of the Bishops end thsn they have
1listensd to the many theologlans and a majority of priests glve an
opinion that, let's be honest, 13 anything but consistent with the
Popse’s explanation of what the officlsl teaching is and firslly they
have made a decision that is not what the Pepe would epprove, Yeh
priests for the most part agree, Thers 1s & consplracy of silence,
Nobody says anything ard everyone is happy## (C/L Page 27)

Fifteen years ago every Priest I knew was tesaching end belileved
that masturbatlon, homosexusl scts, premarital sex, and birth conirecl
were grave matter and with sufflcient reflection erd full consent cozme=
stituted mortal sin and thus no Catholic could appreach Hely Cammunicn
wlthout confession, contrition and serlous purpose of amsndmert,

Todsy no young Priest of my acqualntarnce end few moral theologlams
are teaching that masturbatlion srd birth control ars serious matts» or
prevent a person frcom Holy Commmunion., Ixn whatever menmmer the moral
thecleglans have changed (or evolved), by whatevar coavolutions trey
have arrived at thils differsnt stance on thess two topics could it noct
be possible for them by applylng thelr scumen to the question of homo-
sexuality that a similar chenge (or ncn-chansad evoluticn) could coms
about? ' '

The belief ard practice of most of the teachers of youth 1g not
whet 1t was 15 years ago on two moral issues, Csn ws maks it three?

To tell me thet ths Pope says thet homosexuzllity 1s sericus matter
Is %o beg the guestion, He says the same about masturbation erd birth
conbrol. Yet the belief and practice of Catholics belles this pesition
a3 does that of countless moral theologlena, teachers of Christian
Doctrine and Confessors.

If the conferences of bishops of several countries rssultad in
statements regarding birth conirol virtually the sams as thet statemsnt
for vhlch ninety Waeshington Priests were suspsndsd, an acticn sub-
sequently approved by the Eoly Fathsr, thsn 1t would seem thet thess
many blshops! statements are disapproved by the Holy Festher ard that he
disagrees wlth them. Arnd that they disagree with his teaching which
presumably is the authentlie teaching vcice,

Could 1t be then that in g few years we 3111 have a slzilar
positlion on homosexuality? Ies the Pops right? Are the Bishcps right?
Are the moral theoleglanz right? How 1s cne to tall what is the tesch-
ing at any glven mcment?

(9]
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And if i1t changes from no to yes over a perlod of = decade as 1t hag .
with bBirth cantrol, what 13 to be sald of the Catholic who was sure it
would in 1958 and acted on his belief, What is tobe said of the Catholle
who now belisves the opinion on homosexuality will change ih this decads .
ome 1t becomes a burning issue zs did bilrih contwol?

So let me tell you what you may not te aware of: what good Cetholie
Priests end theologlans are doing and ssylng about homosezuality.

The morallfy of sexugl acts with persons of the same gender:
The culturael storm between heterosexual or "strsight"
saclety and that part of the homossxual miliesu kuown as
the "gay world" 1s s fact. Bubt what 1s being wiltnessed
at the moment is introductory compared to what can be
expected later in the seventiss, Very brlefly I will go
intc the reasons why I belleve this to be true,

In this conbext, the term “cultural storm™ means that the
refusal of socclety to accept homosszuality as anything
other than e viclous legal, moral, and psychologlcal -
perversion is under challenge. Tha challenge 13 basic:

1t asserts that homosexuallty, 1llke ssxuality in gensral,
is vital, human snd good, and in no way entalls any legal,
moral, or psychocloglcal perversion, This assertion,
probably the most important combribution of the well
populated gay world, is supported by a rising mmber of
social scientists who have mads s8tudiss on homecsexusls,

Accordingly, 1t would seem that society can only crsats

a bridge between immorality ard illegallty when the naturs
of the setivity itself will lesd to the corruption of
soclety as a whols, or to the corruption of the irdividusl
Involved within the scope of the activity, Leglsletion on
muirder or heroin servss as an instructive esxemple of the
above polnt, But thers isg no such evidencs 8éhssining
homosexuality, ITne judgmencs of society on boith the
morallty smd legality of homosexuelity are often in-
edequats or naive; for exampls, the ccamon allegetion that
homosexuality leads to both perscnal and sgocletal corruption
cannot sustain any systemetic correlative enalysls., Yet
such an attempt 1s, in fact, oftsen maeds,

The only point that I wlsh to make at this moment is that
the problem concerning the legality erd rmorallsy of homo-
pexuality 1s 1n sn extremely problematicsl state, Steste-~
ments which comprise both an ethieal and legal Judgment
such as "gross sin sgalnst reture™ or "heinous crime
against nature" are, above 211 elss, crimes agsinst reason,

It is the essentlal insdequecy in the thinking of Aguires
énd the Chureh (snd on the issus of homosszuallty, that
equation can be madse) thet Is st fault. Hot enough credit
howsver can be given tc Thomas! insights Into freedom and
his placement of freedom &t the root cof hls moral theorys
And although the Clurch hss often run scered of the implice-
tion of this doctrine, 13 thls any locunger the czse in any
meaningful sense? Thus, blanket rejections of entirs
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doctrines and especlally the roocts of these doctrinss
1s senssless, However, the ra-thinldng of some
questlons In the light of our own age - and armed wlth
the mass of new evidence Presently in the possesalon
of mankind - i3 imperative, ,

Accordingly, it can be asked of the Church - what 1s
the avidence which so strikdngly and ¢learly condemns
the practicing homosexual? Why does the Church insist
on such & univocal ruling against the practicing homo-
asxual? KXo answar at present, which purports to defend
the Church's position is 80lldly based., In fact, 1t
is precisely at the Junetare of sound reasons that
Churech theorizing collapses. This i3 what 1s most
disburbing and upsetting, not only concerning homo-
sexuality but also concerning Sexuallity in genaral,
Something broks in Church glasticity when 1t cems to
fi%ting & new ethlcs of sex,

I¥ sppears that the Chureh has fallen into a vicious
destructive battle against the orgasm (the felt physical
pleasure), placing all imporsant atditudes, motivations,
and mbuallty of giving at a Secondary level of Importance,
1f that, It strikes ms thet hers 43 & Principal mistake
made by Thomas Aquinas., In terms of 2 conbtemporary

end vliable sexual ethic for the 703, it should be ssen
that there c¢an be nons until the pPhysical is feced ths

way that Christianity says that 4& should be - by the
aceentuation and understending of 4t at o splritual and
mental level, Plato, after sl1, had no difficulty

dolng so, by Joseph A, McCafferty, Ph.D,Cstholie World17]

The Church will becoms eorrupt 1f She does not braak
through ths artificial world surrounding Har, throngh

& theology of mers words, through an over-amphasized,
quantitatively conceived interpretation of the Sacraments,
and halrsplitting, saccharine devotlonalism; se that fres
from all this the Church may be rooted end take shape

in a realistic concern for mew., No superimposed con-
slderations will be eble, I bslieve, to debar me from
thls course, Nothing in this world 1s more important to
me than to save the Spirit end ths Truth, I recognizs,
of course, the dichotomy in this conviection:

If I need the Christ of the Church %o savs the world
then T must elso accept Crrist ths way the Church presenks
Elm to me, welighed down with ceremonial, buresucracy and .
theology, This is exactly what T will be told: I tell
myself that often enough. BUT now I cannot escepe the
immedlate, compelling convietion that the hour has ceme
when the Christian experiencs (sensitivensss) mst "pescue
Christ™ precissly from the hands of clerical buresucracy
80 thet ths world may be 8aved.,,.

by Fr. Teilhard de Chardin, 8.3,

and providsd by Fr, Frank Bomniks to ths Diasporsa

Jan. 1973 issue,

Page 150 ~ The Lord is my Shepherd and He knows I'm gay,
3 "y d 7_&ll of ar s 1s
wgglga%g'locﬁeg g}%, ﬁ ?33'1;"‘ %113 tggukgy go?fg %%g%’ dl-la -
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I sald "Madam, that's a wonderful Christian attiwude you have,
She looksd me over, backsd off a step, and'I thought she was
going to hit me again. She sald, "Young man, 4o you know what
the Book of Levitlcus sayst” :

I told her, "I sure do! It says that it's a sin for a woman to

wear a red dress, for a man to wear & cotton shirt ang woolsn

pants at the same time, for anyone to sat shrimp, oysters, or
lobater « or your steak too rare." .

She sald, "That's not what I mean}

I sald, "I know that's not what you mean, Honey, but you forgot
all of these other dreadful asins too, that ars in the sems book
of the Bible," .

She sald, "Do you lmow what St, Psul saide®

Agein, I said "I sure do. He said for women to bs silent; nét
to speal,"

She sald, "That's not what I mean either. ™

I sald, "I Imow 1t's not, Honey, but Paml disliked women: He
saild that women wers not to teach, preack, and that they were
not to have a sort of authority over & man, Where would our
womenl!s liberation groups bas, 1f they had listened to the
Apostle Paul? He didn't 1iks women with short halr, nor men
with long helr., He said, "If a man have long hair, 1t is a
shame unto him, but 1f a woman have long halr, it 13 her glory,"
Are we golng to close the doors of the chureh just beceuse

the Apostle Paul didnt't 1ike women with short halr, nor men
with long hair?"

She said, "That's not what I mean elther." T prosssd ony I saig,
"I ¥now 1tt's not Honey, btut you lnow Paul was & very genaercus fellow. -
He met & slave one time, and the word of God seys that he converted
this slave, made him a happy Christian slave, whatever that is,
Well, he didn't try to get him to Cansda via the Underground Rail-
road, He sent him back to his master still & slave! Paul wssn't
against slavery. You know he was cited as the principsl reason
for the Southern Baptists to split away from their cmmrch in 1845,
and fourd thelr organization, just so they ecould keep their slaves.
Yet, today, no one in his right mind would quote the Apostis Paul
to Jjustify his right to maintsin slavss or slevery,”

Then she took out of that heavy purse a small, but hefty, Bible,.
She sald, "Read this, and see what Paul said %o the Romans,®

Well, soms think I nsver passed my examinations at that Bible collegs
I went to, but I d1d, I shut her Bible and hended it back to her
end I recited from memory exactly whet he seld In Chapter 1,

Verses 26-28. I sald, "Here they are, madam: Paulls Epistle to

the Romans, Chapter 1, versess 256-28:

For this ceuss God gave them up until vile affections,
Por even thelr women did changs the natursl uss intko
that which 1s against nature; And likewlse 2lso ths men,
leaving the natursal use of the woman, burnsd in thelr
luat one toward snother; men with men worlking that
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dild not take to women's rights, and he would be sppalled st shors halr

which 18 unseemly, and receiving in themselves that
recompense of thelr error which was meet, And even
as they dld not 1like to retain God In their knowlsdge,
God gave them over to a reprobate mird, to do those
things which are not convenlent,..

And in Pirst Corinthlans, Chapter 6 Verse 9,

Know ye not that ths unrighteous shall not inherit the
kingdom of God? Be not decelved; nelther formlestors,
nor idolators, nor adulbterers, nor effemlnats, nor
ebugers of themselves with mankind...

And further, in First Tilmothy, Chapter 1, verses 9 ard 10:

¥nowing this, that the law is not meds for a righteous
man, but for the lawlsss ard dischedient, for the un~-
godly and for simners, for unholy &nd profane, for
murderera of fathers, and smurderers of mothers, for
manglayers, for vhoremongers, for them that defile
themselves with mankind, for men-steslers, for liars,
for perjured persons, and if there be any cther tkhing
that 1s contrsry to sound docirine...

And It1l agres, Madam, Paul did not like homosexusls, but Psul

on & woman, or excessively long halr on a man, Now, if we're golrng
to close the doors of the churches to the hipples just becasuse thsy

have long heir, and to women who have short halr, or wear a red dress,
or eat those forbldden foods, or who teach, or preach, or who exsrclse

any sort of sutnority over a man, where would we be?

University of Fribourg in Switzerland, ls the ecenter of a controversy

From The Lord is My Shepherd by Rev, Iroy Perry

Pr. Stephan Pfurtner, a 49 yesar old Dominican priest ab the Cathollc

that threastens Swiss church-sbtats relations and_ Swiss=Vatican relatlons,

and "pepressive abnegation-morality that imposes umnecessary guilt ccom-

Over a year ago Pfurtrer delivered a sermon on sexual morelity thatb
triggered the present tension. -

The moral theologien accuses the Church of "rigorocus mcrelism™

plexes on millions of persons,” ALccording to Pfurtner, the Church's

teaching office has no basis for infallible norms of sezumal behavior,

"Tn thess mabtbers, 'reason and love! aloms are the only valid criteria,"

1231 this talk of the 10 Commandments of God 1s mlsleading.

tions concerning sexuslity have been Invented by & human sociaty,”

Pfurtner is criticized strongly for hls permissive stands con

homosexuality, masturbstion, dlvorce and sbortion,

Fr,

Pfurtner!s '12 thedes' on sex:
1. All commendments end irstitutions exist for ths sske of
men, They do not exist for thelr own ssks., Men and
his happiness may not be subjugated to them, '

2o A1l men hé.ve a right to be happy. The righ‘i: to sexual

happiness is a part of this basic homan right, Heppiness

presupposes the fulfillment of 1lfe and sligrifies & -

A11 regula=-
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completely good &nd successful reallzation of exlstemse,

The declsive factor justifying s particuler histordcal
behavlior or a specific form of sexual morelity 1s the extent
to which they contribute to men's happlnsss, If sexusl
behavior interferss with lasting Imman happlness, it be~
comes lmmoral, By the sams btoksn, 1f morel injunctions
hinder this, then they bacome lnvalid, The supreme moral
commandment is: Let love and reason rule,

Sexuality should be primarily regarded as an opporitunity
towasrd happiness, for the fulfillment and liberation of

humsn 1lifa. Only to the extent that it threatens thess

can 1t be regarded as a socuree of dangsr,

In tenslion aress or cases of conflict betwssn generally
accepbed norms and individual needs and requirementa,
nelther the former nor the lattsr should be the determining
factor, Rather, reason and love, wlth particular attention
to the specific eircumsbances in each csss; should be in=-
voksd 1n the interest of the specifie happlness of the life
of ths person who is lnvolved,

Whenever sexual activity invelves the llves of others,

one must take their happiness just as much into condidera-
tion as onets own, Gratificstion at others! expense is
immoral,

Sexuality by its very naturs heas soclal implications,
This belongs to 1ts complets development, 1f 1t is to be
effective, The concerns of soclsety, wherever it ls in-
volved, are thereby continually tc be taken into account,

But soclety does not have the right to intervene in the
sexusl fresdom of adulits, as long as they do not creats
soclal harm through thelr activity,

Fducetional messures and social regulations regarding
youth are good to the extent that they leave cpen ths way
to a responsible exercise of frsedom. They must be
sustained by the expliclt intention for the emancipation
of young people and give them legitimets secope for play
and experimentatlion, They become irresponsible if they
merely serve to inculcate a false dependence on parents,
educators or soclety. Intardictlve measures may only bs
employed in those instancss where sexusl behavior nporms
aeriously threatsn the lasting happiness of young peocple,

Fuman sexuality is replste with psyehlc ard functional
implications for individual and socledy. They are manifest
in lovse partnerships, in the creation of larger commnitles,
in the awakening of We-conscliousness, in the formation of
families, in the propagation of the human race, in social
creativity; in games and festive or ritual events; ard in
gratificetlion and emotional bliss, especlally by com-
plementary partnership &s a msans of psrsonsl liberation
and msturstion., Whoever therefors discriminstes against
gexuality blocks the bumanization of man as well as his

culture and capaclty for socialization.He interfexes with
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deep-seated love or for the mutual glving and receiving
of sexual pleasurs. The ectivitles engagaed in are

the same, excspt, obviously, for one act, that heterc-
sexual couples engaege in,

The many studies on homosexuallty cammot sgres on ths
source of homosexuslity, bub whether homosexuality comes
from one's genstic makesup or from sarly econditioning, a
honmosexusl is = homosexusl through no fault of his own...
It 1s important to remember thaet i1t is a drive which of
itself does no harm to anyone elsa.,.He (and I willl for
convenience use the term he or him, although nearly
everything sald here applles equally to malss and femalss)
mst exerclse restreint at timss, Just as he does in other
physical and psychologlcal appetites (arnd a3 heterosexusls
muat), sccording to conditions or circumstances which
might harm himself or others.

A census of homosezuals would includs popes and bishopa,
mllitary lesders, phllosophsers, housewlves, truck drivers,
farmers, sclentlsts, psychiatrists, doctors, secretariss,
professional athletes, bockkespers, salssmsn, factory
Wworkers - you hame it, Sloppy hipples and prim old
ladles, John Birchers and leftwing radicals, Democrsts
and Republicans, football fans and violln cellists,
American Indians and Immigrsni Polss -~ people of every
type of political, cultursal and racial persvaslon...They
ere good citlzens, have responsible jobs, pay thelr texzes
and live lilzs anyone else, They have virtues and feults
like anyona else..."In my twenty years of regearch in

the field of gex" wrltes Dr, Wardell B, Pomeroy, former
research diresctor of the Institute for sex resaarch at
Indisna Universlty: "I have seen many homosexuals who
were happy, who were partlcipating and consclentious
members of their commnity, snd who were stable, pro-
ductlve, warm, relaxed snd efficlent, Except for ths
fact that they were homosexual, they would be considsred
normal ©ty eny definition. To insist thet they are abnormal
or sick or neurotic Just because they asre homosexusal is
to engage in circular reasoning which smacks of blind
moralism founded in ocur Judso-Chrlstlan heritags,

Such belng the situation, we must ask what ths response
of the Church has bsen, Christ himself -does not spsecifi-
cally mentlon homosexmallby, but the Church, Judging by
thes moral theology mamisls used in seminaries and by

catechisnms used in Catholic schools, bhas rather conslstently

condermmed homosexual acts as serlously immoral. Its
unbending stand has been based on misinterpretations of
stray blblical texts written for another ages and culturs,
and on a vague, unprovad "natursl law". The fascinstion
of celibatae churchmen for leglslating in detall: sermal
morellity and thelr excesslve zeal for cond emming as
mortal sin even slight sexuel pleasurs outzlde the pro-
creative act has hardly been healthy for them or the
felthful...

The damards made by thls moral theology text are not
only unncsesaary and Inhuman but well-nigh Impossible,..Ilt
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1s a view of sex which 18 laughed about by most

priests today, who wonder how they could have swallowed
it 811 Iin seminary days. Fortunately, most of the
laity, Jjudging from thelr confassions and lack thereof,
are not buying it either...

Catechlams and religlon textbooks have gensrally followed
the stricturss llsted in the above moral theology text,
However, the newest ones have become more elrcunspect

or have tended to slkirt the lssue rather than give
dogmatic answers and blatant condemnation, condemna-
tions which had been based on misinterpreted 1solated
texts of the Bibls and on an ignorancs of sexuallty,
Morsl theologlans end other people writing in Catholic
publlcabions have made efforts to be more understanding
end have become morse tolerant, But they still use such
offenslive words as mentally 11l, pervert, urmmstursl vies,
glck, abnormal, evil, personality flaw, arrestad per-
sonality growth..,

All in all, the homosexual has found little help from
or comfort In the Church., In the past he found cor-
demnation for his condltion and way of life, Today

he Tinds that he nesd not feel gullty about his con-
dition but that he would be gullty of grave sin if he
ware to live as God made him, He ressents the fact that
the Church allows two heterosexuals to have repeatad
gexual activity with each other as long as they maks

an agrsement (merriage) whlle he 1s denied the slightest
sexusl pleasure or Ssxual expression, Fe resgents being
told to ses a therapist, for this implies that he i3’
Sick; and he resents plous advics to say three Hail
Marys every nighb, for he kmows this will no% changs
bim,..

Flrst let us recall a passage from the Book of Wisdom,
The writer, spealdng to God, says, "You love all that
exists, you hold 1n sbhorrence nothing thet you have
made, for had you hated anything, you would not have
formed it" (11:2l4). If God does not abhor, but rather
loves, the homosexual with the nature hs was created
wilth, we can do no less. And thls mears that we must
accept the homossxual as he 13, Because of our religlous
or cultural upbringing we may have some distaste for the
1dea of homosexuality or for homosexual activities, and
we need not change our own preferences any more than -
we expect the homosexual to changs hls, but we ere not
to taks & morally superior attitude towerd s sexual
minority any mors then we would to a racial or cultursl
minority...

When we truly love another person, ws must let that

psrson be truly himself, mst let him be true toc hils

ounn nabture, If we mccept the Divins command to lovs
homosexuals, we will love them as they sra...And we

wlll not pressure young psople into marriage. Marrlage

1s not a "eurs™ for homosexuality; 1t only causes

fur<her grief to the homosexual, and 1t 1= unfair to

bis partner i1f the partnsr 1s unawars 0 the homosexualilty,
Many homosexusls are married; soms urheppily, bscause it
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L8 & llie whey reit they had to enter: others happily
becauss they are bisexual or have workling agreements
with thelr lmowing partners, Meny single people
(homosexusl or not) have told me that they wished
their families and friends would stop trying to push
them into marriage,.,

¥What about the morallty of sexusl acts? As Father
Andrew Greeley wrote recently in The Critic, "It is
likely to be a very long time before the Chnrch rew-
captures any ldnd of credibllity as s tescher of

gsxual morality,” The Church's teaching on sex 18 new
in sad disarrey. But msybe thet 13 OK for it will
cause us to reexamine ocur whole teaching on sex. Pope
Paul says that every semmsal act mmust be open to con-
ception, Many bishops, & me Jority of priests and
theologians, snd certainly a great ma jority of lay
Catholics appear to disagree with him, It is difficult
to find & foundation for his llmitation, Suck a binding
cbligation cannoct be based on soms dublous and unsub-

stantiated "natursl law"., And certainly nct on Scripture...

Isolated biblicsal quotes, as the Dutch cabechism polints
ocut, must be read on their context; they can hardly have
been intended as strict moral laws for all cultures and
civilizations of the future,

The faet that homosexual acts are not crestive of nsw
physicel bodiss does not mean that ths particlipants ere
mersly "using" each other. Homosexual love can be as
noble, beasutiful and holy as hetercsexusl love or the

love of friends or between members of a family, When the

Hebrews were a desert tribe trying to build themselves
into a nation, it was almost & national obligation teo -

keve lots of babies, Today, sexusl sctivity need herdly

be limited to the production of children; indead, the
proportion of acts of sexmel intsrcourse by married ’
eouples to the number of children produced is liks

sevaral thousand to ore, Also, in considering the nature

ard purpose of sex we mmst see -4t in 1ts evelution, We
mst teks a long-range view, a&s arnthropologlist Margsret
Mead points out, for there 1s now the possitlility of the
conception of chlldren ocubtside the womb and perheps
asexually, It is really weird to reasd s certsin
catechiam still in use snd see the 1ist of things sup-~
poaedly farbidden by "the sixth c cnmendment." Recent
Biblical studles reveal that the "sixth" commandment st
the time 1t was promilgated had more to do with Justice
than sex, And "Blessed ars the pure of heart™ was met
directive to virginity. Celibacy and/or virginity must
be freely chossn; we cannot force it on bomesexuals, or
maks trem gullty if they do not choose it,..

Nearly every State in the Unlon has laws forbidding

homosexuel acts, just as most states have laws rorbidding

certaln heterosexusl acts of marrisd people, These ars
aress in which the State has no rights, competerce or
gurisdiction...ﬁ. remark of Thoresu 1s germsne here:

If o plant cannot 1ive according to 1ts nsture, 1t does;

and so & man" (Essay on Civil Disobedlence). The Church

should be in the forefront of a determined effort to rid

our country of laws opposed to man's freedom to be himself.
and to lead hls private 11fe without State Interisrenca...
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In Canon IV of the new Bnglish Mass ws road of Christ
who proclaimed fresedom to the imprisoned (Isaish 61:2).
It the Clmurch carries on the migsion ef Christ, 1%
should work to frse homosexuals now imprlsoned becauss
of private activity harming no citizsn, And through
enlightaned educatlon the Church ocught to calm the
irrational fears of ignorant people who think the . )
homosexual & social menaca, : ;

From "A Christlan Rssponse to Homosexuallty" :

by Father Honry Fehren, U. S, Csatholic,

Septembar, 1372,

In one of those ironic reversels of rolas which occur
8o often in human history, thse homosexual is now per=
secuted by physicians, and defendsd by clergymen, In
an article published in ths influential Nasionsl
Catholle Reporter, Father Henrl Nouwen of Utrecht,
in the Netherlands, recasts the problem of homozexuality
in the light of modern Christiarn end phenomencloglcal
teaching. His essential thesis is thet homosexuality .
1s neither a sin nor a disease, but e medical, and
especially psychiatric, prsjudice, "If & men has
chosen the homosaxual way of life, prefers homosexusl
circles and homosexusl frlends, ard does not show any
desirs or willingness to changa®, writes Father Nouwerz
"1t does not make eny sense to punish him or try to
change him,

Quoted by Thomas Szasz in Ths Hemosexual

Dlalsctic.

Let ms brealk in here to remind you, my reader, that I am giving nc
opinion on thess quotes, I am telling you what Yyou nay be unaware is
belng written by competent Catholle scholars, You elready know too well
what 18 belng sald by the bichops, If these schelars are in hereay,- then
it behooves the bisheps to .silsncs them and set the record straight.
Since they haven't, 1t would beo safe to conclude that they may safely be
1listened to without offense to pious ears. .

Did you know that the Nabtional Fsderation of Priests Counsels at
thelr convention passed 2 resolusion last year aslking the Church to re-
evaluate its stand on homosezuality?

Did you know that thers isg an aprroved Mass for Gays in the Arch-
diosese of Chlcago? That it han been golng on with Chaneary knowledge
and permission sines 1971? Did you lmow that there is a Nebional Catholie
Homophlle organization ecallsd Dignity which has just opared a Chapter herc
in Boston? Listen to some more guotes, >

If Paul,..ls to be taken ssricusly, hs would aprsar to
be not as ome who singles out homosexuals for conderma-~
tion, but rather he 15 ons who, having brandsd all men
as condemmned, has learned to celebrate the Grece of God

fOI‘ aJ.l- L4

In short, the cass has often been made that ths root of
the classical Christian condsrmation of heomosexualitby
has been the teaching of Psul., Jesus, as fer as wo lmow,
sald nothing sbout it. Living In & Jowlsh world, ths
problem apparenbtly never csme up, although it would be
loglecal to spsculate thet if Jesus, as we know, pro-
cleimed His gosapal for ths outcasts, dreratizing their -
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inclusion within the Kingdom of God, he probably
would have done so with the homosexual as well,

Paul, however, seems to be the villain, the source
of condemnation. An examination of the two critical
passages in Paul which speak to this point may,
however, not be as condemnatory as they first appear,

In fact, if Paul were cornsistent with the depths of
his own theology, and not simply lapsing from time %o
time into traditional formulas of exclusion, Paulls
theology with 1ts understending of sin end grace may
be good news, even for the homosexual,

Richard C, Devor, Sr. Minister

Central Union Methodist Ch,, Detroit

As for the rather patronising suggestion that to be
homosezual is in itself no sin, of course this is true,
but 1t is less than unhelpful when it lesds on to demsnd
of all homosexuals a 1ife of ecelibacy. I do not ses
bow on this issue the Church can expect to have its cake
and eat it, Elther celibacy involves a true vocation
or 1t does not, If it does (end I heppen to believe 1t
does) then it 1s surely too much to expeet us to believe
that all homosszuals sutomatically have such a vocation,
eand I suspect that few churchmen would serlously say
thls was the case, although I have no doubt many would
wish the situation were otherwise! ILife would bs so
mich easier! There are churchmen however who do not
s8ey that g1l homosexuals are endowed wlth a vocation

to celibacy but who stlll inslst that whether they

bava a vocatlon or not they should jolly well restrain
themselves and remain celibate, To impose such =
penance upon men and women whose primary sexial end
emotlional orlentation does not happsn to £it in with
the Church's ‘concept of sexuslity requires however

& degree of theologlcal justification that in the light
of our Z20th century understanding of the psycholegy

of human persorslity I doubt if the Cmrch csn

rustls up,..

So long &s the causss and true nature of homcssxuality
remalned unexplored there was soms excuse for the Chureh
to exhiblt naturel fear of the unknown, but 1t 1s a dis-
grece that today the Church should be refusing to test
1ts own ill-founded assertions against the yardsticks

of sclentific and psychologlesl resesrch, It is dis-
graceful because on ths sublect of homossexuality the
Church is not concerning 1tself with some ebstrsct
theclogical nicety but with the very fibre of millions

of men and women, To be homosexual is to bs human, If

8 homosexual fesls compelled, as most human beings do,

to create a platform for his or her 1life through the
bullding up of a unique personal relationship with
enother human being, he or she requires as mch ancourage-
ment 2s enyons else; if not in fact a good desl more,

But by a constant harping on the mutomaticslly sinful
nature of all hormosgexual relations thse Church has dsnied
to homosexuals ths Chrlstian gift of hope, and 1t is small
wonder that so many homosexnal men and women fsel unwanted,
unworthy, unclean and unleved. I em constantly emazed
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