Now That You Know, and Furthermore. . . ..
An Open letter on Homosexuality & the Spiritual Walk ..
AUTHOR'S NOTE: ..

This letter was written years ago in response to a pamphlet and concerned letter from a college friend, after I "came out" to her. After reading this letter and pamphlet from her, I felt overwhelmingly "encouraged" to write this response. I have saved it and circulated it in the hope that it may help someone at some point on their journey, as I have always believed that this information was at once a reflection of the Big Questions at work in our society.

And I believe also that I have a spiritual responsibility to "put it out there" and let it be whatever it needs to be for those who read it.

A lot can happen (if you're paying attention) to your belief system. I feel that Personal Truth is most beneficial to us when it is strong enough to bend. I still believe that this was my truth at the time. Since then, many of my beliefs have been questioned~ in response to different life experiences, more study, and interaction with others~ and as a result, I came up with different answers. These answers are my Personal Truth as well. It's all part of the incredible spiritual journey of the soul.

Since I feel it is interesting and important to note these "modifications" for whomever might need to hear about them, I have added links to this original text, wherever I have updated comments on the subject, or else, have re-examined the belief itself. For the most part, my heart is still in the same place it was when this was penned: striving to remain loving and open, and patently unafraid to ask the BIG questions. ..

Dear Friend:

Thank you for your reply. Yes, I did think I would not hear from you again. Sometimes that's the result of coming out to people. I was very sad. But your letter reaffirmed my faith in you, and the quality of your heart. It might be prudent to tackle this "epistle" only when you have a large block of time. Brevity has never been my forté.

So, find a nice, quiet spot, gather several versions of the Bible, and perhaps a note-pad, dictionary, and other various and sundry items (at your discretion), and settle in. I am anxious to respond to your letter, so without further ado, here goes. . .
q
The verses in Romans (1:26-27) are one of the more popular references used by the mainstream Christian community who need justification for their own fear and misunderstanding of homosexuality. According to Letha Scanzoni and Virginia Ramey Mollenkott, authors of Is the Homosexual My Neighbor?: Another Christian View, "This passage in Romans says nothing about homosexual LOVE." And if we are to define love in the sense of 1 Corinthians, i.e., "Love is patient, love is kind," etc. . . (This is also the assertion set forth in the article from The Last Days magazine that you sent) then this condemnation cannot justly be used as a blanket judgment on all homosexuals (or more specifically: pederasty, which is definitively different from popular ideas of homosexuality). It is also imperative to understand the context in which this verse was written, and to know the original language in which it was written. To accomplish this, we must go back to verse 18. God abandoned them because of their refusal to acknowledge God; Paul is talking about idolatry.

Everything leading up to the verses in question refer to this theme, and thus, the meaning of these verses are quite different, in proper context, than some would have us believe. "The key thoughts seem to be lust, 'unnaturalness,' and, in verse 28, a desire to avoid acknowledgment of God. What seems `natural' in any culture is often simply a matter of accepted social custom (Scanzoni/ Mollenkott, p.62-63)." In ". . .Greek and Roman culture, homosexuality2 was at least to some extent part of accepted, social custom, and no doubt seemed as natural as anything else to many persons." For this reason, ". . .it is doubtful that Paul was speaking of "natural" in the sense of custom, unless he is referring to a violation of Jewish custom and law (p. 64)." (Paul was taught by a Rabbi, so his frame of reference would of course be from a Jewish standpoint.)

Paul seems to be saying that those who are BY NATURE heterosexual, were exchanging what was natural TO THEM for something which was unnatural TO THEM. In other words, these things were unacceptable to the natural way these people would have acted, had they not been worshipping idols. Again, these verses do not refer to the character of moral, monogamous, and/or Christian Gays—only to acts which are unnatural for that person, or are harmful, degrading, or otherwise contrary to the actions of a God-loving person. Also, "the homosexual practices known to Paul usually involved adultery (p. 66)," which was, and still is, unacceptable behavior for a moral and/or Christian person. It is also interesting to note that in those days, sodomy was a common way for conquering armies to degrade and humiliate their 'conquerees'—sex as a weapon. Not unlike heterosexual males who feel more manly by the complete submission of women—forced or otherwise.

The list which follows in verses 29-31 describes the sort of people whom God abandoned, and is the criteria by which people are judged unworthy of the kingdom of heaven, and worthy only of death. Judged, incidentally, by God, and not humankind; Paul's commentary hinges on the sin of idolatry, then follows it with a warning about judging others (2:1). The terms used in this list are translated several ways in different versions of the Bible, to include "effeminate" and even "homosexuals." But, in truth, the original words in Greek do not translate into these words in English—at least, not in the context through which we understand and use them now.

In verses 26 and 27, we find an admonition against the unnatural. The distinction here is that these warnings were directed at certain KINDS of sexual activities, namely, those that involved the prostitution of the body, or the degradation or abuse of another human being. In 1 Corinthians 6:9, (and indeed other verses cited as proof of God's condemnation of homosexuality) the Greek words, catamite, malekos, arsenakoitai, malakoi, paraphysin— which are often translated as homosexual—actually mean soft, prostitution, idolatry, atypical, unnatural and in their uses in the New Testament, they are never used in a context of loving relations. And since these do not refer to the condition of being homosexual, it is improper to use 1 Cor. 6:11 as proof that homosexuality is an abomination to God, nor that "conversion changes a homosexual orientation into a heterosexual one, as some groups have tried to claim (Scanzoni- Mollenkott, pp. 70-71). And further, to say that a Gay person will not enter the Kingdom4of God unless they discontinue being and/or practicing their sexuality, is to place them under the law rather than under grace. Paul, himself, said that only Christ's sacrifice is sufficient to put away sin. So, it doesn't matter whether you're Gay or Straight— you still have the responsibility, as a moral and/or Christian person, to act in a loving manner, free of abusive sexual practices.

As far as the list in 29-31 concerning what is not proper: personally, I don't see myself included, I don't see my lifemate included, and I know a great many other Gay people who wouldn't be, either—so how can that list apply to ALL homosexuals? Broad generalizations and sweeping statements are always a dangerous thing. And although this is a truth I have embraced fully, all of us are intrinsically imperfect beings who are capable of at least some of those things until we have asked the hard questions, and insisted on personal responsibility for the answers.

The Nazarene church was a springboard for me. But I never found the peace and the answers there. I was not being fed in the Nazarene church. There were always things that didn't add up. One thing I always heard, and echoed, was the phrase "blind faith." It had such a nice ring to it; it was one of those clever catch-phrases which we all tend to cling to. And although the underlying meaning of it was correct, I knew that there was something about it that was being corrupted. Now, I dislike the phrase "blind faith" because it tends to insinuate a thoughtless, mechanical, unquestioning allegiance to ideas, dogmas, and tenets which may have arisen from the misconceptions of others who do not explore issues, but merely spew the rhetoric which has been handed down to them by others. I see this as very dangerous and contrary to the will of God. If God had wanted us all to be mindless beings who follow without question, God would not have given us such a wonderfully complex brain, mind, or spirit.

I prefer to think of faith as something that is constantly in a state of flux—like the universe—yet present and dependable. This falls under the philosophy of nature, and many great minds have studied it, batted it around, and tried to discover its true character— the venerable Plato among them. Faith cannot, then, be constructed upon a foundation of regurgitative interaction; reiteration of ideas without ever having questioned them is bane to every Christic person on earth. We cannot simply repeat what someone else has told us, embrace it as truth, and then go on our merry way. Our actions, our words, have repercussions.

  We, in the spiritual, Christic community have a responsibility to our brothers and sisters. We have a responsibility to weed out misinformation, prejudice, hatred, and fear. We have an obligation to question, to explore the ideas set forth as truth, and to decide for ourselves if the truth is indeed there. A brief example would be the fact that Paul believed slavery was acceptable, and also that women should keep their heads covered, and should never talk in church. In our time, we no longer accept these outmoded ideas. If we did, it is likely that you would not have the opportunity to be involved in your church to the extent you are, and you wouldn't have to worry about your hair, because your head would be covered, and your home life would include unpaid servants.

I have grown so weary of the incessant half-truths, misconceptions, and proclamations of righteousness gushing from the mouths of media-preachers and local clergy. I am sick to death of the tunnel-vision, the blanket stereotypes, and the you're-going-to-burn-in-hell-ism. I am weary of the term "homosexual" itself, since it suggests that we are merely sexual beings and nothing else. I abhor the hypocrisy of Christians and clergy who condemn homosexuality without ever having known a gay individual personally, without ever having done more than swallow someone else's opinion on it, and who do this under the guise of Christian discipleship.

You must ask yourself: How many clergy have I known who take the time (or have the education) to translate Hebrew and Greek in its original, exact form, and then allow me to draw my own conclusions as to its meaning? How many of my clergy are certifiable historians, linguists, scholars? How many of them can give me in-depth, contextual background on culture, tradition, folklore, belief-systems, or societal norms that surround that ONE verse that's being read to me? Have we become yawning chasms, willing to be filled with whatever is shoveled into our hearts and minds?

The Christian sector, et al, should be the very last in humanity to condemn. The fire and brimstone flung at Gay people is not a loving action. It is not an informed action. It is not an intellectual action. It is not even a Christian action. It is an action born of a blind-faith-swallow-what-you're-given mentality that pervades mainstream Christianity today. That is not to say that many Christians are not loving, or sincere, or compassionate, or informed (as I feel you are).

But it is to say that there is too much at stake for us to be led mindlessly down the garden path. Homosexuality is not a disease or condition, and therefore it cannot be "cured." Homosexuality has always existed and will always exist. It is real, and for some people, it is natural. I realize that this flies in the face of many people's beliefs, but it is a truth I have come to embrace through years of research, prayer, questioning, and experience.

The homosexuality most people imagine is one of lust, greed, promiscuity, filthy bars, seedy movie houses and parks, and decadence. This, indeed, is indicative of perversion. You will get no argument from me on those points. But this is NOT the homosexuality of which I am a part.

As for AIDS, most people see it as the "gay disease", but I tell you that this monster does not discriminate, and statistics have been showing that for the last few years, the Straight community is spreading it faster than the Gays, now. A recent study revealed that 75% of all known AIDS cases, were transmitted through Heterosexual contact. The Gay Community has banded together and are the single most effective in fighting the disease through awareness and the dissemination of information.

Heterosexuals, on the other hand, have been lulled into a false sense of security by all the misinformation, i.e., "I can't get AIDS, I'm not Gay." And they proceed to sleep around.

Each day we learn more about this dreadful disease, and there is still so much we need to discover, but to say that it is simply a "gay disease" dismisses the reality of it. Nor is it true that AIDS is a divine punishment of homosexuals. If this were true, then we would have to believe that female AIDS patients are being punished for being women, and that infant AIDS patients are being punished for being babies, and hemophiliacs are being punished for having blood that won't clot properly.

If this line of reasoning is examined, it becomes clear that we would accordingly have to say that Sickle Cell Anemia is God's punishment of African-Americans, and that SIDS is God's punishment of infants. Obviously, there is a deviance in the semantics of the word homosexual and its connotation in the minds of certain people. The AIDS epidemic has done more to stop Gay promiscuity than anything in history. Most of the Gays have become careful, conscientious, and monogamous. They have begun to search out that safe haven to be found in monogamy, and have discovered, gloriously, that there is another way to live. It has brought us together, solidified us in a very special and tragic way. And this may be the portal to understanding. If there is a positive side to AIDS, it may be that finally our two cultures will learn communication and compassion. with each other.

And this is where my witness as a Gay person comes into play. Straight people are equally guilty, and always have been, of the same things of which they accuse Gays. Why is one sin greater than the other?

Insisting that the Bible is unerringly the Holy Word of God, front to back, verse to verse, word for word—as Fundamentalists are fond of proclaiming—strikes me as an insidious form of idolatry. As our own Reverend Samm Edelman-Richard has said, "The Bible is a window through which we can see God. . ." Not the whole house, just a window. And let us not forget that there are many windows out there. We learn about God through art, music, poetry, other books by other authors. We learn about God through loving ourselves and others. There are many windows through which we see God. The answers to all our questions will not be found in the Bible. I am sure that offends a few Bible-thumpers, but to say that all of God is jammed into one book, would be to say that God is small. And of course, you and I both know that the true and complete essence of God is often beyond our tiny minds in many respects. I believe that's another reason God gave us our intellect, our curiosity, and, well. . .other intellects, curiosities, and books!

When a group is cut off from the mainstream, it will devise a culture of its own. One reason (though not a dismissal or excuse) that some segments of the Gay community have fallen into sin and perversion, is the very nature of their lot. They are not allowed expression of their true selves, they are inundated with aspersions cast by those in the mainstream (Christians and non-Christians alike). Gays are 'undesirable,' 'dirty,' less than human. This ostracism led very naturally into clandestine meetings which turned to the only ultimate expression of love some humans accept: sex. Tragically, many who search for love and acceptance and validation, attempt to find the answers in what humanity sees as the ultimate expression of all these things. Unfortunately, this culture is sometimes an anarchy with sex at its core—and sex is the very element at issue. The element at issue will always suffer from a perversion if it is allowed to be the only focus. The lucky ones discover the right way to live as a Gay person, and try to set an example for their peers.

Me and mine are greatly saddened by this tendency toward promiscuity and immorality: saddened by the limited or distorted exposure our culture gets—the "bad press" if you will. I daresay that a large portion of the Gay community are not those who cruise at bars, or participate in one-night-stands, or parade down the street in flamboyant costumes while fondling each other (something I personally find disgusting); they are couples living in a committed, loving fashion, monogamous, faithful, and as genuinely good a group of people as you've ever met. They are responsible, mature, respectable, loyal, and moral. These are the Gay people you never know about; these are the ones who are your co-workers, your daughters and sons, your bosses, your employees, your policemen, your lawyers, your doctors, your clergy. There are Gay people in and out of your life everyday, and you don't even know it. These are the people with whom I associate. These are the qualities that we all wish to nurture. Think about it: there are always those in any given group who misrepresent. (The "bad apple" theory, doncha know).

How many Nazarenes do you know who seem to undermine and distort "Nazarene-ism?" Or more largely, how many women do you know who undermine and distort the general perception of other women? And even more broadly, how many human beings do you know that undermine and distort humanity? This distortion is present on all echelons of existence. My point is, you simply must get the facts from someone who is qualified to give them from an experiential point of view. In this case, my friend, it looks like I am the one. Otherwise, your understanding and beliefs about Gay people are merely a product of hearsay and hackneyed opinion. I know you have a loving heart, my friend. I know you are not hateful. Your strength of character and your integrity are what drew me to you in the first place. I needed someone like that in my life at the time, and now I am blessed with a plethora of them.

I just want you to give me the opportunity to share the view from inside. If we are afraid of questioning our ideas or beliefs, then how can we ever expect to grow as Christians, much less as human beings? My questions have afforded me a spiritual growth which I doubt I would have been privy to, had I not been bold enough to ask the questions and insist on satisfying answers. Ultimately, we must embrace the truth in our own hearts, and I would ask you to do nothing less. But I do think you would prefer a balanced and fair collection of data from which to draw your conclusions. Hopefully, I am providing some of that data. Hopefully, we will strengthen our friendship by exploring together in this way. 

I believe there is a little corner of this world that we are all meant to change. My little corner may be this one: to help bring understanding into the hearts of the mainstream—and into the hearts of Gays, too—that love is the ultimate reward; not sex, not riches, not brownie points to earn a ticket to heaven—just love. God's love. That huge, incomprehensibly limitless light that surrounds and dwells within us all, embraces who we are, and brings us closer to our true potential as loving beings.

I want all Gay people to know that they will never find that fragment to fill the void in them by frequenting the bars, taking drugs, or having multiple sex partners. I want them to know that God's heart is big enough to love them, too, and that they are worthy. I want them to know that in John 3:16, they are a "whosoever."

There is a very popular song by The Judds which has become a Gay anthem lately. It goes, 
"Love can build a bridge

between your heart and mine

love can build a bridge

don't you think it's time?

Don't you think it's time?

. . . When we stand together, 

it's our finest hour

we can do anything . . .anything. . . 

keep believin' in the power. . ."   

The popularity of this song in Gay circles indicates to me that some Gays cannot cling to God, so they cling to a certain righteousness found in love; they are trying desperately to move in the direction of God, but cannot claim God because they have bought into the hatred, prejudice, and fear of the mainstream.

Concerning the publication you sent to me: I appreciate the intentions behind your decision to share it with me, and I can see that there was indeed a real need for me to see it, but probably not for the reason you think. God works through us all in mysterious ways, and sometimes el might use an unlikely person (like Jacob) or an unlikely medium (like this letter). At the outset, I must point out that the underlying suggestion in the articles by Joe Hallett, is that he contracted AIDS as a result of being Gay. I must state, emphatically, that he contracted AIDS because of promiscuity. The line between these two ideas are commonly blurred. In the article, Touching the Untouchable, he quotes a verse from Job in which he relates to the "dread" of what he feared might befall him. To me, this suggests that something in his heart, his conscience, was telling him that his actions were wrong, yet he ignored them. Wrong, because he was abusing himself, allowing others to abuse him, and he was being promiscuous—NOT because he was acting out his sexuality (which, incidentally, I do not believe was his true sexuality).

Mr. Hallett also says that God had been "warning him away from homosexuality." I think God had been warning him away from promiscuity and self-abuse. At the end of this paragraph,  he cites Romans 6:23: "The wages of sin is death." This is another popular quotation against Gays. In Gays Under Grace: A Gay Christian's Response to Homosexuality, author Maury Johnston says, "It is truly unfortunate that many today confuse our liberty in Christ with some form of spiritual anarchy in which we are free to do anything we please, or anything we consider right, based solely on our own opinion. The holy writers of old stated otherwise: 'There is a way which seems right to a man, but its end is the way of death' (Proverbs 14:12 NASV). To repeat, sin is simply missing the bull's eye of the target that God has set up for our life's purpose. From our limited human perspective, what actually is a sinful course of action may often seem to be the right thing to do. But the apostle Paul reaffirmed the ancient proverb, "The wages of sin is death (Romans 6:23)."

Johnston continues by using an example in the Old Testament book of Judges, which portrays "an era in Israel's early history." This era was fraught with "bloodshed, degeneracy, and lack of direction." Today, many Christian Gays are unaware of the king that does reign: Jesus Christ. They become caught up in a cyclical wilderness by confusing the "gay lifestyle" with their identity as a Gay person. Generally, they are not told—from the pulpit or otherwise—that there is a distinction between being Gay and being immoral. Even Gay people condemn themselves because of this misunderstanding, and because the rhetoric has rarely been challenged. I do not believe that I am doomed for being Gay. The character of my life with a partner is based on the proper moral/Christian behavior. I have even come to realize lately that I am living a more "moral" life in the true sense of the term than my own mother, father and brother. Therefore, the wages of sin is death, but this verse hinges on our understanding of what sin is.

It is important to realize that God gave us our conscience. What is right for one, may not be right for another. This street goes both ways. I feel unnatural as a straight person, but I feel totally natural and without guilt as a Gay person (Romans 14:5 & 14). Gays who denounce their homosexuality out of guilt or shame are either not Gay to begin with, or they have fallen prey to the pressures of society. This can also mean that they are searching for something, and looked for it in the Gay community, when they did not naturally belong there. A good illustration of the latter situation is found in the article you sent entitled, Walking out of Homosexuality. I have highlighted and referenced the passages by number so that you can follow along.

1) This sentence gets to the root of the problem for Joe Hallett. He states it at the beginning, yet misses its significance. It was this "hunger to be loved" that was the impetus for his descent into sin. Rather than deal with the real problem, he sought surrogates for the father-love missing in his life. Many of us felt unloved by one or both of our parents. I am no exception. But ultimately, there are choices. There are forks in the road which we come to and must choose between. In a song entitled "Nether Lands" by Dan Fogelberg, are the lyrics,

Once in a vision, 

I came on some woods,

and stood at a fork in the road.

My choices were clear, yet I froze with the fear

of not knowing which way to go.

One road was simple acceptance of life,

the other road offered sweet peace.

When I made my decision my vision became my release.
What seems right, i.e., the "sweet peace" may only be the quick fix. "Simple acceptance of life," however, may be the right choice after all. This is why it is so crucial to understand the will of God as expressed through prayer, and through scripture, and through the study of many other materials and resources. It is accordingly even more important to understand the true intention of the scripture itself. I am sure that Mr. Hallett believed God was discouraging him from homosexuality. The dilemma lies in the failure of Mr. Hallett to investigate the meaning, instead of swallowing another person's or another church's interpretation. Alas, it is too late for him to undo what he has done. Some of us are lucky enough to learn from our mistakes and continue living.

2) Again, the answer to his problem was there in his own actions, yet he did not see that other men would never replace what he did not have with his father. He could have sought therapy to isolate the true cause of his emptiness, yet he chose to be carried along by the tides of emotion and whim. An analogy which I feel applies here is when we are in pain we go to a doctor, and most of them give us a pain pill to block the discomfort. We don't stop and realize that pain is a signal that something is wrong, and needs correcting. Thus, the medical community tends to treat symptoms and not causes. The religious community is guilty of same. And individuals are guilty, as well, when they are met by pain or discomfort and they chose to treat symptoms and not causes.

3) These worlds that he created were the actions of a hungry soul, searching for love—father-love in particular. These fantasies became corrupted when he assigned the greatest expression of love to them, since the platonic scenarios were not filling his void. And of course, in this case, sex was not at all what he needed. Yet, as he says himself, he was flailing about, alone and undirected. This cannot be blamed on some collective entity known as the homosexual community. Since he sought out the seediest portion of the homosexual population, most of his contact was with those who were flailing about just like he was; and some, probably looking for similar fillers for the void.

4) Anything that makes you feel dirty and humiliated, is not right for you, nor is it Godly. I have never felt dirty or humiliated with another woman—mostly because I have never been with a woman I did not deeply love and care for (and no, I haven't had a long list of partners). That does not mean I have not made mistakes, but I never allowed myself to act in a situation that would feel this way. I have, however, felt very negative about being with men, physically. I tried most of my life to feel "right" about it—because I was told by "society" that it was what was expected of me—that it was what was normal. But normal is highly subjective, and relative to the individual. When I found my companion, my heart and soul opened up in a way I had never known, and I felt all at once blessed and loved and right with the universe and my God. This is not how Joe Hallett describes his experiences in the Gay milieu. He even says, "I knew it was wrong." Obviously, he was not operating according to the good sense and conscience that God gave him. And that was his choice. Ultimately, it always comes down to choices.

5) This "deepening pit of lust and emotional dependency" was something he recognized, yet did nothing to correct. He should have gotten out of that situation immediately, yet again, he ignored what was natural for him. He was deaf to what was right, and that was his choice. He cannot blame a group in society for his own choices. This "blend of fear and forbidden desire" was another clue that he chose to ignore. If he was afraid, and felt he was doing wrong, he had another choice to make. He just continued to make the wrong ones, and now he is using all Gay people as a scapegoat for his own poor decisions.

6) This next statement is very disturbing to me, because it is misleading. The war is not between "love for God" and "desire for homosexual relationships." For him, the war was between his need for his father's love, and his discernment of the right and wrong way to deal with it.

7) I agree, fundamentally, with his statement that it doesn't matter "how you loved" but "that you did love." Now, the problem here is one of definition. Nothing he described was what I would call love. What he described was degradation, exploitation, manipulation, and self-abuse. Love is none of those things. You and I both know it. And we also know that if you ignore your conscience long enough, it will become, like his, "quieter and duller" and when this happens, we begin to turn our faces away from God.

8) The thing he desired most was love. Especially love from his father or a father-figure. God does not "take away" homosexuality, precisely because it is not a sin. The thing he needed deliverance from was his inability to deal with the lack of father-love in his life.

9) Although this verse from Jeremiah was personal and revelatory for Joe Hallett, we must be careful not to live by the tenets in the Old Testament. That is why it is the Old Testament, the old Promise. We were given a new one to live by, and repeatedly we are admonished to follow the guidelines in the New Testament.

10) Desire and homosexuality are not synonymous—or shouldn't be made so by anyone—any more than heterosexuality and desire are synonymous. But I do believe you can be who you are and serve God at the same time. For if you are serving God, you will not allow the things that come from God to be perverted.

11) After all these revelations about how he knew it was wrong, how he felt guilty, degraded, etc., he opens this paragraph with, "Two months later, while sitting alone in a gay bar. . ." This man just refused to act on his own good sense! If he was so oppressed by his situation, why the hell did he continue to go sit alone in gay bars? How stupid is he? Did he think he would find a loving and intimate relationship in a BAR? The "intimate, loving relationship with a man" was what he wanted, but didn't he realize that it was of a platonic nature? a father? I have a hard time being sympathetic to a person who continually makes the same mistakes when he KNOWS he is making them. This man was totally preoccupied with his own needs. His needs were more important than his relationship with God. I resent the implication that he was "led astray" by the Gay community. People do what they want to do. No one MADE him do anything. He opened his arms and said, "Here I am. Abuse me at will." For an invitation like that, there will always be takers. This was his fault, and his fault only. Casting blame is a cop-out.

12) These four paragraphs are an example of what God could have done for him, had he not turned away. He could have found that loving relationship with the men at that church. He should have realized that connection. Also, the statement that "the need for male love lures MOST men into homosexuality" is a broad generalization. I am not a Gay male, so this opinion is based on those I know, and of course, on my own experience. One is not "lured" into homosexuality. Some people see appeal in being loved by that surrogate mother or father, yes. But ultimately, whether you are or are not Gay depends upon your natural state of being. If same-gender love feels natural, then it is. And conversely, if it does not feel natural to you, it is not. Who would be lured by the climate he describes? Not me. The problem is much deeper than that. I'd call it "lookin' for love in all the wrong places." So, self-knowledge, communication, education, study, questioning, prayer— all those things are imperative if one is to make the proper life-choices.

13) Yes, God is "intent upon developing His eternal character within us." But I take exception to the insinuation that one cannot be Gay and still reflect the light of God. My Gay friends have been more loyal, giving, caring, unselfish, supportive, strong, and Christ-like in general, than any other collection of friends I have ever known. No, they are not perfect. But they are more Christ-like. Bear in mind that when I say "my friends" I am referring to the group of people I CHOOSE to hang around with. And I choose to hang around with them precisely because they are who they are. We do not frequent bars, take drugs, or practice promiscuity. Most of my friends are within a couple. They are settled, responsible, monogamous, and interested in nurturing the Christic traits. I also know of many who do not possess these qualities. But I cannot condemn all homosexuals because of the actions of a few. Just because I know that 97% of all violent crimes6are committed by Straight, white males, does not mean that I think all straight white males are bad.

  My friend, I recall an experience or two between you and I that was distinctly homosexual—even though it was exploratory in nature. I know this might make you uncomfortable, but let's just lay our cards on the table, shall we? You and I have never made mention of it since, but it was an important turning point for me in my sexual identity. I was exploring my nature just as you were exploring yours. What happened between us—especially that day under the covers at your mother's house—was not sinful. It was honest and innocent and I do not feel guilty, and I hope you don't either. Perhaps we both made some choices then. I realized how natural it felt to me, and I assume you decided it did not feel natural to you. That's fine. That's honest. But there is no shame in it. I cared for you deeply, and still do. In my own way, within my own capacity at the time, I loved you. You were dear to me (and still are). But the nature of our relationship changed. You had the foresight and wisdom to perceive its meaning when I did not. And I still have (and cherish) that letter you wrote to me in an effort to put things right. I admire you for that. You could have blasted me for being sick or perverted; you could have been cruel; you could have manipulated me, and taken advantage of the tenderness I felt for you, but you did not, and for that you should be commended for human integrity and dignity.

But we all must explore and search for what is right for us. I have been with several women who explored and made choices, and I was always aware that my actions toward them would have repercussions in their lives. I felt an obligation to treat them with respect and caring, so that their choices would not be tainted with fear, loathing, or a memory of abuse. They each made their choices—different ones—and I hope that something I said or did let them know that they were worthy of love. I have found what is right for me, and I think you have done the same. I have a Lifemate whom I have committed to in a ceremony of Holy Union (on December 13th, our 7 year anniversary), and I cherish and love and respect her with the deepest sincerity; and you have a wonderful husband and a beautiful child. We are both blessed by the hand of God, and I feel it is largely because we never strayed too far away from God's Grace.

q
I don't know if any of this "epistle" answers your questions. I don't even know if you'll trash it or come to understand it. I only know that these things have been put on my heart, and I must share them. I guess you are the first straight friend I've been able to share it with in this way. My other Straight friends accepted me and my life, and so the "issues" never seemed to come to fruition in our conversations. Regardless of your response, I want you to feel free to continue this communication, and I would like for us to be able to share our lives with each other, even if it is only through the mail. If you did not mean anything to me, I would not have come out to you. And in response to your musings about why I would do this: I have made and lost track of many old friends over the years. You have been the only one from BNC that continued to write, send Christmas cards, and continue interest in the friendship. Each time you asked me about my personal life, I felt that I had to be less than honest. After a while, that begins to play havoc with your peace of mind. So even though this secretiveness is usually necessary in today's society, I feel it is not warranted in a situation between dear friends. I owe you this much because of your loyal interest in our friendship.

If I did not love and respect you, I would not have taken the time to write all this. I hope you won't let whatever disagreements we have keep us from continuing our friendship.

I want to hear about your writing, and I'd like to share a lot of things about my writing, and my life as well. Until then, I wish you all the happiness, joy, and love your heart can hold.

I hope to hear from you soon.

Peace Profound. ..
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"Let us learn the revelation of all nature and thought; that the Highest dwells within us, that the sources of nature are in our own minds. As there is no screen or between our heads and the infinite heavens, so there is no bar or wall in the soul where we, the effect, ease, and God, the cause begins. Within us is the soul of the whole; the wise silence, the universal beauty, to which every part and particle is equally related; the eternal One. When it breaks through our intellect, it is Genius; when it breaths through our will, it is Virtue; when it flows through our affections, it is Love" ..

-Ralph Waldo Emerson
The most significant changes in my beliefs center on the concepts of Karma, Dharma, Reincarnation, The Nature of the Soul, and our Ultimate Purpose. I have now fully embraced the belief that the soul is eternal, and that each of our souls is merely an individuated part of the soul of God. I believe that we are here on this Earth plane because we chose to be. We have incarnated, taken on the human form, in order to re-experience Who We Are. This growth has an Ultimate Goal of Oneness with All That Is, which is US or God. We are never apart from God, because we are all a Part of God. In order to achieve Oneness, we must experience every part of our essence, and the most effective way to experience that is through the unique nature of the Earth Plane; the limitations and hardships and joys and victories afforded us in the human form.

I further believe that linear time is a construction of the human mind, and necessary for the function of a human body on an Earth Plane. It is not, however the nature of the Celestial Plane, or the "Other Side" where God is all that God is, and where we are All That We Are when we are in spirit form. The concepts are not easily explained in a few sentences, as I have come to these beliefs after years of study, continued existence within this human body, and continued striving toward comprehension of Higher Consciousness.

I believe there is no such thing as "right" and "wrong" in the sense that we, as humans, generally mean it. There is only that which does and does not serve your soul. In doing that which serves your soul, you automatically serve the souls of others. The simplistic ideas of "right" and "wrong" and "sin" and "evil" and "good" and "bad" are merely human projections and categorizations that are limited in scope and understanding—a by-product of being human. But I don't believe that because we are human, we are incapable of understanding the concepts. On the contrary, I believe it is part of our purpose to understand them.

I think we are prevented from higher understanding by the limits we have placed on ourselves. With those concepts in mind, I approach these other concepts.

PUNISHMENT

God does not punish. There is no need to punish, since the concepts of "right" and "wrong" do not exist in the Great Truths. If we remove the idea that God is an Angry God, and replace it with what I feel is more accurate—that God is a Loving God—then these precepts become moot.

The idea that "AIDS is God's punishment for homosexuals" is one born of fear and ignorance, and a loss of connection with our Higher Consciousness, that is, the Consciousness of God. For example, to say that God "punishes" homosexuals is to make God's nature synonymous with the nature of someone like Hitler. He believed in Ethnic cleansing as well. Obviously, there can be no "comparison" between the nature of God and the nature of a human—especially a human like Hitler.

RESPONSIBILITY

We are only responsible for the growth of our own souls. However we manage to do that, is neither "right" nor "wrong" but merely serves us, or doesn't serve us. This means we will do things with the motivation of love and compassion. The rest will fall into place on its own. Somewhat like the concept "You must love yourself before you can love others," this means that once you strive to be a person of character, you will then be able to have and draw other persons of character into your life.

JUDGMENT

Although I believe we are not meant to "judge" others, in the sense of imposing our own paradigm on them, I do not think it is a benefit to our soul growth to use this an excuse to be apathetic. There is a distinction between observing "what is" and making a judgment about the behavior, and observing "what is," and making a judgment about a person.  To impose our idea of what  a person should or should not do or be or say, is harmful to our spiritual growth. We are not capable of knowing what is "best" for another soul. We can only support that soul in moving into a more loving place by offering love and non-judgment, or by avoiding unhealthy integration with this person's path.

I also do not believe the mainstream Christian view that God will "judge" us when we leave our physical bodies. This is a religion of fear, and a reflection of human characteristics: God will not "judge" simply because this implies that there is such a thing as "right & wrong" which I don't believe exists. Most of what we have been taught in mainstream religion stems from the fear held by church representatives, and their political machinations. Therefore, our only goal must be to love, and accept that nothing happens to a soul except what that soul allows.

LOST SOULS

Son of Sam, Ted Bundy, the Uni-bomber, Jack the Ripper, Saddam Hussein, Kadaffi, Hitler. . ..and more recently, of course, Osama Bin Laden. . . names synonymous with evil, anger, hatred, sadism and cruelty. I would consider them lost souls, in that they have strayed so far from their loving nature.

  Yet their actions, although heinous, cannot be pigeonholed into simply "evil incarnate." We cannot know what higher purpose was served by their actions. I do believe that when they die (or since their deaths) that their souls will be immediately in a place of healing where they can discover what darkness overcame them. Suicides might be in the same place. The issue at stake here, for most people, is that these souls caused death and pain and suffering to others. But if you believe that there is really no such thing as "death," as the soul is our truest essence, and cannot die, then you must also believe that the souls that were victims were not harmed. It's all part of the growth. This is a difficult idea to comprehend because it's so extreme. You may ask, "What purpose could have possibly be served by the hatefulness and murder and savagery?" We will know the answer one day. Until then, we have to apply the same reasoning and beliefs to this situation as we would to others.

HELLISM

First of all, I am impervious to threats of "burning in hell" for things I do and don't do, since I don't believe in the "hell" we have been taught exists. This Hell is one of punishment, judgment and anger, and supposedly comes from this God of the mainstream that is also supposed to be loving. This is a contradiction which I reject. How can a human being pledge allegiance to a God that would place you in unimaginable pain for all eternity? The answer is: because this god is a construction of fearful mainstream Christianity, and is not the God that exists.

 I believe we are all here to learn what our souls must learn in order to attain Oneness with God. A journey such as this cannot be undertaken with threat of constant punishment, fear and anger. I do not believe a loving God would construct such a thing.

HOMOSEXUALITY

I have taken this thought further since the writing of the Open Letter. I believe that to say homosexuality has always existed, albeit correct, is not the complete picture. The complete picture consists of recognizing how our language changes. And how many changes and misinterpretations can be had when a text is translated from one language to another. The popular arguments against homosexuality by the Christian sector, are based on certain verses in the Bible. Which Bible, depends upon which form of their fear, ignorance and prejudice they wish to support.

A popular verse to parrot is found in Paul's letter to the Corinthians. From the New American Standard Bible:

Do not be deceived: neither the immoral, or idolaters, nor adulterers, nor effeminate, nor homosexuals, nor thieves, nor the greedy, nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor robbers will inherit the kingdom of God. (1 Corinthians 6: 9-10) ..

In some of the modern translations, such as the "Open Bible," the New King James, and the New American Standard, the term "Homosexual" is used. This represents the homophobia permeating our modern culture and a blatant disregard for the original language. The term itself was not even coined until the 19th Century, so to place it into the translation is poor scholarship, to say the least. Additionally, the Greek word malakos and its other form malakoi  from which "homosexual" erroneously springs, actually means "effeminate" or "soft" and is never used in an ethical and/or sexual sense.

To understand why this was used by Paul, it is imperative to realize that women of the Biblical time period were seen as possessions of men. To be accused of being effeminate or soft, was undesirable, since women were the literal property of men, considered weak and often unclean. The Greek term has no reference in lexicography to loving relations, but only to sex acts often practiced in pagan ritual, the nature of which was a form of debauchery, self-abuse, prostitution and idolatry.

This Greek word malakoi appears twice in Matthew 11:8, once in Luke 7:25, and once in 1 Cor 6:9-10. In the first three, the translators correctly portrayed the word to mean "soft". In the fourth, it suddenly becomes "homosexual," in some translations, even though the word is exactly the same.

According to the Interlinear Greek-English New Testament, the passage is actually translated as:

". . ..neither fornicators, nor idolaters, nor adulterers,

nor abusers of themselves as women, nor abusers of

themselves with men." ..

Strong's Concordance tells us that:
Fornicators literally means "one who prostitutes himself"

Idolaters means "one who worships idols"
Adulterer means "one who commits adultery," that is, has sexual relations outside of marriage;

Abusers of themselves as women literally means one who is soft or "spineless" "like a woman"; and

abusers of themselves with men literally means a male prostitute.
None of these translate into homosexual
Further, the verses in Romans which refer to "unnatural acts" is taken from the words para physin which means "unconventional" or "atypical." Again, this has nothing to do with nature in the sense of ethical and/or sexual connotation. It has to do with something that is expected, and in line with the norm; what we might compare to a fish riding a bicycle. The implication here, is that these "offenders" were heterosexual people, acting in a homosexual way, which was, of course, unnatural for them. The same as a homosexual acting in a heterosexual way.

 The Apostle Paul equated male-to-male sex with paganism, and this was considered the abomination to God, because it was idolatry, not because it was same-gender coupling. Pagan rituals often included sexual debauchery, as pagans believed this ritualistic sex encouraged the pagan gods to protect crops and make them fruitful, among other things. And so this warning was not about the actual loving sex act, but intertwined with—again—self-abuse, prostitution and idolatry.

For Paul, something is "natural" when it responds according to its own kind, when it is as it is expected to be. For Paul, the word "natural" does not mean "in accord with universal laws." Rather, "natural" refers to what is characteristic, consistent, ordinary, standard, expected and regular. When people acted as was expected and showed a certain consistency, they were acting "naturally." When people did something surprising, something unusual, something beyond the routine, something out of character, they were acting "unnaturally." That was the sense of the word "nature" in Paul's usage. ("What the Bible Really Says About Homosexuality" by Daniel Helminiak, Ph.D). ..

1 Timothy 1: 9-10 says,

". . .the law is laid down not for the innocent but for the lawless and disobedient, for the godless and sinners, for the unholy and profane, for those who kill their father or mother, for murderers, fornicators, sodomites (arsenokoites), slave traders, liars, perjurers and whatever else is contrary to the sound teaching. . ."  .
In the New KJV, it's

 ". . .fornicators, idolaters, nor adulterers, nor homosexuals, nor sodomites. . ." 

Well, look at that! Someone just saw fit to add  "homosexuals" to the list. This is why it's called the "new" King James?

The Greek word used here, arsenokoites, translates to "impure and immoral," and again, is a reference to what was considered impure and immoral at the time, within the context of the passages, social norms, and according to Jewish law. This does not suggest homosexuality at all and most certainly addresses those people engaging in paganistic acts.

If one believes that Paul's writings were divinely inspired, then one must believe that God would have been very specific about same-gender love. Not once, in all the scriptures, is this subject addressed. Not once, did Jesus mention it, though many Christians and scholars alike will stress that the words of Jesus are the most important ones to pay attention to.  Could it be, it was NOT an issue? Could it be that the behaviors of Christ-like people depended on character and a loving nature, rather than the gender of their partner? I believe so.

The story of Sodom & Gomorrah was also not about homosexuality, and the correct translation of the language also clearly reveals this.

One must remain aware of the cultural norms and the belief systems that were in place at the time of the character, Lot. It was considered a great sin to turn a traveler away, since shelter from the desert elements could mean the difference between life and death. This belief was so strong and pervasive, that it was more important than the safety of his own daughters, as Lot offered them in place of the stranger he had taken in. (Remember the mentality: women were property).

Lot was afraid to send his guest into the presence of these men at his door, since they were pagans, and known for their excesses, lewd behavior and disregard for others.

The "sin" on Sodom was excess, idolatry, inhospitality, disrespect for self and others. Not homosexuality. Do we see God condemning that loving Gay couple down the street? No, we see God condemning the out-of-control, hateful people who had no regard for a loving nature.

Another important item to note: 

". . .in Romans 11:24, Paul uses those very same words to talk about God. Paul described how God grafted the Gentiles into the olive tree that is the Jews. Now Jew and Gentile are one in Christ. But to graft a wild tree into a cultivated tree is not the ordinary thing to do; it is something unusual. Still, that is what God did through Christ.
In Paul's understanding of the words, God himself acted "para physin." God did what was "unnatural." God behaved "in an unusual way." If to act para physin is immoral, then God must be immoral—and that is patently absurd. Therefore, there can be no moral meaning in those Greek words for Paul. Once again the conclusion emerges: Romans is not a moral condemnation of male-male sex. ( Helminiak, Ph).
Unfortunately, most Christian churches do not teach from a language-standpoint. Some Christians today actually believe that Jesus and the people of his time actually said "thee" and "thou" and "thy" when they spoke. This is not true. The idea comes from the King James Version of the Bible, which is the most widely read and accepted. Scribes were instructed to use the "King's English" when doing their translations. I enjoy the joke from Reverend Samm, who said, "Oh! The King James Version. . .that's the one Jesus carried! If it's good enough for Jesus, it's good enough for me!"
"A paradox exists where there are two or more accepted truths, that are apparently contradictory or irreconcilable .Depending on your world-view, one foundational paradox may be that you see reality as an unresolved dualism. A universe consisting of matter and energy on the one hand, and 'person stuff' like love, consciousness and intelligence on the other. Seemingly unrelated, and yet you know that you experience reality as a unity .If we can embrace paradox, and not be afraid of it, we can see the deficiencies of a limited world view or paradigm, and be pointed to something higher. We will do well, if we allow truth to speak to us, and allow paradox to resolve in the eternal. To accept truth that transcends our finite brain, and have the wisdom to put new wine in new wine-skins. A paradigm closer to the truth will never be truth."

"The Person Paradigm—A Cosmology of Eden"
 by Andrew Moore (online text) ..
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