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Recently I heard a young man share his story of battling his
unwanted same-sex attractions. Though Ben’s dad loved him very
much, he felt like he was everyone else’s dad and then his
dad. He also didn’t connect with the masculine that his dad
represented. He ended up with longings for deep connection
with males. What helped him turn the corner was when he found
people with whom he could be completely honest about his
shameful desires and feelings, who also helped him develop his
relationship with God.
He shared that he slowly realized his heart was looking for
three things in other men. First, he longed for someone who
was unquestionably a “Capital M-A-N” who made that intangible
connection with him that his father didn’t make, leaving him
with a father-shaped hole in his soul. And he realized that he
was also looking for a rescuer, to pull him out of his own
wretchedness. And finally, he wanted to be comforted by
someone, he said, “who’s there when I come back down, when I’m
lost, when I’m troubled; I would fantasize about a guy who
could just say the right things, do the right things, and
comfort me any time I needed it.”
Optimally, he told
someone who would
wrapped up in one
longed to find and

us, it would really great if he could find
be all three of those things at one time,
person. That would be the “Mr. Right” he
be loved by.

The major “lightbulb moment” of his journey came when he
realized that what he longed for was a Father, a Savior, and a
Comforter. . . and that perfectly describes who God is—three
in one, Father, Son and Spirit. And because he had trusted in

Christ at an early age, that very God was already indwelling
him! He realized that the triune God was everything his heart
was longing for but he had been too blind to see. God, in
giving Himself to His beloved son, was ready to meet Ben’s
heart’s needs and longings, but would not force Himself on
him. When Ben opened his heart to receive the Fathering, the
Saving, and the Comforting of the God who loved him,
everything shifted inside.
God connected some dots for me when hours later, our pastor
observed that Psalm 37:4 is one of the first Bible verses that
people memorize. . . and one of the most misunderstood.
Delight yourself in the LORD, and He will give you the desires
of your heart.
Sounds like a magic formula, right? Delight yourself in the
Lord, and you get what you want? Just a religious-sounding way
of rubbing the genie’s magic lamp to get your wishes granted?
But that’s not what it means.
When we delight ourselves in the Lord, He gives us Himself,
and He is what our hearts desire. Uncover all the surface,
temporary things we think we want, and underneath are the true
desires of our heart: to be loved, to be known, to be valued,
to be safe, to matter.
And as Ben showed us, to be fathered, to be rescued, to be
comforted.
Yes, we want all those things—and our marvelous God delights
to give them to us as He gives us Himself.
He is so good!
This blog post originally appeared at
blogs.bible.org/tapestry/sue_bohlin/its_not_rubbing_the_genies
_magic_lamp

DWTS and the T in GLBT
The big controversy in the current season
of Dancing With the Stars is the presence
of Chaz Bono, born Chastity, the daughter
of pop icons Sonny and Cher. The media has
documented Chaz’ transition from female to
male, bringing “transgender” into people’s
living
rooms
and
water
cooler
conversations.

For over a decade, I have loved and walked with people
struggling with their gender identity and unwanted same-sex
attractions. When I see Chaz, my heart just aches deeply.
How should we wisely, biblically, and compassionately think
about those who feel trapped in the body of the opposite sex?
[I am not talking about those who were born with chromosomal
abnormalities or an endocrine imbalance, which results in
hermaphroditism, or—the new term—intersex. These are
biological effects of living in a fallen world, and are in a
different category from those born with normal, functioning
bodies who want to change those bodies.]
People who identify as transgender report feeling different
from a young age, which is easy to describe as feeling “born
that way,” especially when that is the new banner cry of the
marginalized, thanks to Lady Gaga’s mega-hit of the same name.
But it’s a big (and, I would respectfully suggest, tragic)
step from “I have always felt different from the other
boys/girls” to “I am a girl in a boy’s body” or “I am a boy in
a girl’s body.”

I would suggest that the core misunderstanding of those in the
GLBT (gay | lesbian | bi-sexual | transgendered) community is
the same core misunderstanding of the vast majority of people:
a too-narrow understanding of God-designed variations in
masculinity and femininity. (Please see my blog post “The
Gender Spectrum.”) Many of my friends who struggle with samesex attraction confess that they’ve often thought how much
better life would be if they were the other gender, but
transgender-identifying folks take the fantasy to a new level.
The fantasy that “becoming something other than what I am will
make me happy” marks transgender. It’s wrapped up in a deepseated envy of the opposite sex, and a hatred of one’s own
gender. That’s why so many believe that surgery to remove the
offending body parts will kill what they detest in themselves,
their own gender, and transform them into what they admire and
believe will give them life.
Fantasy and pretending are part of childhood, but now thanks
to advances in technology, an adult can gain access to medical
treatments that will feed the fantasy and turn it into
reality—or at least the promise of it. Our post-modern culture
invents words and redefines language in ways that adds layers
of confusion to the issue: instead of the dual simplicity of
God creating male and female, we are now told that there is a
difference between sex, gender, and sexual identity. No wonder
there is so much confusion about this issue!
“I am a man in a woman’s body, and I need to bring my outsides
into alignment with my insides.” (Or the opposite.) This
feeling may be strong, but it is not accurate, and it is not
trustworthy. We are fallen people living in a fallen world
with fallen understanding, and we should not trust our
conclusions when they vary so much with what God has said. He
declares Himself as our Creator; when God creates a female,
which we know by the female body He creates, He is making a
statement about His intention for that girl. When God gives us
the stewardship over His creation, which includes our bodies,

that precludes mutilating them by amputating healthy body
parts because we hate them.
Our culture looks at life through a purely naturalistic,
materialistic lens that excludes the spiritual. Our feelings
are part of that total focus on the temporal and transitory.
When they are particularly strong, they can be all-consuming,
and it’s easy to say they are true—regardless of what God says
in His word. Some people insist that their brains and bodies
are mismatched, that transgender is a purely biological issue
that, thanks to modern medicine, can be addressed instead of
leaving them feeling miserable.
We are broken people, and we try to fix our own brokenness
with our own broken methods: enter sex-change clinics. One of
the heartbreaking aspects of this issue is what is NOT told to
those putting their eggs in the sex-change basket. I had a
very long talk one night with a MtF (male to female) post-op
transgender woman who blessed me with her heart-wrenching
honesty. She was so sure than she would get affirmation and
praise as a woman, that the hole in her heart would be filled
by what she would see in the mirror. Many surgeries later,
from penis amputation to cosmetic surgery to reduce her adam’s
apple, when she looked in the mirror she saw a man trying
unsuccessfully to be what God did not make him to be, and it
broke her heart. She said she would give anything to go back
to the way God had made her as a him, but now she felt stuck
maintaining the charade because that was her identity, both
personally and professionally.
This story is one of the reasons psychiatrist Dr. Paul McHugh
shut down the sex-change program at Johns Hopkins University
Hospital. In his extraordinary article “Surgical Sex,” he
wrote, “When I became psychiatrist-in-chief at Johns Hopkins,
I realized that by doing sex-change operations the hospital
was fundamentally cooperating with a mental illness. We would
do better for these patients, I thought, by concentrating on
trying to fix their minds and not their genitalia.”

I am grateful for the voices of those who have walked deep in
the transgender waters and then decided to listen to God
(mainly from the helpful website help4families.com): “I
remember reading in the Word that our bodies were the temple
of the Holy Spirit, and I wondered, ‘What have I done to
myself?’ After reading Psalm 139, I began to cry because it
spoke of how God had created me and how He had known me from
the beginning.”
***
“I had a hard time having fun, because when I was out with my
friends I was jealous of the girls and fun they were having.
That started to become a theme in my life, I was jealous of
females; their curves, softness, and what I perceived as
superiority over men. I hated everything about my masculinity;
I had fantasies at times of castrating myself and ending the
control of testosterone over my life.”
***
“I told my wife I was leaving and wanted to divorce and
transition to becoming a woman. I went out and bought supplies
and women’s clothing that night, and went to hotel room. I
won’t go into all the details, but as I sat there in all my
‘feminine glory,’ reading on my computer the stories of other
TS folks I remember praying ‘God what am I doing???’ And I
remember this still small voice ask, ‘Is this what you really
want?’ My response was ‘No, what should I do?’ and what I
heard still rings in my head to this day: ‘Run!! Run back to
your wife.’ So I did, my wife being the faithful, loving, and
godly woman that she is accepted me back, and forgave me. . .
.
“[Later on] I again told my wife that I could no longer live
this life and that I needed to leave to pursue my ‘true life’
as a female. I left my wife that night and told her that I
wanted to separate. As I left to go back out and check into a

hotel, I was feeling really angry with God. I was yelling on
the drive, ‘God, this is bigger than You. I can’t do this
anymore, I am so tired of fighting and I just want to live the
way that my mind wants me to live.’ I remember God distinctly
telling me, ‘I am your Father and you are My son. You do not
need to do this; you need to get your significance from Me.’ I
yelled back, ‘No God I am done with this crap, this is
ridiculous, I am living a lie and I need to be female.’ I
wrestled and wrestled with this for hours. Finally I was worn
down and just asked God, ‘What do I need to do?’ The answer I
got was, ‘Get your significance from Me, not from being
female. You need to follow Me and love Me more than this.’
“I was worshiping femininity and was ready to sacrifice
myself, my wife and my children on that altar. After searching
my heart I also realized that I was angry with God, I think
mostly for not ‘fixing me’ the way I wanted. I wanted to pray
the prayer and any desire to be female would be gone and I
would be some sort of super-man. When God did not fix me this
way after years of praying for it, I became bitter.”
***
“If He had intended me to be a woman, He wouldn’t have made me
male in the first place.”
***
May those who struggle with the lie that they are not okay as
they are, find their significance in God who made them the way
He wanted them, who delights in them, who loves them with a
tender, compassionate love, and says, “Come to Me. Don’t try
to fix this on your own. Let Me pour truth and grace, love and
life into your heart.”

This blog post originally appeared at
blogs.bible.org/engage/sue_bohlin/dwts_and_the_t_in_glbt on

Sept. 27, 2011

Helping Homosexuals Change?
Yeah, Right.
ABC News recently did a story on presidential candidate
Michele Bachmann’s family business, a Christian counseling
center run by her husband, Dr. Marcus Bachmann. The focus of
the story was a biased, “can you believe this?” exposé of the
fact that the counselors help people who don’t want to be gay,
address their unwanted homosexuality.
They interviewed two people, a man whose mother had taken him
to the clinic when he came out as homosexual, and an
undercover reporter who brought two recording devices into the
sessions with him. Neither man believed their homosexuality
was changeable—and when it comes to the counseling office, if
your mind is made up that something cannot be changed, guess
what? It won’t be.
The reporter used the now-familiar phrase “pray away the gay,”
which is an effective and condescending dismissal of what
actually happens when people do successfully shift their
sexual orientation. (And I personally know a number of people
who have experienced significant and lasting change in their
orientation.) Some do successfully engage in reparative
therapy, which addresses the emotional deficits in those who
find themselves attracted to the same sex using purely
psychological methods. But what is more effective is the
transforming power of the gospel in the life of a fully
devoted follower of Jesus Christ. And, like all discipline of
radical discipleship, which means saying “no” to our flesh and

“yes” to the flow of Jesus’ resurrection power in our lives,
it takes hard work over a period of years. There is no easy,
1-2-3 magic prayer to change the way we think and feel.
Sanctification is a long process of cooperation with the
Spirit of God.
The message our media pumps out today is that sexuality is
fluid—except for homosexuality, which is fixed and can’t be
changed. This means it’s okay to give into your secret
cravings and come out as gay, in which case folks like Oprah
will celebrate you embracing your “authentic self,” but it’s
not okay to say, “God didn’t make me gay, and I choose to
accept the identity HE gives me instead.” It’s not okay to
say, “I used to be gay and now I’m not.”
Which explains why there was an explosion of rage when Dr.
Robert Spitzer, eminent professor of psychiatry at Columbia
University, released the results of his landmark 2001 study
that showed that change is possible in highly motivated
individuals: rare, in his estimation, but possible. (Dr.
Spitzer had been the pro-gay lobby’s hero since he spearheaded
the American
homosexuality

Psychiatric Association’s removal of
from the DSM-IV manual, which is the

psychiatrists’ bible of mental disorders. That decision was
the result of caving into political pressure, not the result
of any research.)
The idea that people can experience change not only in their
behavior but in their hearts is threatening to those committed
to the idea of homosexuality as a fixed and unchangeable
truth. (I personally believe the reason for their insistence
is an understandable defensive reaction to trying to change
their orientation on their own unsuccessfully, including
attempting to “pray away the gay,” which doesn’t work. I have
written about why that is, here.)
Many of the loud voices insisting that homosexuality is not
changeable hold to an unrealistic standard, that only a

complete shift from 100% homosexual to 100% heterosexual
constitutes change. I suggest that nowhere else do we hold to
that standard: would we denounce a former alcoholic who has
successfully lived for years in freedom from the destruction
of alcohol, as not really changed if he thinks that a cold
beer on a hot day still sounds good?
Dr. Spitzer’s findings back up the message of the New
Testament: that Jesus Christ changes the lives and thus the
behavior of people caught in all kinds of sin. Remember this
list of changed people in the church of Corinth?
Do you not know that the unrighteous will not inherit the
kingdom of God? Do not be deceived! The sexually immoral,
idolaters, adulterers, passive homosexual partners,
practicing homosexuals, thieves, the greedy, drunkards, the
verbally abusive, and swindlers will not inherit the kingdom
of God. Some of you once lived this way. But you were washed,
you were sanctified, you were justified in the name of the
Lord Jesus Christ and by the Spirit of our God. (1 Cor
6:9-11)
Change is possible. That is part of the good news of the
gospel. And, for the believer in Jesus, change is a normal and
expected part of being a follower of Christ.
Even if the world laughs at the notion with a “can you believe
this?” contempt. Can homosexuals change? It’s not “Yeah,
right.” It’s “Yes! Amen!”
This
blog
post
was
originally
published
at
blogs.bible.org/engage/sue_bohlin/helping_homosexuals_change_y
eah_right on July 19, 2011.

Mommy Blogger Outs Her 5-Year
Old Son
Last week, a mommy blogger caused a firestorm with her blog
post “My Son is Gay” about how her 5-year-old dressed up for
Halloween as Daphne from Scooby Doo. Her little boy had had
second thoughts about wearing the costume, afraid that people
would make fun of him, but she pushed him to wear it to his
preschool. “Who would make fun of a child in a costume on
Halloween?” she wrote.
Well, lots of people. And she was angry.
“If you think that me allowing my son to be a female character
for Halloween is somehow going to ‘make’ him gay then you are
an idiot. Firstly, what a ridiculous concept. Secondly, if my
son is gay, OK. I will love him no less. Thirdly, I am not
worried that your son will grow up to be an actual ninja so
back off.”
Her post generated more than 26,000 comments and has gone
viral as people blogged about it (like this one).
This mom doesn’t have any problem with the idea that her son
who likes bright colors and is attracted to a female costume
might be gay, but I wonder what his dad thinks.
There is another way to think about boys like this. They don’t
have to be gender-confused; they are just created by God to be
artistic, creative, and emotionally sensitive. They love color
and texture, they revel in nuances in sound and light, touch
and smell. They are God’s gift to us: the musicians, the
artists, the poets, the actors. When these boys are supported
in their God-given flavor of masculinity (especially by their
fathers), they can grow up to be great men who contribute
their gifts to the church, to the world, and to their
families. They make great counselors, pastors, teachers—and

husbands and fathers.
My dear friend Ricky Chelette from Living Hope Ministries
wrote an insightful article “Parenting the Sensitive Soul.” He
allays the fears of a growing number of parents of young boys
who come to his office concerned that their boys are too
girly. And Ricky, an incredible artist, writer, singer,
cook—and devoted husband of 20 years—tells them their boys are
not being effeminate, they are merely expressing their
giftedness. He writes about what he explained to a worried
dad:
“I reassured the father that his son did not want to be a
girl and the only person that was really saying anything
about him being a girl was the dad. But why then was this
boy drawn towards things which were typically identified as
more feminine than masculine? Simply, he was a very
sensitive soul.
“Sensitive boys are real boys.

They simply are extremely

gifted with particular giftings that manifest in emotionally
and aesthetically expressive ways.
His little boy’s
obsession with women’s shoes were not because he wanted to
be a girl, but more because he was aesthetically and
visually oriented—and women’s shoes are much more visually
exciting than the black, brown or burgundy of men’s
shoes. Women’s shoes have sparkles, bobbles and bows. They
come in every color imaginable and are in different shapes
and textures. They are an aesthetically gifted boy’s
dream! And he was not trying to identify as a girl when he
grabbed his mother’s skirt, put it on, and twirled around.
To him, it was similar to our experience of going to the
fair and doing drop art projects where we drop paint on a
spinning paper and watch it splatter, but even better. As he
moved, he created art and beauty as the colors whirled
around him and flowed up and down in the air. Better yet, he
was the center of it all!

“The dad looked at me with disbelief, but with a sense of
relief. ‘Do you mean he really isn’t trying to be a girl?’
“’Absolutely not,’ I replied. ‘He is simply trying to
express his giftedness as best he can. You have a very
artistic young man with amazing potential to make this world
a more beautiful place. He has the creative and masculine
heart of God. You have the privilege of finding ways to
affirm those gifts and channel them in a way that he can
grow as gifted man of God!’
“It was as though I just found the lost key they had been
searching to find for years; suddenly despair was replaced
by hope and relief. But those feelings of relief were just
as quickly followed by a look of bewilderment.
“’But how do I do that? How do I affirm him in those gifts
when I obviously don’t even understand what he is thinking
or why he is doing what he is doing?’”
Read the rest of his article to find out: Parenting the
Sensitive Soul.
This blog post originally appeared at
blogs.bible.org/engage/sue_bohlin/mommy_blogger_outs_her_5year_old_son
on Nov. 9, 2010.

Gay
Teen
Bullying:

Suicide
and
A
Christian

Response
The rise in gay teen suicides is alarming and heartbreaking,
whether it is an actual rise in suicides or a rise in the
reporting and awareness of these needless deaths. Five teens
killed themselves in a recent three–week period because of
bullying or “outing,” but no one knows for sure how many there
are.
Teens who experience same–sex attractions are already stressed
simply by the difficulties of adolescence. This is painfully
exacerbated by the confusion that accompanies unwanted desires
and feelings that make them feel “other than,” different, like
they don’t belong. Many of those who struggle with gay and
lesbian feelings are very emotionally sensitive, and they can
feel their pain more deeply than many of their classmates.
They can easily buy into the lies that life is too hard, the
challenges too daunting, that the hopelessness is too
overwhelming.
When one factors in the excruciating pain of being taunted and
bullied for even being perceived as gay or lesbian, the shame
can become too much. If one is overweight, there is a
possibility of losing weight; if one is a poor student, there
is a possibility of working hard and studying to do better.
But if one feels disconnected from and unaccepted by their
same–sex peers, and if they can’t explain and did not choose
the attractions that plague them, then most students will
despair, believing there is no hope of anything changing. This
is especially true for those who have prayed—many of them
every single day—for God to take away their feelings, and He
doesn’t seem to answer. (There are good reasons for this, but
they don’t know that.) Gender identity is at the center of
one’s identity; what do you when you don’t feel comfortable in
your own skin?
Given these stresses, Christians could and should be the first

ones to reach out to the marginalized, the ostracized, and the
bullied. Every single person is precious to God, made in His
image, and deserving of dignity and respect.
The emphasis needs to be on “teen suicides,” not “gay
suicides.” Any time a young person takes his or her own life
it is horrific and unacceptable—and, may I repeat myself,
heartbreaking.
I am grateful for the way the media is highlighting the
problem of bullying. This is a problem we can do something
about—regardless of our particular beliefs about sexuality.
My friend Randy Thomas, executive vice–president of Exodus
International, responded to the highly publicized suicide of
Rutgers University student Tyler Clementi on the Exodus blog
(Exodus is a ministry to those dealing with unwanted same–sex
attractions):
As Christians we need to speak out strongly against bullying
and condemn vicious and violating behavior like this. God is
the author of every breath. As long as there are Tylers in
this world we have to defend their right to freedom and
self–determination. We must afford them at least the very
basics in human respect [and] dignity and defend them from
those [who] would exploit and abuse them…. God is the author
of every breath, and when we look into the face of another we
are seeing a dim reflection of Him.
Whether they know Him or not.{1}
Christians should be at the forefront of the anti–bullying
movement. Bullying is the opposite of the second greatest
commandment, to love our neighbor as we love ourselves (Mark
12:31). The Gospels are full of stories of Jesus standing up
for the underdog; consider how He stood up to the religious
bullies who had entrapped a woman caught in adultery (John 8).
When it comes to bullies, what would Jesus do? Stand up to

them. Defend the bullied. Communicate that they are precious,
valued, and loved.
I have read a number of stories of people who were bullied
when they were growing up. I can’t imagine how difficult it is
to live through the painful isolation and rejection, of
feeling that no one cares and nothing can fix the problem
(apart from the bullies disappearing). I can’t imagine how
painful it is to see teachers, bus drivers, and other adults
say nothing and do nothing to come to the defense of kids
being picked on—for being different, for being new, for being
“other than,” for no reason at all other than the arbitrary
attack of someone who felt small, and who bullied someone else
to feel “bigger than.”
To understand the problem of gay teen suicides, it’s helpful
understand the issues for gay teens (please see my article
“Helping Teens Understand Homosexuality.”) We also need to
understand more about bullying and what to do about it. The
very wise and experienced Dr. Allan L. Beane offers “Tips for
Parents, Assertiveness Skills for Students Who Are Bullied”
and “Assertiveness Strategies for Siblings and Other Students
(Bystanders)” on his web site.{2}
Parents, pastors, youth workers and students need to encourage
one another to stand up against any bullying of any student.
There is strength in numbers, especially when it comes to
dealing with a bully, although it only takes one voice to say,
“Stop it.” Experienced teachers say a no–tolerance policy
toward bullying is essential to taking power away from
bullies. The key is the community—the school, the church, the
neighborhood, the youth group: when the community says
nothing, bullying explodes. When the community refuses to
allow bullies to exploit others’ weaknesses, it is quenched.
At the same time, however, as we encourage teens to reach out
to their marginalized peers by standing with them against
their bullies, we don’t want to be naïve. Although community

pressure on bullies to stop often works, Scripture makes it
clear that living like Jesus and standing up for the outcast
will not be easy. Just as the Pharisees were upset by the way
Jesus interfered with their social hierarchy, so too things
will get sticky for those who upset those at the top of the
social ladder. High school bullies are often at the top of the
social food–chain. We need to prepare our students for the
teasing and bullying they very likely will face for defending
the marginalized, reminding and encouraging them that being
persecuted for doing the right thing is to be expected, and is
part of what makes the hope we have in a world and a kingdom
beyond this one so sweet.
Gay teen suicides happen when students feel alone and
isolated, when they feel “other than” and feel judged for that
other–ness. Many of those who find themselves attracted to
other boys or other girls are already uncomfortable with their
desires; most of them try to pray or wish them away, but
that’s not how those feelings are changed into the God–given,
normal attractions for the opposite sex.
We can do something to prevent more gay teen suicides. The
most influential people in gay teens’ lives are their peers,
whose affirmation or shaming holds extreme power. But teens
need to be instructed in how to fulfill the second greatest
commandment, in loving their neighbor. We can teach them that
all young people need to be loved, to be accepted as people
made in God’s image, to be valued. They all need the “three
A’s”: attention, affirmation, and affection. If sexually
confused or gender–insecure teens, who are often marginalized
by the other students, experienced Christians reaching out to
them in friendship, simply communicating the grace of
acceptance and value, that could make a big difference. It can
be choices as simple as inviting someone to sit with them at
lunch, or telling others to “lay off” if they make insulting
and negative comments about one of those marginalized
students. They can even say affirming things to the bullies

like, “Hey. You’re better than that, dude. Leave him alone.”
Jim Wallis recently wrote something stellar in a blog post on
“Christians and Bullying”:
My mother used to give us kids two instructions:
1. If there is a kid on the playground that nobody else is
playing with—you play with them.
2. If there is a bully picking on other kids—you be the one
to stand up to him or her.{3}
Being “Jesus with skin on.” That’s how teen suicides,
regardless of sexual identity, can be prevented. May God use
His people to love these hurting young women and men whom He
loves dearly.
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Watching
Happen

Transformation
July 21, 2009

Last week I was privileged to attend the annual Exodus
Conference along with a thousand people coming out of
homosexuality, as well as some family members and people like
myself who minister to them. Nothing has built my faith in the
power and the loving heart of our life-changing God like my
decade-long involvement in this kind of ministry.
I got to experience the power of answered prayer as I stood in
worship with a divorced couple whom I have known online for
several years but met at the conference. The husband had gone
AWOL for the past year, choosing to pursue his feelings
instead of his identity as a beloved child of His Father. He
told me “something” kept drawing him back into the light: with
a smile, I told him that Jesus has His hook in his heart
because he belongs to Jesus! And there he was, reconnecting
with his God and his wife in worship and the beauty of
repentance.
I got to hear the testimony of a beloved young woman, deeply
wounded, whom I have watched soften and become so much like
her Jesus over the past several years. As we were singing the
words “Sin had left a crimson stain, He washed it white as
snow,” she suddenly and violently experienced the memory of
being a sexually abused five-year-old, sitting in the tub with
blood everywhere. In the pain of that moment, the Father met
her there with the same words He had spoken to Sy Rogers, that
evening’s speaker, about his sexual abuse: “Daddy sees, and
Daddy’s sorry.” As His compassionate love washed over her,

healing came.
And I got to see actual physical transformation in a dear lady
with whom I have been walking out her repentance from
lesbianism. As she has dared to believe that God really means
everything in His word, especially about His love for her and
how He sees her as a precious, beautiful, beloved daughter,
change has come. She has gone to great lengths to drink in her
Abba’s love in intimate ways (and has taught me what that can
look like in the process). Halfway through the week, she
caught a glimpse of herself in a plate glass window and was
amazed to realize that her posture had changed: she was
walking more upright and confidently, assured that she was “a
real person” (her words). At the end of the week, she said she
believed the change in her was permanent and lasting. She
finally feels solid, not hollow. That’s the power of God’s
healing love.
And that’s why it is such a joyful privilege for me to serve
people whose thorn in the flesh is unwanted same-sex
attractions. As their SSA drives them to Jesus, transformation
happens.
And it is beautiful.

This blog post originally appeared at
blogs.bible.org/engage/sue_bohlin/watching_transformation_happ
en

Ellen and Her “Wife”
Yesterday’s (November 10, 2009) Oprah featured Ellen DeGeneres
and her “wife,” actress Portia di Rossi. I watched the show
with the perspective of one who, for a decade, has helped
women come out of the bondage of lesbian relationships. Let me
share with you the meaning of what I saw and heard.
Oprah is enthusiastically pro-gay, so I was not surprised that
she oohed and aahed over her guests’ romance and wedding,
which we saw in video and gorgeous photography. And I wasn’t
surprised that Ellen and Portia said they were glad to be
“married” because it gave validity and legitimacy to their
relationship. That perspective is part of an agenda about
normalizing homosexuality, not the one-flesh union of male and
female God intends marriage to be.
In her excitement to embrace the unreality these two women
have formed, Oprah could not see the threads of commonality
that tie most lesbian relationships together:
Hearts looking for their home. Both Ellen and Portia spoke of
how they had found their home in each other: a place of rest,
of sensing that the search was over. Many women who long for
same-sex relationships speak of the sense of a gaping hole in
their hearts, looking for someone to make them complete. They
are looking for continual reassurance and safety, the security
of being loved forever. God’s plan for baby girls is that they
find this nurturing and reassurance in their mother’s love and
attention, with a strong connection with Mom that grounds them
as human beings. All the lesbian women I know have sustained a
life-altering “mother wound.” Either their mothers weren’t
there for them, or something was broken in receiving their
mothers’ love. They are longing for the unconditional and allconsuming mother love they never felt when they were babies,
and they try to find it in the hearts of other women (or
girls: growing numbers of teens are struggling as well).

Connection. Both of Oprah’s guests reported an immediate,
electric connection to each other, even though it took some
time for them to become a couple. (Interestingly, neither of
them revealed during the interview that they were both in
relationships with other women at the time, and they both
dumped their respective relationships and moved in together.
Abruptly leaving one girlfriend to hook up with a new one is
typical.) In our online discussions of women dealing with
their unwanted homosexuality, the word connection probably
shows up more often than any other. Connection defines life
for them. God created women to be relational, so it’s not
surprising that connection would be so important, but there is
an element of desperation to the connection that characterizes
lesbian relationships.
Intensity. Intensity is a substitute for intimacy. Lesbian
relationships are marked by intensity; one counselor calls it
“emotional crack cocaine.” Intensity plus connection feels so
overwhelming, so powerful, so intoxicating, that it is like a
life-controlling drug. But God never intended for us to have
that kind of human relationship, because it is idolatrous.
People can never fill a heart-hole that God designed to be
filled by Himself. So the cycle of lesbian relationships is:
infatuation (reveling in the intensity of connection),
disappointment (realizing the relationship does not satisfy,
because idols never do), breakup (since God never intended
same-sex coupling, it can’t work), and heartache. . . leading
to looking for someone new to be infatuated with.
Lesbian relationship usually last only 3-4 years. (There are
long-term relationships, but that’s usually because the women
don’t know how to live without each other. It’s not the same
as a stable heterosexual marriage relationship.) And when the
breakup comes, it’s horrifically painful. I pray for Rosie
O’Donnell and Kelli Carpenter, who have separated with 5 kids
between them, to turn to the Lord for comfort and truth and
peace.

And I pray for Ellen and Portia, when their ride is over as
well. I pray for grace, and peace, for them to know Jesus. . .
and for their eyes to be opened to why we use quotation marks
for the word “wife.”
This blog post originally appeared at
blogs.bible.org/engage/sue_bohlin/ellen_and_her_wife

Newsweek’s
Gay
Propaganda Piece

Marriage

The Dec. 15 (2008) issue of Newsweek features a breathtakingly
biased essay called “The Religious Case for Gay Marriage.” The
author, Lisa Miller, has a high view of homosexuality and a
low view of scripture—and an even lower view of those of us
who dare trust in God’s word. (Managing Editor Jon Meacham
supports Ms. Miller’s piece in his column: he says the
“conservative resort to biblical authority is the worst kind
of fundamentalism.”)
Both Ms. Miller’s logic and her understanding of scripture and
theology are riddled with problems. Let’s look at a few.
The biblical illustrations of marriage are so undesirable that
no sensible person would want theirs to look like it. Abraham
slept with his servant because his wife was infertile. Jacob
fathered children by four mothers. Polygamy abounded in the
patriarchs and the kings. Jesus and Paul were unmarried, Paul
regarding “marriage as an act of last resort for those unable
to contain their animal lusts.”
People have been making this mistake for years, taking the
narrative sections of scripture and inferring that this is

what God says to do since “it’s in the Bible.” As my friend
Dan Lacich put it, it is the mistake of taking the
“descriptive” and making it “prescriptive.” That would be like
charging the editorial board of the Dallas Morning News with
being pro-murder and pro-steroid abuse because it published
news stories about those issues.
It’s true that the Biblical account includes a stunning array
of ways to mess up God’s simple and beautiful plan for
marriage. If we keep reading, it also includes the
heartbreaking consequences of violating that plan. And, in the
Song of Solomon, it also includes a lavish treatment of
romantic love between a husband and a wife that illustrates
how good it can be.
“[T]he Bible is a living document, powerful for more than 2000
years because its truths speak to us even as we change through
history. In that light, Scripture gives us no good reason why
gays and lesbians should not be (civilly and religiously)
married—and a number of excellent reasons why they should.”
It’s clear Ms. Miller agrees with Bible scholar Alan Segal
that “the Bible was written by men and not handed down in its
leather bindings by God.” (I’ve never come across a single
individual who actually believed a physical book was plopped
in anyone’s lap from heaven, but we keep hearing this
argument.) Robert Gagnon, professor of New Testament at
Pittsburgh Theological Seminary, points out that while
scripture has a human element, it is not merely the
compilation of human ideas. The ideas behind the words written
down by men come from the mind of the same God who created men
and women, and who invented sex and marriage. Ms. Miller is
wrong about gay marriage because she disregards the truth of
God’s word in favor of human philosophies, about which we are
warned not to be taken captive (Col. 2:8).
“Most of us no longer heed Leviticus on haircuts or blood
sacrifices. Why would we still accept its stance on

homosexuality?”
Ms. Miller mentions the two proscriptions against homosexual
behavior in Leviticus 18 and 20 as “throwaway lines in a
peculiar text given over to codes for living in the ancient
Jewish world.” This is a common argument for dismissing the
Bible’s stance on same-sex behavior, but it’s not that simple.
Both chapters forbid child sacrifice, adultery, incest,
bestiality, and homosexuality. Why wrench the one verse on
homosexuality out of each chapter’s context to throw away and
keep all the surrounding prohibitions? We never hear this
argument used to normalize having sex with one’s child or
one’s father or one’s dog. Nor should we. Ever.
Sexual issues are moral issues. They are not in the same
category as laws for haircuts or blood sacrifices. We know
this because sexual laws don’t change over time, as did civil
and ceremonial laws. Moral commands are rooted in the
character of God, specifically His purity and holiness. His
character does not change over time, and neither do His
commands about how we are to express our sexuality.
“While the Bible and Jesus say many important things about
love and family, neither explicitly defines marriage as
between one man and one woman.”
If we’re looking for an in-your-face 21st-century kind of
Bible verse that says “Marriage is only between one man and
one woman,” we won’t find it. What we do find is an equally
in-your-face first-century teaching about marriage from the
lips of the Lord Jesus Himself. In Matthew 19:4-5, He puts
back to back two important verses from the foundational
creation account of Genesis 1 and 2: “Male and female He
created them (1:27) and said, ‘For this reason a man shall. .
. be joined to his wife and the two shall become one flesh’
(2:24).” (Also found in Mark 10:6-8.) This was the creation.
This was the original intent. All variations on this are
corruptions of God’s intent.

Jesus never mentioned homosexuality. . .
He didn’t have to, for the same reason we have no record of
Him denouncing nuclear war. It was unthinkable in the Jewish
culture to which He spoke. If you look in the historical
records of the time, references to homosexuality just aren’t
there. Not that it didn’t ever occur in private, but that it
was off the “radar screen,” so to speak. There were also no
advocates for same-sex relationships in the Jewish culture.
(But there were in the Gentile culture to which Paul was
called as an apostle, which explains why he addresses
homosexual behavior and calls it sin.)
Dr. Gagnon writes about Jesus,
“Telling his audience in first-century Palestine that men
should stop having sex with other males would have been met
with perplexity since the point was too well known, too
foundational, and too strongly accepted to merit mention. I
myself have never been in a church where the pastor explained
why believers shouldn’t be in a sexual relationship with
their parent, child, or sibling or shouldn’t enter a
polyamorous relationship. I have never thought that the
reason for this is that the minister was open to incest or
polyamory of an adult-committed sort.”
. . .But he roundly condemns divorce.
Again, Dr. Gagnon insightfully points out:
“Jesus takes time to condemn divorce/remarriage not because
it is a more serious violation of God’s sexual norms than
homosexual practice—or than incest or bestiality, two other
sexual offenses that Jesus also never explicitly mentions—but
because it, along with lust of the heart, was a remaining
loophole in the law of Moses that needed to be closed. The
law already clearly closed off any option for engaging in
homosexual practice, incest, bestiality, and adultery,

whatever the excuse.”
The Newsweek article closes with a quote from Ms. Miller’s
priest friend James Martin. “In his heart he believes that if
Jesus were alive today, he would reach out especially to the
gays and lesbians among us, for ‘Jesus does not want people to
be lonely and sad.'” I couldn’t agree more. I can easily
picture the Lord walking into gay bars with a warm smile on
His face and open arms, ready to look straight past the shame
that holds so many same sex attracted people in its grip, and
offer them the embrace of grace instead. But He wouldn’t be
officiating at any gay weddings. He would lovingly exhort
them, one by one, as He did the woman caught in adultery: “Go
and sin no more.” It’s true He doesn’t want people to be
lonely and sad. His intention is for the community of His body
to provide the sense of legitimate belonging and significance
that people are seeking in gay marriage. As is often the case,
the joy He offers is so much more than our too-little dreams
and hopes. But it’s freely available.
I am grateful for the insights of two excellent commentaries
on this issue:
Dan Lacich’s blog, Provocative Christian Living,
http://provocativechristian.wordpress.com/2008/12/12/newsweekmagazine-and-the-case-for-gay-marriage/,
and
Dr. Robert Gagnon’s article “More than ‘Mutual Joy’: Lisa
Miller of Newsweek against Scripture and Jesus,”
http://www.robgagnon.net/NewsweekMillerHomosexResp.htm
This commentary was originally published on Tapestry, the
Bible.org Women’s blog, and is used by permission.

Answering Arguments for SameSex Marriage – A Christian
Worldview Perspective
Kerby Anderson considers the arguments in favor or same-sex
marriage from a biblical worldview perspective. He shows that
arguments such as tolerance, equal rights, and no impact on
others do not hold up under critical examination.
As
Christians, we can love those who live a different lifestyle
without allowing them to claim their lifestyle is identical
and harmless to society.

Shouldn’t We Be Tolerant?

As more and more states are either
legalizing same-sex marriage or willing to recognize same-sex
marriages from other states, it is crucial that Christians
know how to answer arguments for same-sex marriage. We will
look at some of these arguments and provide answers from my
book, A Biblical Point of View on Homosexuality.{1}
One of the first arguments for same-sex marriage is that we
should be tolerant. We used to live in a society where the
highest value was a word with a capital T. It was the word
Truth. Today, we live in a society that has switched that word
for another word with a capital T: Tolerance.
Should we be tolerant of other people and their lifestyles?

The answer to that depends upon the definition of “tolerance.”
If by tolerance someone means we should be civil to other
people, then the answer is a resounding “yes.” In fact,
civility should be the hallmark of Christians. Jesus expressed
the goal of civility when he taught that “You shall love your
neighbor as yourself” (Matthew 22:39).
Civility also includes being gracious even in the midst of
disagreement or hostility. Other people may be disagreeable,
and we are free to disagree with them. But we should disagree
in a way that gives grace. Often such a gentle response can
change a discussion or dialogue. Proverbs 15:1 reminds us that
“a gentle answer turns away wrath.”
Civility also requires humility. A civil person acknowledges
that he or she does not possess all wisdom and knowledge.
Therefore, one should listen to others and consider the
possibility that they might be right and that he is wrong.
Philippians 2:3 says, “Do nothing from selfishness or empty
conceit, but with humility of mind let each of you regard one
another as more important than himself.”
There is also an important distinction we should make between
judging a person and judging their sinful behavior. Some have
said that the most frequently quoted Bible verse is no longer
John 3:16 but Matthew 7:1. It is where Jesus says, “Do not
judge, or you too will be judged.” People misuse this verse
all the time to say you should not judge anything another
person does.
The context of this verse is important. It seems that what
Jesus was condemning was a critical or judgmental spirit. It
is a judging spirit when someone believes they are superior to
you. Jesus was obviously not saying that people should not
make judgments. A few verses later Jesus calls certain people
“pigs” and “dogs” (Matthew 7:6). He even calls some “wolves in
sheep’s clothing” (Matthew 7:15). There are many passages in
the Bible that admonish us to use sound judgment and

discernment (1 Kings 3:9; Proverbs 15:14; 1 Corinthians 12:10;
Philippians 1:9-10).
The Bible says that Jesus was “full of grace and truth” (John
1:14) and provides a model we should follow. We should model
both biblical compassion and biblical convictions when
considering the issue of homosexuality and same-sex marriage.

Don’t Homosexuals Deserve Equal Rights?
Each person in our society deserves equal rights. But
redefining marriage is not about equal rights but about adding
special rights to our laws and Constitution. Currently we all
have the same right to marry a person of the opposite sex who
is of a certain age and background. We don’t give people the
right to marry their siblings. We don’t give people the right
to marry a young child. As a society we have placed certain
limits on marriage but give everyone the equal right to marry
under those specified conditions.
When we redefine marriage, then all sorts of new relationships
will also vie for social acceptance. Already the legalization
of same-sex marriage in one state had resulted in the call for
the legalization of polygamy. Some gay activists are calling
for the legalization of polyamory (multiple sexual
relationships with multiple partners).
We should also realize that the government is not prohibiting
homosexuals from engaging in their behavior or even having a
partner. All government is saying is that it is not going to
redefine marriage to include same-sex relationships. And when
citizens of this country have been given an opportunity to
vote on a constitutional amendment in their state defining
marriage, they have overwhelmingly approved of the traditional
definition of marriage.
As we have already noted, the push for same-sex marriage has
been more about respect and acceptance than it has been about

rights. If government recognizes the legal validity of gay
marriage, then that places government’s “seal of approval” on
homosexuality.
Often when gay activists are calling for equal rights, they
are really asking for special benefits. Homosexuals have the
same right to marry as heterosexuals. They have the right to
marry a qualified person (age, marital status) of the opposite
sex. Homosexuals and heterosexuals cannot marry someone of the
same sex, someone who is too young, someone who is already
married, etc.
But the activists argue that because they cannot marry someone
of the same sex, they lose out on certain benefits. But that
is not a justification for redefining marriage. It may be a
justification for reconsidering the benefits we provide as a
society, but it isn’t a justification for changing the
definition of marriage.
Consider the issue of visitation rights. Gay activists argue
that government needs to grant same-sex marriage rights to
homosexuals so they will have visitation rights. But again,
this may be an argument for changing the laws concerning
visitation, but it isn’t an argument for redefining marriage.
A bigger question is whether this is really a problem. In this
day where major corporations and governmental entities are
granting domestic partnership rights, it is difficult to see
this as a problem. If such a case were brought to light people
could use public pressure to force the hospital to change its
policies.

Isn’t
Homosexual
Interracial Marriage?

Marriage

Like

When objections are raised about legalizing same-sex marriage,
proponents argued that the same concerns were said about

interracial marriage. For years gay activists have tried to
hitch their caboose to the civil rights train. While many in
the African-American community have found this comparison
offensive, the tactic is still used on a fairly regular basis.
There are significant differences between interracial marriage
and same-sex marriage. First, removing certain state laws
banning interracial marriage did not call for a redefinition
of marriage but merely an affirmation of marriage. Traditional
marriage is not about equal rights but about establishing
norms for sexual relationships within society. We ban
discrimination based on race because it is an immutable
characteristic that each person has from the moment of
conception. And the word “race” appears in the Constitution.
A person who participates in homosexual behavior is different
from someone who is born with an immutable characteristic. As
many people have pointed out, there are no former AfricanAmericans or former Asian-Americans. But there are hundreds of
people who have left homosexuality.
Actually, interracial marriage and same-sex marriage differ
from one another at the most fundamental level. The genetic
difference between various races is insignificant
biologically. A recent study of human genetic material of
different races concluded that the DNA of any two people in
the world would differ by just 2/10ths of one percent.{2} And
of this variation, only six percent can be linked to racial
categories. The remaining ninety-four percent is “within race”
variation. And the moral difference between the races is also
insignificant since the Bible teaches that God has made all of
us “from one blood” (Acts 17:26, KJV).
But even though race and ethnicity are insignificant to
marriage, gender is fundamental to marriage. There is a
profound biological difference between a man and a woman.
Marriage is defined as a bond between a man and a woman.

The Supreme Court case of Loving v. Virginia struck down state
laws prohibiting interracial marriage, arguing that marriage
is one of the “basic civil rights of man.”{3} The Supreme
Court of Minnesota later ruled in Baker v. Nelson that race
and homosexual behavior are not the same.
To legalize same-sex marriage is to change the very nature and
definition of marriage. And there is good reason to believe
that is exactly what gay activists want. Michelangelo
Signorile is a leading voice in the homosexual community. He
explained in OUT magazine that the real goal in legalizing
same-sex marriage was to radically transform marriage.{4}
He later goes on in the article to admit that the idea of the
“freedom to marry” was actually a suggestion from the Los
Angeles PR firm which they thought would be successful because
it would play well in the heterosexual world.

Does Same-Sex Marriage Hurt Traditional
Marriage?
One of the arguments against legalization of same-sex marriage
is that it will have an adverse effect on traditional
marriage. Proponents of same-sex marriage argue that it will
not have any impact. They ask, “How can my marriage to someone
of the same sex have any impact at all on your marriage?” So
what would be the consequences of same-sex marriage?
First, when the state sanctions gay marriage, it sends a
signal of legitimacy throughout the culture. Eventually
marriage becomes nothing more than sexual partnership and the
sanctity of marriage and all that goes with it is lost.
When same-sex marriage is legalized, the incidences of
cohabitation increases. This is not theory but sociological
fact. Essentially, Europe has been engaged in a social
experiment with same-sex marriage for decades.

Stanley Kurtz has written numerous articles documenting the
impact of same-sex marriage on traditional marriage in the
Scandinavian countries. When the governments of Sweden and
Norway permitted same-sex marriage, he noted a trend away from
marriage. According to Kurtz: “Marriage is slowly dying in
Scandinavia.” A majority of children in Sweden and Norway are
born out of wedlock, and sixty percent of first-born children
in Denmark have unmarried parents.{5}
A second consequence of same-sex marriage legalization would
be the complete redefinition of marriage and the introduction
of a variety of marital relationships. Already we are seeing
court cases attempting to legalize polygamy. The most
prominent case involved Utah polygamist Tom Green. He and his
lawyer used the Supreme Court case of Lawrence v. Texas as a
legal foundation for his marriage to multiple wives.{6} It is
interesting to note that when the Supreme Court rendered its
decision in the Lawrence case, Justice Antonin Scalia warned
that the decision could lead to the legalization of same-sex
marriage and the redefinition of marriage.{7}
Traditional marriage rests on the foundation of biblical
teaching as well as cultural tradition. Theology, legal
precedent, and historical experience all support the
traditional definition of marriage. Once you begin to redefine
marriage, any sexual relationship can be called marriage.
Third, the redefinition of marriage will ultimately destroy
marriage as we know it. For many gay activists, the goal is
not to have lots of same-sex marriages. Their goal is to
destroy the institution of marriage.
Stanley Kurtz believes that once same-sex marriage is
legalized, “marriage will be transformed into a variety of
relationship contracts, linking two, three or more individuals
(however weakly or temporarily) in every conceivable
combination of male and female.”{8}

Does Legalization of Same-Sex Marriage
Really Affect Families?
Those who oppose same-sex marriage often point to the
connection between marriage and family. Traditional marriage
provides a moral and legal structure for children. Proponents
of gay marriage point out that many marriages do not have
children. Thus, the connection is irrelevant.
While it is true that some marriages do not result in children
due to choice or infertility, that does not invalidate the
public purpose of marriage. Marriage, after all, is a public
institution that brings together a father and mother to bring
children into the world. Individuals may have all sorts of
private reasons for marrying, but there is an established
public purpose for marriage.
If couples choose not to have children or are not able to have
children, it does not invalidate this public purpose. There is
a distinction between purpose and use. Over the years I have
written a number of books. I would like to believe that every
person who has a copy of one of my books has read it. I know
that is not true. Some sit on shelves and some sit in boxes.
Others sit in used bookstores. The fact that some people don’t
read my books doesn’t mean they were not intended to be read.
Likewise, we shouldn’t assume that the connection between
marriage and family is insignificant simply because some
couples do not or cannot have children. One of the public
purposes of traditional marriage is procreation.
At the center of every civilization is the family. There may
be other social and political structures, but civilizations
survive when the family survives. And they fall apart when the
family falls apart. Michael Novak, former professor and winner
of the Templeton Prize for Progress in Religion, put it this
way: “One unforgettable law has been learned through all the
oppressions, disasters, and injustices of the last thousand

years: if things go well with the family, life is worth
living; when the family falters, life falls apart.”{9}
Marriage between a man and a woman produce children that allow
a civilization to exist and persist. Marriage begins the
foundation of a family. Families are the foundation of a
civilization.
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Heterosexual and Homosexual
Marriages – Are Straight and
Gay Marriages Identical?
Although Kerby wrote this article before same-sex marriage was
legalized, his assessment of homosexual relationships has not
changed because the intrinsically disordered nature of samesex relationships has not changed. He identifies the
measurable benefits of heterosexual marriage over other types
of family set ups. Then he considers the difficulties
introduced by homosexual marriage in obtaining the same
benefits. With the fundamental differences between
them, considering them to be equivalent will not make it so.
Is there any difference between heterosexual
marriage and homosexual marriage? We are told that
there is essentially no difference between the two
and thus marriage status should be granted to
anyone of any sexual orientation. This is not true
(as I discuss in more detail in my book A Biblical Point of
View on Homosexuality{1}).
Traditional, Heterosexual Marriage
Let’s begin by talking about the benefits of traditional
marriage. Traditional marriage is the foundation of
civilization. So before we even consider the impact of
homosexuality, same-sex marriage, and other alternative
lifestyles, we should consider the benefits of traditional
marriage to society.

An excellent summary of the studies done on
married people can be found in the book, The Case for
Marriage: Why Married People are Happier, Healthier, and
Better off Financially by Linda Waite and Maggie Gallagher.{2}
Here are just a few of the many findings from the research:
• Married people are much happier and likely to be less
unhappy than any other group of people.
• Married people live up to eight years longer than divorced
or never-married people.
• Married people suffer less from long-term illnesses than
those who are unmarried.
• Married people are less likely to engage in unhealthy
behaviors such as drug and alcohol abuse.
• Married people have twice the amount of sex as single people
and report greater levels of satisfaction in the area of
sexual intimacy.
A look at individual studies by social scientists also
confirms these conclusions. For example, married men and women
report greater satisfaction with family life.{3} Married
couples report greater sexual satisfaction.{4} Married women
report higher levels of physical and psychological health.{5}
Married people experience less depression.{6}
Researchers at the Heritage Foundation have also compiled
numerous statistics that also demonstrate the positive impact
of marriage. Traditional marriages have higher incomes when
compared to step families, cohabiting couples, or those who

never married.{7} Traditional marriages also result in lower
welfare costs to society when compared to divorced couples or
out-of-wedlock births.{8} Married women are less likely to be
victims of domestic violence, and married couples are more
likely to be happy and less likely to attempt suicide.{9}
The studies compiled by the Heritage Foundation also found
many positive effects on children.{10} For example, they found
that:
• Children in married families are less like to suffer serious
child abuse.
• Children in married families are less likely to end up in
jail as adults.
• Children in married families are less likely to be depressed
as adolescents.
• Children in married families are less likely to be expelled
from school.
• Children in married families are less likely to repeat a
grade in school.
• Children in married families are less likely to have
developmental problems.
• Children in married families are less likely to have
behavioral problems.
• Children in married families are less likely to use drugs
(marijuana, cocaine).
• Children in married families are less likely to be sexually
active.
Children benefit from traditional marriage in the same way
just as was previously mentioned adults. For example, they are
better off financially. The National Longitudinal Survey of

Youth found that child poverty dramatically increased outside
of intact marriages.{11} Children in married homes are
generally healthier physically and emotionally when they reach
adulthood than children from other home situations.{12}
Although these are relatively recent studies, the conclusions
have been known for much longer. In the 1930s, British
anthropologist J.D. Unwin studied 86 cultures that stretched
across 5,000 years. He found that when a society restricted
sex to marriage, it thrived. However, he also found that when
a society weakened the sexual ethic of marriage, it
deteriorated and eventually disintegrated.{13}

Differences
Between
Heterosexual
Marriages and Homosexual Marriages
Are heterosexual couples and homosexual couples different? The
popular media treats heterosexual couples and homosexual
couples as if they are no different. One headline proclaimed,
“Married and Gay Couples Not All that Different,” and
essentially said they were just like the couple next door.{14}
There is good reason to question that assumption. Dr. Timothy
Dailey has compiled numerous statistics that demonstrate
significant differences.{15} He shows that “committed”
homosexual relationships are radically different from married
couples in at least six ways: relationship duration, monogamy
vs. promiscuity, relationship commitment, number of children
being raised, health risks, and rates of intimate partner
violence.
Consider the duration of a relationship. Gay activists often
point to high divorce rates among married couples, suggesting
that heterosexuals fare no better than homosexuals. Research
shows, however, that male homosexual relationships last only a
fraction of the length of most marriages. By contrast, the
National Center for Health Statistics reported that 66% of

first marriages last ten years or longer, with 50% lasting
twenty years or longer.{16}
Various studies of homosexual relationships show a much
different picture. For example, the Gay/Lesbian Consumer
Online Census of nearly 8,000 homosexuals found that only 15%
described their “current relationship” lasting twelve years or
longer.{17} A study of homosexual men in the Netherlands
published in the journal AIDS found that the “duration of
steady partnerships” was one and a half years.{18} In a study
of male homosexuality in reported in Western Sexuality:
Practice and Precept in Past and Present Times, Pollak found
that “few homosexual relationships last longer than two years,
with many men reporting hundreds of lifetime partners.”{19}
Another key difference is “monogamy versus promiscuity.”
Married heterosexual couples are more monogamous than the
popular culture and media would have you believe. A national
survey published in the Journal of Sex Research found that 77%
of married men and 88% of married women had remained faithful
to their marriage vows.{20} A national survey in The Social
Organization of Sexuality: Sexual Practices in the United
States came to essentially the same conclusions (75% of
husbands and 85% of wives).{21}
By contrast, homosexuals were much less monogamous and much
more promiscuous. In the classic study by Bell and Weinberg,
they found that 43% of white male homosexuals had sex with 500
or more partners, with 28% having 1,000 or more sex
partners.{22} And a Dutch study of partnered homosexuals,
published in the journal AIDS, found that men with a steady
partner nevertheless had an average of eight sexual partners
per year.{23}
The authors of The Male Couple reported that in their study of
156 males in homosexual relationships lasting from 1 to 37
years, “Only seven couples have a totally exclusive sexual

relationship, and these men all have been together for less
than five years. Stated another way, all couples with a
relationship lasting more than five years have incorporated
some provision for outside sexual activity in their
relationships.”{24} They also found that most homosexual men
understood sexual relations outside the relationship to be the
norm, and usually viewed standards of monogamy as an act of
oppression.
A third difference between heterosexual and homosexual couples
is “level of commitment.” Timothy Dailey argues: “If
homosexuals and lesbians truly desired the same kind of
commitment signified by marriage, then one would expect them
to take advantage of the opportunity to enter into civil
unions or registered partnerships.”{25} This would provide
them with legal recognition as well as legal rights. However,
it is clear that few homosexuals and lesbians have chosen to
take advantage of these various unions (same-sex marriage,
civil unions, domestic partnerships), suggesting a difference
in commitment compared with married couples.
These three differences (along with others detailed by Timothy
Dailey) demonstrate a significant difference between
heterosexual and homosexual relationships. Gay and lesbian
couples appear less likely to commit themselves to the type of
monogamous relationship found in traditional marriage.

Is It Natural?
Many in the homosexual movement say that their feelings are
natural. Often they even say that their feelings are Godgiven. So how could they be wrong? Years ago Debbie Boone sang
a song with the lyrics, “How can it be so wrong when it feels
so right?” That is the argument from many in the homosexual
movement. It feels natural, so it must be natural.
But God’s character as revealed in the Bible should be our

standard. There are many sinful acts that feel natural, but
that does not mean they are moral. Romans 1:26-27 makes it
very clear that these passions are unnatural:
For this reason God gave them over to degrading passions;
for their women exchanged the natural function for that
which is unnatural, and in the same way also the men
abandoned the natural function of the woman and burned in
their desire toward one another, men with men committing
indecent acts and receiving in their own persons the due
penalty of their error.
Homosexual desires and temptations may feel natural to some
people, but they are not what God intends for human beings.
Any sexual encounter outside of marriage is immoral. The Bible
refers to the sin of sexual immorality nearly four dozen
times. Homosexuality, along with fornication and adultery, are
all examples of sexual immorality.
Although God created a perfect world (Genesis 1-2), it was
spoiled by sin. The effects of sin impact us physically,
emotionally, and spiritually. Homosexual temptation, like
other sexual temptations, is a result of the fall (Genesis 3).
When Jesus was confronted by the Pharisees, He reminded them
that God “created them from the beginning made them male and
female, and said, ‘for this reason a man shall leave his
father and mother and be joined to his wife, and the two shall
become one flesh'” (Matthew 19:4-5).
Although there is a concerted effort to push for homosexual
marriage within our society, we have seen in this article that
there are fundamental differences between heterosexual
marriage and homosexual marriage. For more information on this
topic, visit the Probe website and read many of our other
articles on homosexuality. And you might pick up a copy of my
book, A Biblical Point of View on Homosexuality.
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