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Homosexuality- the Catholic teaching (Year of Faith lesson no.7) Introduction: Homosexuality is the manifestation of sexual desire toward a member of one's own sex or the erotic activity with a member of the same sex. A lesbian is a female homosexual. The words "homosexuality" and "lesbianism" were first coined in the second half of the nineteenth century. More recently the term "gay" has come into popular use to refer to both sexes who are homosexuals. The original meaning of the word was merry, exuberant, bright, and lively. The clever cooption of the word "gay" by homosexuals has robbed it of its original meaning, thereby corrupting a once perfectly good word. In the USA, the Republican Party and the Democrat Party take opposite positions. Some Christian denominations, too, take differing stands. No wonder! The psychologists and moral theologians differ in their explanations of the behavior of homosexuals. The "gay-rights" activists argue for job benefits for domestic gay partners, civil recognition for gay marriages, the right of the gay couples to bear their own children using modern reproductive technologies, equal access to adoption, and anti-discrimination statutes. Evil in any form is a problem in the church. Unfortunately, there are ministers, priests, and rabbis who never talk about sin. Thus "sin" has effectively become unreal, and sinful behavior has become acceptable. When sin gets its victim into serious difficulties, the psychiatrist and psychologist tell him he is sick. Hence, the teaching authority of the  Church must face the fact of sin squarely and teach plainly God's view of the morality of homosexual behavior based on the Holy Scripture, apostolic tradition and pastoral prudence.  
The Bible on homosexuality: In Old Testament times in Israel, God dealt severely with homosexuals. The book of Genesis tells us that God demolished two cities, Sodom and Gomorrah, for the sin of male with male sexual relations, (sodomy). Gen 19:5 confirms that the Sodomites’ sin is sodomy.  The men of Sodom mistake the two angels for men and, surrounding Lot’s house, demand to have sex with them by yelling to Lot, “Where are the men who came to you tonight? Bring them out to us, that we may know them (Gen. 19:5). The Hebrew for “to know” (yadah) in Gen 19:5), means to have sexual relations. In fact, 2 Pet 2:6-8 says that Lot witnessed their evil sexual practices “day after day.” Jude, in verse 7 of his letter, also confirms the Sodomites’ sin is sodomy. The Sodomites’ sin was daily and pervasive.  Later, we find God warning His people through Moses, "You shall not lie with a male as with a woman; it is an abomination" (Lev. 18:22) "If a man also lie with mankind, as he lies with a woman, both of them have committed an abomination: they shall surely be put to death; their blood shall be upon them" (Leviticus 20:13). Every Jew knew that sodomy was an abomination, a disgusting practice to be loathed, hated. This was God's attitude toward that evil practice. He hated it to the extent that He considered it worthy of punishment by death. In the New Testament, Paul called homosexual activity among both men and women "unnatural" and pointed out that there are consequences for acting in such a way: “Women exchanged natural relations for unnatural, and the men likewise gave up natural relations with women and were consumed with passion for one another, men committing shameless acts with men and receiving in their own persons the due penalty for their error.” (Rom. 1:26–27). Paul clarified that the penalty for homosexual activity (as well as some other sins) is the loss of salvation: “Do you not know that the unrighteous will not inherit the kingdom of God? Do not be deceived; neither the immoral, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, nor sexual perverts, nor thieves, nor the greedy, nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor robbers will inherit the kingdom of God” (1 Cor. 6:9–10). Here we see that people with homosexual desires are called to the same standard as people with heterosexual desires: sexual activity outside marriage is immoral for anyone and everyone. Someone with heterosexual desires may experience lust for someone other than his or her spouse, but while this is a natural desire, fulfilling it would be immoral. Similarly, someone with homosexual desires experiences desire for someone who is not, and can not be, his or her spouse but cannot morally indulge this desire. Paul said: “The law is not laid down for the just but for the lawless and disobedient, for the ungodly and sinners, for the unholy and profane, for murderers of fathers and murderers of mothers, for manslayers, immoral persons, sodomites, kidnapers, liars, perjurers, and whatever else is contrary to sound doctrine” (1 Tim. 1:9–10). Rom. 1:26 instructs that a woman lying with another women (lesbianism) is unnatural and a perversion. 
The Catholic teaching: The Catholic Church embraces the core moral distinction between being homosexual in orientation and the choice of doing (or not doing) homosexual sexual acts. The Catholic bishops in the United States noted in their 1990 document Human Sexuality: "The distinction between being homosexual, and doing homosexual genital actions, while not always clear and convincing, is a helpful and important one when dealing with the complex issue of homosexuality, particularly in the educational and pastoral arena" (Human Sexuality, #56). According to the Catechism of the Catholic Church, (#2357-8) evidence indicates that being homosexual—that is, "experienc(ing) an exclusive or predominant sexual attraction toward persons of the same sex"—is most often an experience that is discovered, not freely chosen. Such an attraction is not in itself morally wrong or sinful. In other words, since in most cases it is discerned or discovered, not freely chosen, it is not automatically blameworthy (Human Sexuality, #55; Catechism, #2358). Thus the Church has taken a fairly benign or accepting stance toward homosexual persons—who discover their desires and inclinations (i.e., orientation) toward same-sex sexual activity. Yet the Church has consistently taught that to act on these inclinations, particularly to engage in homosexual genital acts, male or female, is always objectively and morally wrong, as it is wrong and sinful for heterosexual persons to have sex outside marriage. In Catholic belief, "marriage is a faithful, exclusive and lifelong union between one man and one woman, joined as husband and wife in an intimate partnership of life and love," the 47-bishop committee said in a statement released Sept. 10. They also clarified that "what are called 'homosexual unions,' because they do not express full human complementarity and because they are inherently nonprocreative, cannot be given the status of marriage. The bishops cited a recent Vatican document that called legal recognition of same-sex unions "gravely unjust."
 Accept the sinner with his orientation, not his sinful actions. In Human Sexuality, #55 the U.S. Catholic bishops state that “it is only within a heterosexual marital relationship that genital sexual activity is morally acceptable because only within marriage does sexual intercourse fully symbolize the Creator’s dual design, as an act of covenant love, with the potential of co-creating new human life. Therefore, homosexual genital activity is considered immoral." Here the same moral principles are applied to homosexual and heterosexual persons. The Vatican documents call such homosexual acts "intrinsically disordered" because homosexual sex acts are wholly non-procreative. Therefore, the Church calls all homosexual persons, like their single heterosexual counterparts, to be chaste, that is, sexually appropriate for their uncommitted, unmarried state in life. For the homosexuals it is a difficult challenge and a lifelong cross to carry because while the heterosexual couples can anticipate marriage-to-come, the gay or lesbian couples cannot expect a future Church approved sacramental union. 

 Accept the homosexuals with compassion: The Vatican as well as Catholic bishops in this country promise that the Church’s ministers will not be lacking in compassion. They counsel a measure of prudence in the confessional setting as well as a special degree of pastoral care (Catechism, #2358-2359; Human Sexuality, #55-56; Declaration on Sexual Ethics, #8; To Live in Christ Jesus, #52). Hence, the Church gives strong warning against prejudice and discrimination in the heterosexual majority against the homosexual minority. "Mindful of the inherent and abiding dignity of every human person" the Catholic bishops reaffirm that "homosexual persons, like everyone else, should not suffer from prejudice against their basic human rights. They have a right to respect, friendship and justice. They should have an active role in the Christian community" (Human Sexuality, #55; To Live in Christ Jesus, #52). The Catechism repeats this warning: "Every sign of unjust discrimination in their regard should be avoided" (#2358). Here is the strong warning from Vatican’s Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith:  "It is deplorable that homosexual persons have been and are the object of violent malice in speech, or in action. Such treatment deserves condemnation from the Church’s pastors wherever it occurs" (Letter to the Bishops of the World on the Pastoral Care of Homosexual Persons, #10). The U.S. bishops exhort the heterosexuals to get rid of their fears about homosexuality and to avoid the humor and discrimination that offend homosexual persons.

 Advice to parents of homosexual children: In October 1997, the U.S. bishops’ Committee on Marriage and Family published Always Our Children: A Pastoral Message to Parents of Homosexual Children and Suggestions for Pastoral Ministers. In July of 1998 a revised version of Always Our Children was reissued, now with Vatican support. The purpose of the statement is "to reach out to parents who are trying to cope with the discovery of homosexuality in a child who is an adolescent or an adult." The bishops of the Marriage and Family Life Committee want to encourage parents and families to accept, love and walk together with their gay son or lesbian daughter. Parental non-acceptance has caused some teen suicides. Some young gay men and lesbian women attempt heterosexual marriage, in an effort to "turn themselves around" or to "hide" their orientation within a socially accepted marriage covenant. Later, discovery of homosexuality in the spouse will be fatal blow to the marriage, endangering the children’s welfare. But the "coming-out" process, sometimes called "coming out of the closet," before a marriage is not an easy transition for the gay or lesbian person or for one’s family and loved ones. Hence, it takes time, support, patience and often professional help for a gay or lesbian person to accept his/her orientation and to sort out the moral do’s and don’ts of sexual activity. Like their gay or lesbian relative, other family members may need some time to do their own "coming-out" process about a homosexual son, daughter or loved one. Granting to all involved the time, space, patience and love needed for this acceptance process is a key focus of Always Our Children document. 

Practical suggestions for homosexual persons: Be aware that once you "come out," family, friends and colleagues may need the same time, patience and grace to work through their own subsequent pain and acceptance issues as you needed in the first place. While anti-gay and anti-lesbian discrimination continually needs to be challenged, don’t show your protest by experimenting with genital and non-genital boundaries or by catty or campy behavior. (L/12)
Sources: 1) http://www.usccb.org/issues-and-action/human-life-and-dignity/homosexuality/always-our-children.cfm  2) Vatican document: http://www.vatican.va/roman_curia/congregations/cfaith/documents/rc_con_cfaith_doc_19861001_homosexual-persons_en.html, 3)  http://strangenotions.com/does-the-bible-support-same-sex-marriage/ 

 http://www.catholic.com/tracts/homosexuality, 4)  5)http://www.americancatholic.org/newsletters/cu/ac0892.asp,  6)http://www.catholic.com/thisrock/2006/0604btb.asp, 

7)http://www.americancatholic.org/Newsletters/CU/ac0799.asp  
8) https://www.americancatholic.org/News/Homosexuality/default.asp
9) Homosexual misinterpretations and  objections against Catholic teaching: http://www.dignityusa.org/faq.html  

10) http://www.catholicculture.org/culture/library/view.cfm?recnum=887 
For  the previous Faith Formation Lessons, visit http://stjohngrandbay.org/  
Pope Benedict on Homosexual “Marriage”
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Why does the Catholic Church teach that marriage is only between a man and a woman, and how should we respond to calls for homosexual “marriage”?

The issue of homosexual “marriage” is a controversial one today.

It is being voted into law, or imposed by courts, across the United States and across the world.

What does the Catholic Church have to say on the subject, and why does it teach what it does?

Here we offer an “interview” with Pope Benedict XVI that draws on his previous writings on the subject of homosexuality, on giving legal recognition to homosexual unions, and on the duties of Catholic politicians.

1) Your Holiness, thank you for joining us today. You recently referred to the “powerful political and cultural currents seeking to alter the legal definition of marriage” in the United States. How should the Catholic Church in America respond to such pressure?

The Church’s conscientious effort to resist this pressure calls for a reasoned defense of marriage as a natural institution consisting of a specific communion of persons, essentially rooted in the complementarity of the sexes and oriented to procreation.

Sexual differences cannot be dismissed as irrelevant to the definition of marriage.

Defending the institution of marriage as a social reality is ultimately a question of justice, since it entails safeguarding the good of the entire human community and the rights of parents and children alike.

2) Many try to dismiss this as a matter of religion and say that it should have no place in a modern, pluralistic society. What do you say?

Since this question relates to the natural moral law, the arguments that follow are addressed not only to those who believe in Christ, but to all persons committed to promoting and defending the common good of society.

The Church’s teaching on marriage and on the complementarity of the sexes reiterates a truth that is evident to right reason and recognized as such by all the major cultures of the world.

No ideology can erase from the human spirit the certainty that marriage exists solely between a man and a woman.

3) Many people think think of homosexual unions as on par with heterosexual unions–only with the genders changed. What should we make of this view?

There are absolutely no grounds for considering homosexual unions to be in any way similar or even remotely analogous to God’s plan for marriage and family.

Marriage is holy, while homosexual acts go against the natural moral law. Homosexual acts close the sexual act to the gift of life. They do not proceed from a genuine affective and sexual complementarity. Under no circumstances can they be approved.

Sacred Scripture condemns homosexual acts as a serious depravity (cf. Rom 1:24-27; 1 Cor 6:10; 1 Tim 1:10).

This judgment of Scripture does not of course permit us to conclude that all those who suffer from this anomaly are personally responsible for it, but it does attest to the fact that homosexual acts are intrinsically disordered.

This same moral judgment is found in many Christian writers of the first centuries and is unanimously accepted by Catholic Tradition.

4) What does this say about people with same-sex attraction? How should they be treated? And how should they view their situation?

According to the teaching of the Church, men and women with homosexual tendencies must be accepted with respect, compassion and sensitivity. Every sign of unjust discrimination in their regard should be avoided.

They are called, like other Christians, to live the virtue of chastity. The homosexual inclination is, however, objectively disordered, and homosexual practices are sins gravely contrary to chastity.

5) Why shouldn’t the State give legal recognition to homosexual relationships, the same way it does to heterosexuals united in marriage?

Homosexual unions are totally lacking in the biological and anthropological elements of marriage and family which would be the basis, on the level of reason, for granting them legal recognition.

Such unions are not able to contribute in a proper way to the procreation and survival of the human race.

Society owes its continued survival to the family, founded on marriage. The inevitable consequence of legal recognition of homosexual unions would be the redefinition of marriage, which would become, in its legal status, an institution devoid of essential reference to factors linked to heterosexuality; for example, procreation and raising children.

6) Homosexual relationships will exist whether or not they are given legal recognition by the State. Some argue that the State is simply giving legal recognition to a reality which does not seem to cause injustice to anyone. What do you say?

In this area, one needs first to reflect on the difference between homosexual behaviour as a private phenomenon and the same behaviour as a relationship in society, foreseen and approved by the law, to the point where it becomes one of the institutions in the legal structure.

This second phenomenon is not only more serious, but also assumes a more wide-reaching and profound influence, and would result in changes to the entire organization of society, contrary to the common good.

Civil laws are structuring principles of man’s life in society, for good or for ill. They play a very important and sometimes decisive role in influencing patterns of thought and behaviour.

Lifestyles and the underlying presuppositions these express not only externally shape the life of society, but also tend to modify the younger generation’s perception and evaluation of forms of behaviour. Legal recognition of homosexual unions would obscure certain basic moral values and cause a devaluation of the institution of marriage.

7) What about using methods of artificial reproduction–or allowing homosexual couples to adopt children?

The possibility of using recently discovered methods of artificial reproduction, beyond involving a grave lack of respect for human dignity, does nothing to alter this inadequacy.

As experience has shown, the absence of sexual complementarity in these unions creates obstacles in the normal development of children who would be placed in the care of such persons. They would be deprived of the experience of either fatherhood or motherhood.

Allowing children to be adopted by persons living in such unions would actually mean doing violence to these children, in the sense that their condition of dependency would be used to place them in an environment that is not conducive to their full human development.

8) What about the charge that homosexuals should not be discriminated against?

The principles of respect and non-discrimination cannot be invoked to support legal recognition of homosexual unions.

Differentiating between persons or refusing social recognition or benefits is unacceptable only when it is contrary to justice.

The denial of the social and legal status of marriage to forms of cohabitation that are not and cannot be marital is not opposed to justice; on the contrary, justice requires it.

Not even in a remote analogous sense do homosexual unions fulfil the purpose for which marriage and family deserve specific categorical recognition.

On the contrary, there are good reasons for holding that such unions are harmful to the proper development of human society, especially if their impact on society were to increase.

9) Some have proposed splitting marriage in two, so that there are a civil (State) marriages that are open to homosexuals and religious (Church) marriages that are not. Why shouldn’t the State pursue this course?

Because married couples ensure the succession of generations and are therefore eminently within the public interest, civil law grants them institutional recognition.

Homosexual unions, on the other hand, do not need specific attention from the legal standpoint since they do not exercise this function for the common good.

10) In some places in America homosexual unions–either “civil partnerships” or outright homosexual “marriage”–have obtained force of law. What is a Catholic’s duty in these areas?

In those situations where homosexual unions have been legally recognized or have been given the legal status and rights belonging to marriage, clear and emphatic opposition is a duty.

One must refrain from any kind of formal cooperation in the enactment or application of such gravely unjust laws and, as far as possible, from material cooperation on the level of their application.

In this area, everyone can exercise the right to conscientious objection.

11) Many Catholic politicians in the U.S. have spoken in favor of homosexual marriage or civil unions. What is their responsibility as lawmakers?

When legislation in favor of the recognition of homosexual unions is proposed for the first time in a legislative assembly, the Catholic law-maker has a moral duty to express his opposition clearly and publicly and to vote against it.

To vote in favor of a law so harmful to the common good is gravely immoral.

When legislation in favor of the recognition of homosexual unions is already in force, the Catholic politician must oppose it in the ways that are possible for him and make his opposition known; it is his duty to witness to the truth.

12) Your Holiness, thank you for being with us today. Would you have anything to say in conclusion?

The Church teaches that respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behavior or to legal recognition of homosexual unions.

The common good requires that laws recognize, promote and protect marriage as the basis of the family, the primary unit of society.

Legal recognition of homosexual unions or placing them on the same level as marriage would mean not only the approval of deviant behavior, with the consequence of making it a model in present-day society, but would also obscure basic values which belong to the common inheritance of humanity.

The Church cannot fail to defend these values, for the good of men and women and for the good of society itself.

Thank you, Your Holiness.

