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CULTURAL AND MEDICAL MYTHS
ABOUT HOMOSEXUALITY
Michael A. Grisanti
Professor of Old Testament
Three questions n eed to be answered regarding cultural and medical myths
about homo sexuality: (1) Is there a “gay gene”? In giving a positive answer, some
sources cite two categ ories, n ature and nurture. Behavioral genetics have sought and
allegedly found a source for homosexuality, but many scientists have strong questions
about beha vioral gen etics. Various studies hav e failed to pro ve co nclusively that a
“gay gene” exists. (2) Is it possible for a person to change sexual orientation from
being hom osexual to hetero sexual? The current consensu s in the mental h ealth
profession is that attempts to convert a homosexual to a heterosexual are too likely
to be harm ful. A p ossibility of cha nge has b een dem onstrated, but worldwide
consensus continues to view such a change as impossible because of biological and
psychiatric factors. Studies by Spitzer and Jones/Yarhouse have identified examples
of change without harm to individuals involved. (3 ) How have hom osexual a ctivists
impacted modern culture throughout the world? Various piece s of legislation, both
national and international, have put at risk anyon e wh o da res to oppo se ho mo sexuality. Even some ecclesiastical leaders have softened their tone in speaking against
this sexual deviation.
*****
I must admit that earlier in 2008 I approached my Faculty Lecture as I
approached writing this article, with a bit o f fear and trepidation. I can identify with
the prophet Amos when he affirmed, “I was neither a prophet nor a prophet’s son”
(Amos 7:14). I am not a geneticist or the son of a geneticist. I am not a biologist or
the son of a biologist. And I am not a cultural anthropologist or the son of one. I am
primarily and gladly a student of Scripture. And even more narrow than that, my
focus has been principally on the OT. With that in mind, I venture into regions of
knowledge that are not areas I have mastered. I offer the following observations
based on much hard work and research, but with humility in light of my limitations
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as a no n-scientist. 1
Most of those who will read this article are much more interested in biblical
studies rather than science, let alone genetics, psychiatry, psych ology, and so ciology.
Regard less, I would encourage readers to give attention to today’s issues as a way to
understand better and b e mo re able to minister to people who e ither who leheartedly
supp ort or struggle w ith hom osexuality.
This article deals with three major issues. First o f all, is there a “gay gene”?
Secondly, is it possible for a person to change sexual orientation from being
homosexual to heterosexual? Thirdly, how have homosexual activists impacted
modern culture throughout the world?
Is There a “Gay Gene”?
On July 15 , 199 3, National Pub lic Radio (i.e., NPR) reported a new study
that was due to be released the next day. The tenor of the report suggested that
someone had finally discovered a gene that causes homosexuality. NPR added a few
quiet caveats at the end of their report, ignored by most listeners. 2 The next day, the
Wa ll Street Journal head lined the ir repo rt: “Rese arch P oints tow ard a Gay Gene.” 3
The subtitle said “Normal Variation,” affirming the opinion of the article’s author
that homo sexuality was a normal variation of human behavior. At the bottom of the
last paragraph on the last page, deep within the paper, a geneticist offered his opinion
that this gene might only be associated with homosexuality and not the cause of it. 4
Regard less, for most of the world the discovery had been made and now the political
wheels began to turn (leading to the p ush for protection of civil rights, laws against
discrimination, civil unions, gay marriage, etc.).
As part of this issue of a “gay gen e,” it is essential to offer a b asic definition
of “sexual orientation.” It “typically refers to the directionality of a person’s sexual
attraction” or “their sexual pred ispositions.” 5 The vario us theories that seek to

1
I do teach a biblical ethics course with some regularity and have dabbled in the questions this
article addresses, but I realistically understand that I am not an expert in this complicated area.
2

Jeffrey S atinover, Ho mo sexu ality a nd th e Po litics o f Tru th (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1996) 109.

3

“Research Points toward a Gay Gene,” Wall Street Journal, 16 July 1993.

4

Even the scientist referred to as the source for this report, a gay man, D r. Ham er of the United
States Na tional Institutes of Health, never claimed to have found a gene determining hom osex uality. In
another setting he stated: “We have not found the gene—w hich we don’t think exists—for sexual
orientation” (R. M cKie, “The M yth of th e G ay Gen e,” The Press [J uly 30, 1 993]:9). He d id claim to have
found evide nc e th at s om e m ale ho m osex ua lity w as pass ed thr ou gh fem ale mem bers of a fam ily (cf. N eil
and Briar W hitehead , My G enes M ade M e Do It!: A Scientific Look at Sexual Orientation [Lafayette, La.:
Hun tington House, 19 99] 13 5).
5
Stanton L. Jones and Mark A. Ya rhous e, Ex-Gays?: A Longitudinal Study of Religiously Mediated
Change in Sexual Orientation (Downers Grove, Ill.: InterVarsity, 2007) 27.
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explain the source for or basis of a person’s sexual orientation fall into two broad
categories: nature or nurture (or some comb ination o f the two).
Nature
For the last three dec ades, there ha s been a resurgence of research in genetic
studies as relates to providing cures for diseases as well as finding the ge netic basis
for certain beha viors. D uring this time researche rs have discovered genes respo nsible
for Huntington’s disease, cystic fibrosis, muscular dystrophy, and others. Researchers have made great progress on mapping the human genome and by the end of the
twentieth century determined the genetic ba sis for 450 p hysical conditions. 6
Th is success led some scientists to pursue genetic causes for various
behavioral patterns. Consequently, a category of study—behavioral genetics—came
into being. The various studies mentioned below pursue some kind o f genetic
explanation for homosexuality as a human behavior. However, in addition to the
com ments given for each of the method ologies discu ssed b elow, it is important to
understand that numerous scientists have far-reaching questions about the clarity of
behavio ral genetics.
One example is this quote by Charles Mann, a regular contributor to
Science: “Time and time again, scientists have claimed that particular genes or
chromosomal regions are associated with behavioral traits, only to withdra w their
findings when they were not re plicated. ‘Unfortunately,’ says Y ale’s Gelernter, ‘it’s
hard to come up with many’ findings linking specific genes to complex human
behaviors that have bee n replicated.” 7 Mann ad ds: “All were announced with great
fanfare; all were greeted unskeptically in the popular press; all are now in disrep ute.” 8
This does not signify that there are absolutely no genetic factors that could impact or
give rise to ho mosexual behavior. N evertheless, it affirms that the alleged genetic
basis of certain kinds o f behavior is very amb iguous and is still open to debate. It is
important to keep this in mind since the med ia in general and homosexual activists
in particular igno re the ge netic evidenc e’s lack o f clarity.
The broad consensu s in the general p opulation is that few people actually
choose to have a homosexual or heterosexual orientation. Instead, they simply find
themselves experiencing a same-sex or opposite-sex attraction as part of who they
are. The first category used to describe the source for a person’s sexual orientation,
nature, refers to some kind of biological antecedent. The evidence for the biological
or genetic cause o f homosexuality includ es research o n twin stud ies, differences in

6

Ne il and B riar W hitehead , M y G ene s M ade M e D o It! 135-36.

7

Charles C. M ann, “B ehavioral Genetics in Transition,” Science 264/5166 (June 17, 1994):1687.

8

Ibid.
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brain structure, gene scans, and prenatal hormone exposure.9 Only the first two of
these will be discussed in any de tail.
Concordance rates found in twins’ studies
Twins have been invaluable to medical research for a numb er of decades.
Sad ly, during World War II, horrific experiments were performed on twins by the
Nazis. Mo re recently, most twin studies are performed as a way of addressing
various maladies. T win “registers” exist in different countries and are the foundation
for modern twin studies. Scientists are organizing a gigantic Euro pean register (with
a projected 600,00 0 memb ers).1 0 However, one o f the largest in use at present is in
Australia, with more than 25,000 twins listed.1 1 Various scholars have worked
through different twin registries to find identical twins in which at least one twin has
“same sex attraction.” They then consider the frequency with which the other twin
has those same tendencies (“concord ance”).
Foundational studies (1991, 1993)
Bailey, Pillard, and their colleagues initially published two studies dealing
with male and fem ale twins that established the pub lic perception that there is a
strong genetic component to the causation of a homosexual orientation. 1 2
Key terms. Seve ral terms com mon ly occur in discussions o f the gene tic
issues as they relate to ho mosexuality. The first one is “identical twins” or
“monozygotic” (from “one egg”). These children share the exact same genes and
hence are always the same sex and have same eye color. They are identical in every
biolo gical characteristic that is caused by the genes. The second term involves

9
Various other poten tial sou rces of evid enc es fo r a na tural ca use of ho m osex uality have been and
are being suggested. This article cannot be exhaustive in presenting all the possible suggested
alternatives. The most comm only cited sources of evidence receive attention here.
10
Ne il a nd Bria r W h ite he ad , u pd ate d c ha pte r fro m My Genes M ade M e Do It!—A Scientific Look
at Sexual Orientation, http://www.m ygenes.co.nz/down load.htm (ch. 10 , p. 1) (accessed 9 /2/2008); cf.
“Studies of European Volunteer Twins to Identify Genes Underlying Common Di seases,”
http://w ww.g eno m eutw in.org /inde x.h tm (acc esse d 9/2 /200 8); O . Q uinta na T rias, “ Ge nom EU twin : A
European Co m m unity F ram ew ork 5 Fun ctional Genomics Special Initiative,” Twin Research , 6/5
(October 1, 2003):353, http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content /aap/twr/2003/00000006/00000005
/art00001;jsessionid=5hkoff3ao8bu8.alice (acc esse d 9/2 /200 8); cf . D orret I. B oom sm a, “T win Registers
in Europe: An Overview,” Twin Research and Hum an Genetics 1/1 (February 1998):34-51.
11
M . M . Br aun , N . E. C apo raso , W . F. P age, a nd R . N . H oove r, “G ene tic C om pon ent of Lung
Cancer: Cohort Study of Twins,” Th e La nce t 344 (1994):440-43.
12
J. M. B ailey and R. C. Pillard, “A Genetic Study of Male Sexual Orientation,” Archives of General
Psychiatry 48/12 (Decem ber 1991):1081-96; J. M . Ba iley, R. C . Pillard , M . C. Ne ale, an d Y . Ag yei,
“H eri tab le Factors Influence Sexual Orientation in Wom en,” Archives of General Psychiatry 50/3 (March
1993):217-23.
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“fraternal twins” or “dizygotic” (fro m “two eggs”). In this case, both eggs from the
mother are fertilized by different sperms. They can be different gender and have
different genetically determined cha racteristics (e.g., eye color). They would share
the same basic degree of genetic similarities as any two siblings born to the same
parents. The final term (in this overview) concerns “concordance.” Concordance
studies seek to discern the percentage of times a matching of sexual orientation of
twins, especially identical twins, occurs. The general assumption is that a greater
percentage of sexual orientation co ncordance in cases of increased genetic similarity
may indicate a genetic cause for a homosexual orientation.
Basic methods and conclusions. People who conducted concordance studies
searched for membe rs of the gay com munity who were twins and investigated the
sexual orientation of their siblings. They reported the following “concordance” rates,
i.e., cases where both twins shared a homosexual orientation:1 3
M ales

Females

Identical twins

52%

48%

Fraternal twins

22%

16%

Non-twin siblings

9.2%

14%

Adop tive siblings

11%

6%

Here is what they actually found:
29 out of 56 identical twins where both brothers were gay (52%)
1 triplet trio where all three brothers were gay
27 identical twin pairs where one brother was gay and one was not (48%)
12 out of 54 fraternal twins where both brothers were gay (22%)
6 out of 57 of the adoptive brothers where both brothers were gay (11%).
Thus, Bailey and Pillard concluded that their study on identical and fraternal twins
provides evidence o f a genetic cause for homosexuality.
Prob lems with these two studies
Various scholars have critiqued the studies published by B ailey and his
colleagues. 1 4 Here are a few of the problems that have been raised. In the first place,

13

14

Bailey and Pillard, “A Genetic Study of Male Sexual Orientation” 1089-96.

Here are ju st a fe w of thos e critiq ues : Stanton L. Jones and M ark A. Y arhou se, Hom osexuality:
Th e U se o f Scie ntific R esea rch in the C hur ch’s M ora l De bate (D own ers G rove, Ill.: InterV arsity, 2000)
72-79; Stanton L. Jones and Alex W. Kwee, “Scientific Research, Homosexuality, and the C hurch’s
Moral Debate: An Up date,” Jou rna l of P sych olog y an d C hris tianity 24/4 (20 05) : 304-5; Neil and Briar
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the fact that Bailey recruited his samples by advertising in pop ular ho mosexual media
outlets in the greater Chicago area would make his samp le less representative. It was
not a random sampling. This preferential recruiting could have been avoided by
placing the advertisem ents in periodicals intended for the general public.1 5 Second,
the concordance rate does not mean that, for example, 52% of the population of
identical twins were gay. It means that out of the twins interviewed (recruited
through popular homosexual media outlets), 52% was the concordance rate. Third,
if homosexuality is genetically determined, why did o nly 52% of the identical twins
share the sam e sexual orientation? Ho w about the other 4 8% who d iffered in their
sexual orientation? If a hom osexual orientation had a fundamental or primary genetic
or biological cause, one would expect a higher level of concordance. Notice some
other life characteristics that various studies have identified as having a heritability
rate of around 50% : extroversion, depression, crim inality, alcoholism, religiosity,
fundamentalism, and divorce.1 6 Those d o not derive from genetic factors p rimarily
but have a strong connection to external facto rs. Fourth, one must keep in mind that
“heritable” does not mean “directly inherited”. To some degree, almost every human
chara cteristic has a he ritability rate. However, few human behavioral traits are
directly inherited as with physical features like height, eye color, and skin pigmentation. “Inherited” refers to so mething “directly determined by genes,” with little or
no way of preventing or modifying the trait through a change in the environm ent. 1 7
The numb ers offered by researchers concerning the genetic basis for ho mosexuality
refer to a potential heritability rate rather than to an indication of direct inheritance.
Bailey’s Australian study (2000)
Recognizing the limitation of his own sampling, Bailey and his colleagues
accessed the Australian Twin Registry and sent surveys to every twin who had
registered in that list. 1 8 Notice the difference in the results, compared to his previous
study:

W hitehead , M y G ene s M ade M e D o It! 135 -47; Jon es and Ya rhous e, Ex-Gays? 123-29.
15
As the next section indicates, Bailey and his colleagues used a more rep resentative samp ling for
their study in 2000.
16

The authors footnote each

17

http://www

Ne il and B riar W hitehead , M y G enes M ade M e D o It! 158-59.
characteristic to reference a study that suggested that heritability rate.

Jeffrey Satinover, “The Gay Gene?,” Th e Jo urn al of H um an S exu ality (1996),
.leaderu.com/jhs/satinover.htm l (accessed 9/2/2008 ).
18

J. M . Bailey, M . P. Dunn e, and N. G. M artin, “Genetic and Environmental Influences on Sexual
Orientation and its Correlates in an Australian Twin Sam ple,” Journal of P ersonality and Social
Psychology 78/3 (2000):524-36.
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U.S.
M ales

Australian
M ales

U.S.
Females

Australian
Females

Identical twins

52%

20%

48%

24%

Fraternal twins

22%

0%

16%

10%

Non-twin siblings

9.2%

N/A

14%

N/A

Adop tive siblings

11%

N/A

6%

N/A

Bailey himself adm its that the results suggest that concordance rates from his
previous studies reflected an inflated bias in the sample he had gathered.1 9
Summary
The newer findings call into question whether or not there is a significant
genetic influence involved in the causation of hom osexuality. Th is kind of evidence
(twin studies) has been overemphasized by those who favor some biological basis for
hom osexuality. The conclusions of Bailey’s first studies were trumpeted in secular
and religious media as evidence that favors a biological cause for homosexuality. It
is also true that the apparent unanimity on a biological cause for homosexuality is not
an accurate portrayal of the scholarly consensus. Various scholars have firmly
rejected the notion that biological or genetic factors serve as the primary or
fundamental basis for sexual orientation. 2 0 Though this evidence does not rule out
all genetic involvement, it clearly minimizes its impac t as a fund amental cause of a
person’s sexual orientation.
In addition to the study of genetic similarity of twins with re gard to
hom osexuality, scholars have also given attention to differences in brain structure as
a potential evid ence for “built-in” causation of homo sexuality.
Differences in brain structure
Various studies have guggested that one specific brain area (the interstitial
nucleus of the hypothalamus [area 3], i.e., IN AH 3) may be d ifferent in ho mosexuals
and heterosexua ls.2 1 LeVay’s inaugural study p osited a connection between b rain
structure and sexual orientation, but two later studies se riously questioned the clarity
of his findings.

19

Ibid., 534.

20

Cf. W. Byne and B. Parsons, “Hum an Sexual Orientation: The Biologic Theories Reappraised,”
Archives of General Psychiatry 50/3 (March 1993):228-39; Peter S. Bearman, “Opposite-Sex Twins and
Adolescent Same-Sex Attraction,” American Journal of Sociology 107/5 (March 2002):1183-88.
21
For a comp arison of conclusions of brain structure differences foun d in 6 studies (19 85–20 01),
see the c hart in Jon es and Ya rhous e, Hom osexuality: The Use of Scientific Research 306.
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Simon LeVay (1991)
LeVay claimed to have found conclusive proof that gay and straight men
have distinct differences in brain structure. He discovered that a small area of the
hypothalamus (INAH3) was smaller in gay men than in straight men (and was similar
in size to that of women). Based on this evidence, LeVay concluded that there was
only one reasonable conclusion: these brain differences were the biological causes
of sexual orientation. 2 2
In light of his article and the way pro-homosexual activists utilize L eVay’s
conclusions, one would think that his research provided very conc rete sup port for this
conclusion. However, at the end of the article, LeV ay himse lf wrote that “the results
do not allow one to decide if the size of IN AH 3 in an individual is the cause or
consequence of that individual’s sexual orientation” or whethe r it is the result of or
the cause of a totally unrelated issue!2 3
William Byne (2001)
Byne and his colleagues revisited the issue of brain structure differences. 2 4
His study offered several correc tions to LeV ay’s conclusions:
•

•
•

•

INAH3 in women has a different number of neurons than men (heterosexual and
homosexual), not primarily a d ifferent size or de nsity. In other words, the
INAH3 area in women is smaller, not because their neurons are smaller or more
dense, but because they hav e fewer neuro ns.
Hetero sexual and ho mosexual males have comp arable num bers of neuro ns.
The volume o r size of the INA H3 of homo sexual males is between that of
heterosexual males and heterosexual females—to a statistically nonsignificant
degree.
The slight difference in size of the INAH 3 area between homosexual and
heterosexual males is not proof of prenatal, biological determination of sexual
orientation. 2 5

22

Simon LeVay, “A D ifference in Hypothalamic Structure between Heterosexual and Hom osexual
Men ,” Science 253/5023 (August 30, 1991):1034-37.
23

Ibid., 1036.

24

W . Byne, and others, “The Interstitial Nuclei of the Human Anterior Hypothalamus: An
Investigation of V ariation w ith Sex , Sex ual O rientation, an d H IV Status ,” Hormones and Behavior 40/2
(2001):91. Cf. Jones and Kwee, “Scientific Research” 306-7.
25

Ibid.
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Though some of the d ifference in size may have been influenced by prenatal
hormo nes, those differences could also have bee n the result, rather than the cause
of, sexual behavior and preference (as a result of postnatal experience).2 6

Byne’s study conclud es: “Sexual orientation cannot b e reliab ly pred icted o n the basis
of IN AH 3 volume alone.” 2 7
Savic, Berglund, and Lindstrom (2005)
These three Swedish scholars exposed 36 individuals (12 heterosexual
males, 12 homosexual males, and 1 2 heterosex ual females) to male and fem ale
pheromones (derivatives of testosterone and estrogen). Of the variou s findings of this
study, two deserve mention. First of all, the male homosexuals and female
hetero sexuals responded mo st to the male pheromone and the male heterose xuals
respond ed mo st to the female phero mones. Secondly, the changes measured in the
way the hypothalamus processed these signals suggested that “our brain rea cts
differently to the two putative pheromones . . . and suggests a link between sexual
orientation and hypothalamic neuronal proc ess.” 2 8 Here is the central po int of this
information—changes in the hypothalamus at times are the result of sexual
orien tation and behavior rathe r than the ca use o f it.
Many studies of this kind completed so far have generated inconsistent
findings, failed to reproduce findings, and have been characterized by poor
meth odo logy. 2 9 Of co urse, the question ab out brain structure is whether it is the
result or the cause of homosexual orientation and b ehavior. However, it seem s quite
clear that any reference to difference s in brain structure as a reliable ind icator of a
genetic basis for homosexuality is not justified by the evidence. Because o f space
limitations, the other two potential genetic causalities (genetic scans and prenatal
hormo ne expo sure) are just referenced for com pleteness.
Genetic scans/linkage
Various studies have attempted to examine the entire genetic structure as
part of an attempt to find genetic causes for homosexuality. Dean H amer, 3 0 his

26

Ibid.

27

Byne, “Interstitial Nuclei” 91.

28

Ivanka Savic, Hans Berglund, and Per Lind ström , “B rain R esp ons e to P utative Ph erom one s in
Hom osexual Men,” Proceedings of the National Academies of Science 102/20 (May 17, 2005):7356.
29

30

Jones and Y arhou se, Ex-Gays? 28.

Dean H . H am er, an d o the rs, “A Lin kage be tw een D N A M ark ers on the X C hrom osom e and M ale
Sexual Orientation,” Science 261/5119 (July 16, 199 3):321 -27. C f. De an H am er’s boo k, The Science of
Desire: The Search for the Gay Gene and the Biology of Behavior (New York: Sim on & S chuster, 1994 ).
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colleagues, 3 1 and Brian M ustanski3 2 have led these past attempts to examine the entire
genetic structure of homosexuals. They studied 40 pairs of homosexual brothers and
alleged ly identified an X -linked gene at position Xq 28 that was associated with
hom osexuality (inherited from the mother to her homosexual son). Also various
ongoing efforts continue this research. Under the direction of Alan Sanders,
researchers at the Evansto n No rthwestern Healthca re Re search Institute, N orthwestern University, University of Chicago , and U niversity of Illinois at Chicago are also
searching for genes that influence male sexual orientation.3 3
Hamer and others performed a common type of behavioral genetics
investigation called the “linkag e study.” In this kind of study, researchers identify a
behavioral trait that runs in a family, look for a chromosoma l variant in the genetic
material of that family, and determine whether that variant is more freque nt in family
members who share the particular trait. To the average person, the identified
“correlation” of a genetic structure with a behavior al trait signifies that this trait is
“genetic,” that is, something direc tly inherited. In fact, it means absolutely nothing
of the sort, and it sho uld be emphasized that virtually no huma n trait is without a
number of genetic conne ctions. 3 4
How is one to evaluate the methodo logy employed in these studies?
Various scientists from diverse disciplines have questioned the clarity and accuracy
of the suggested findings from these genetic scans. 3 5 They have generally dismissed
the idea that the Xq28 marker provides evidence of genetic causation for homosexuality. Hamer’s re sults have never been repro duced. In fact, two subsequent studies
of other homosexual brothers have since concluded that there is no evidence that
male sexual orientation is influenced by an X-linked gene.3 6 Ongoing re search in this
area is looking for numero us genetic markers that would evidence a genetic cause for
hom osexuality.

31
S. Hu , and other s, “Lin kage betw een Sex ual O rientatio n and Chromosomes Xq28 in Males but
not in Females,” Nature Genetics 11:3 (November 1995):248-56.
32
B. S. M ustanski, and others, “A Ge no m ew ide Sc an of M ale Sexual Orientation,” Hum an Genetics
116/4 (2005):272-78.
33
See Alan R. Sanders, “M olecular Genetic Study of Sexual Orientation,” http://www.gaybros.com
(accessed 9/2/20 08).
34
Jeffrey Satinover, “The Gay Gene?,” The Journal of Hu ma n Se xua lity (1996), http://www .leaderu
.com/jhs/satinover.htm l (accessed 9/2/2008 ).
35
Jones and K wee, “ Scien tific Rese arch” 3 05-6; Jo nes an d Y arhou se, Hom osexuality: The Use of
Scie ntific Research 79-83; Ingrid Wickelgren, “Discovery of Gay Gene Qu estioned,” Science 284/5414
(April 23, 1999):571; Bearman, “Opposite-Sex Twins” 1186.
36

George Rice, and others, “M ale Hom osexuality: Absence of Linkage to M icrosatellite Markers
at Xq28,” Science 284/5414 (April 23, 1999):665-67; J. M. Bailey, and others, “A Family History Study
of Male Sexual Orientation Using Three Independent Samples,” Behavior Genetics 29 (1999):79-86.
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Prenatal hormone exposure
This approach draws on the studies of animal fetuses that have been injected
prenatally with abnorm al doses of sex hormon es (which is not at all comparable to
what homosexual men or women have experienced). It also considers studies of
“animal homosexuality” that consider “gay fruit flies,” “gay penguins,” and “gay
sheep .” Although some scholars have fo und these stud ies significan t, they seem to
overlook fundamental differences b etween human and animal sexuality. 3 7
Summary
All of the ab ove research did not “discover” a gay gene, although many have
suggested that. Ho wever, these stud ies that suggested some biological cause for
hom osexuality significantly influe nced public perceptions. As Yarhouse po ints out,
“The more people believed that homosexuality was a biolo gical ‘given,’ the more
likely they we re to suppo rt a variety of issues deemed important to some in the gay
com munity (e.g., ordination of practicing ga y, lesbian, or bisexual clergy; gay righ ts
legislation, etc.).” 3 8
Nurture
The other category of suggested causes for homosexuality, nurture, focuses
on environmental or psychological factors. Theories under this heading focus on
parent-child relationships and psychodynamic theory, i.e., the activity and interplay
of the unconscious and conscious mental and emotional forces that determine
personality and motivation.3 9
According to the American Psychiatric Association (APA):
There is no consensus among scientists about the exact reasons that an individual develops
a heterosexual, bisexual, gay, or lesbian orientation. Although much research has
examined the possible genetic, hormonal, developmental, social, and cultural influences
on sexual orientation, no findings have emerged that permit scientists to conclude that
sexual orientation is determined by any particular factor or factors. Many think that
nature and nurture both play complex roles; most people experience little or no sense of

37

For a few exam ples of this approach along w ith critiq ues , see Jon es an d K we e, “S cien tific
Research” 306-8; Bearm an, “O ppos ite-Sex T wins ” 118 8-90; Jo nes an d Y arhou se, Hom osexuality: The
Use of Scientific Research 61-65 ; Neil and Briar W hitehead , M y G ene s M ade M e D o It! 113-24.
38
M ark A. Y arho use , “H om osex uality, Eth ics and Identity Synthesis,” Christian Bioethics 10
(2004):241.
39
Th is definition is drawn from the Oxford English Dictionary, “psychodynamics, n .,”
http://dictionary.oed.com (acces sed 9/2/200 8).
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choice about their sexual orientation.40
Jones and Yarho use affirm that current research co ncerning the cause o f homosexuality is “decid edly inconclusive.” 4 1 They correctly co nclude that one cannot p oint to
genes alone , but that the cause draws on multiple and comp lex factors. 4 2
What if there is a “gay gene”?
W hat if, at some point in time, scientists were able to prese nt some con crete
evidence that supported the concept of a “gay gene”? Al Mohler has addressed this
question more than once on his well-kno wn blo g, www.AlbertMohler.com . Here is
a summ ary of so me o f his observatio ns. In the first place, he would point out that the
biblical understanding of the effects of sin would most certainly explain the
corruption of the genetic code. Secondly, he would affirm that any genetic link for
any sinful behavior indicates nothing about the mo ral status o f that behavior. God’s
verdict on ho mosexuality is determ ined in the Bible, not in any laborato ry.
Summary
First of all, numerous scientists from various disciplines have and are
working hard to demonstrate some fundamental or primary genetic or biological
cause for homosexuality. Various homo sexual activists spe ak and write as if a
genetic cause for a ho mosexual orientation has been clearly established. Based on
that alleged reality, they press for various kinds of civil rights protections since their
lifestyle is not cho sen or aberrant, but the resu lt of the way they are “hard-wired”
from birth. On the other hand, a number of homosexual activists have expressed
concerns about finding a gene tic cause for homosexuality. They suggest it could lead
to pre natal testing and abortions to eliminate gay peo ple 4 3 or could lead to attempts
to correct genetic patterns. Secondly, based on the above genetic studies, no clear
evidence confirm s that genetic or biological factors provide the primary cause for a
homosexual orientation. Finally, the above studies do not rule out any or all genetic
or biological factors from the question of a homosexual orientation. T he question is
whether those features are determinative or could represent some kind o f predisposition. As Jeffrey Satinover sug gests, “A certain genetic constitution may make
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hom osexuality more readily available as an option, but it is not a cause of homosexuality.” 4 4
Is It Possible for a Person to Change Sexual Orientation
from Being H omo sexual to H etero sexual?
What is a sexual orientation?
As stated above, a simp le definition of “sexual orientation” is “the
directionality of a pe rson’s sexual attraction” or “their sexual pred ispositions.” 4 5
However, the way on e defines this expression varies widely among those who study
and write about this issue. Broadly speaking, two metaphysical assumptions stand
behind the way a person defines someone’s sexual orientation: “essentialism” and
“construction ism.”
Essentialism
Pro ponents of this definition of sexual orientation argue that all types of
sexual orientation (heterosexual, ho mosexual, and b isexual) represent “natural human
kinds” that can be found throughout history and in other cultures. Generally, but not
always, proponents of this view point to specific genetic or prenatal hormonal factors
that lead to these differences in orientation.4 6
Constructionism
On the other hand, there are others who propose that sexual orientations are
“social human kinds” and that distinctions made in contemporary culture about
hetero sexsua lity, homosexuality, and bisexuality reflect linguistic constructs that
capture certain meanings abou t sexual behavior.4 7 Most “co nstructionists” wo uld
lean toward external influen ces rather than genetic or bio logical features as the
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primary cause for a person’s sexual orientation. 4 8 An understanding of the definition
of sexual orientation will clearly impact the possibility of cha nge or “re-orientation.”
The general consensus: the impossibility of “change”
Before the 1970s
Prior to the 1970s, the majority position of the leading professionals in the
mental health community was that homosexuality was a psychological disturbance
of some kind that could be treated successfully, resulting in a change from a
homosexual to a heterosexual orientation.4 9
Between the 1970s and 1990s
In these two deca des, rapid and alm ost unanimous shift occurred in
professional opinion concerning homosexuality. On the one hand, opp osition to
regarding it as a psychological disturbance grew. On the other hand, more and more
mental health professionals became convinced that any attempt to produce a change
in sexua l orientation was unattainable and necessarily harmful. 5 0
Current consensus
The current general consensus in the mental health profession is that
reparation or reorientation therapy can get some gays to identify themselves as
“hetero sexual” and therefore “ex-gays,” but few, if any, will report changes in sexual
attraction, fantasy, and desire consistent with true changes in sexual orientation.
They reject the notion of a change from a predominant homosexual orientation to a
predominant heterosexual orie ntation.5 1 For example, in 2000 the APA recommended that “ethica l practitioners re frain from attempts to change individuals’ sexual
orientation, keeping in mind the medical dictum to first, do no harm.” 5 2 A more
recent APA publication affirms that all “major mental health organizations have
officially expressed concerns about therapies promoted to mo dify sexual orientation.
To date, no scientifically adequate research exists to show that therapy aimed at
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changing sexual orientation (sometimes ca lled rep arative or co nversio n therapy) is
safe or effective.” 5 3
The basis for this thinking—the evidence versus the ideology
The evide nce, both secular and religious. In their vo lume, Ex-Gays, Jones
and Yarhouse provide an overview of psychotherapeutic change literature from the
1950s–1990 s. Out of thirty studies, the percen tage of positive outco mes, i.e., a
change from homosexual to a hetero sexual orientation varies from a low o f 25% to
a high of 82%.5 4 Their review of “religiously mediated change literature” (including
Spitzer’s study summarized below) also demonstrates the potential of a change in a
person’s sexual orientation.5 5
W hat does the above evidence say and not say? 5 6 First of all, change from
a homosexual orientation to a full or substantial heterosexual orientation is attainable
by some individuals by a variety of means. Seco ndly, such a change is not easy and
a high percentage of individuals may not make this change. Thirdly, change or
modification of sexual orientation is not guaranteed for everyone who attempts such
a change.
The ideology. Regardless of the evidence that seem s to dem onstrate clearly
the possibility of change, the majority opinion throughout the world is that sexual
orientation is immutable, i.e., cannot be changed. This bias without sufficient
evidence draws on two primary sources. Advocates of the absolute immutability of
a person’s sexual orientation, base their conclusion, first of all, on alleged biological
causation. Richard Green argued that if homosexual orientation was solely biological
in origin, any claim of orientation change through psychosocial means is ludicrous. 5 7
Gre en seems to ignore the fact that biological causation for homosexual orientation
remains inconclusive. Scholars who ignore the ambiguity of the evidence and affirm
that a person’s sexual orientation is immutable draw on alleged psychiatric evidence.
In an influential article in The Atlan tic Month ly, Chandler Burr stated: “Five decades
of psychiatric evidence demonstrates that homosexuality is immutable and
nonp atholo gical, and a growing bo dy of m ore re cent evidenc e implicates biology in
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the development of sexual orientation.” 5 8 This raises an important question. How
does Chandler’s statement favoring imm utability match the evidence summarized
above, that demonstrated the sexual orientation could sometimes be changed? It is
almo st as if we must believe it because he said it.
Robert Spitzer— An Important Developm ent
Spitzer’s study
Robert Spitzer5 9 is a research psychiatrist who first gained p rominence in
197 3 whe n he lobbied the A PA to rem ove the listing of homo sexuality as a clinical
disorder. In 2001 he add ressed the APA and affirmed that whether through psychotherap eutic efforts or through ex-gay religious ministries (e.g., Exodus International),
that homosexual men and women can and have changed to a heterosexual
orientation. 6 0 Spitzer reported on interviews he conducted of 200 persons (143 males
and 57 females) who had reported a change from homosexual to heterosexual
orientation. 6 1 He interviewed only persons who experienced at least 5 years of some
kind of change to a heterose xual orientation.6 2 He asked each of these individuals
114 close-ended questions6 3 and 60 more o pen-ended que stions.6 4 Almo st all the
questions focused on two time periods: the year before starting the therapy that led
to their orientation change (PRE) and the year before the interview by Spitzer
(POS T ).6 5 The participants wanted not only to change their sexual orientation, but
to function well heterosexually. 66% of the males and 44% of the females satisfied
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the criteria to be described as “good heterosex ual functioning.” 6 6 About 90% of all
respo ndents indicated that they were only slightly or not at all troubled by the
intrusion of homosexual thoughts or feelings after they had finished their therapy and
lived with this new sexual orientation for at least five years.6 7
What does Spitzer’s study not say?
He does not affirm that all homosexuals can change to a heterosexual
orientation. He does not even suggest that all homosexuals should o r need to do this.
In an interview after his initial prese ntation o f his data to the APA, he acknowledged
that the results of his study “may help 5,000 people, but harm 500,000.” 6 8 He also
is conc erned that the C hristian right might use his findings to strengthen their
camp aign to prevent gays and lesbians form gaining civil rights protections. 6 9
What does Spitzer’s study say?
In contradiction to the near-unanimous consensus in the psychiatric
com munity and pro -homosexual prop onents, Spitzer carefully argues for the genuine
possibility for a person to change from a homosexual to a heterosexual orientation
without the danger of emotion or psychological risk. Not only did the prohomosexual activists co ndemn Spitzer’s study, 7 0 but many of his colleagues
expressed their horror at his conc lusions. 7 1
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Jones and Yarho use—A nother, More Rece nt, Development
Stanton Jones (Whe aton College) and Mark Yarhouse (Regent University)
have written numero us essays, articles, and two books that deal with the issue of
hom osexuality, focusing on potential causes and whether a person can change sexual
orientation. Their most recent boo k (20 07), Ex-Gays?: A Longitudinal Study of
Relig iously Mediated Chan ge in Sexual Orientation, revisits the issue addressed by
Spitzer’s 20 01 article.
W hat is Jones’ and Ya rhou se’s focus?
Their book repo rts on their research “on the possibility of change of
hom osexuality orientation via religiously mediated m eans.” 7 2 They seek to answer
two simple questions. In the first place, is it ever possible for an individual who has
a homosexual orien tation to change that orientation via religious means (esp. as a
result of a cluster of conservative religious ministries that focus on ministry to
homosexuals [e.g., Exodus International])? Secondly, is the attempt to change
harmful, as so many today claim? 7 3
Ho w d o they hope to acco mplish this?
Their key operating principle is the “P rinciple of Falsifiab ility.”7 4 For
example, while one cannot prove the universal claim that all crows are black, the
discovery of even one crow that was not black would disprove the unive rsal claim
that all crows are black. For Jones and Y arhouse, here is the primary issue. They are
investigating the claim , widely m ade today, that sexual orientation, homosexual
orientation in particular, cannot be changed, that it is immutable.7 5 They contend that
“Compelling evidence that even one individual demonstrates fundamental change in
sexual orientation will constitute an invalidation of the universal claim that sexual
orientation ch ange is impo ssible.” 7 6
What are Jones and Yarhouse not claiming?
In the first place, they are not seeking to p rove that permanent, enduring
change has occurred in the people who participated in the ir study. T hat would
require another very long-term study.7 7 Secondly, regardless of how many of the
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individuals included in this study demon strate significant change, this study provides
no conclusive evidence about what proportion of individuals can change. That is not
an ob jective of their stud y.7 8
Their methodology 7 9
They interviewed 98 individuals who had so me affiliation with Exodus
Interna tional, indicating some desire to change their sexual orientation. Phase 1
participants included 57 individuals who were involved in the change process for one
year or less (at the beginning of the study). Phase 2 participants dealt with 41
individuals who w ere involved in the change process for between one and three years
(at the beginning of the study). The interviews conducted by Jo nes and Y arhouse
took place in three phases, generally separated b y 12-18 months.
Basic Conclusions
Their qualitative analysis of sexual orientation outcomes fell into six
categories: 8 0
•

•

•
•

•

•

Success—conversion (1 5% ): The subject reports considerable resolution of
homosexual orientation issues and substantial conversion to heterosexual
attraction.
Success— chastity (23% ): The subject reports ho mosexual attraction is either
missing or present o nly incidently and in a way that does not seem to bring about
distress.
Continuing (29% ): The person may have experienced diminution of homosexual attraction, but is not satisfied and remains com mitted to the change p rocess.
Nonrespo nse (15% ): The person has experienced no significant sexual
orientation change. The subject has not given up on the change process, but may
be co nfused or co nflicted about which d irection to turn ne xt.
Failure—confused (4% ): The person has experienced no significant sexual
orientation change and has given up on the change process but without yet
emb racing gay identity.
Failure—gay identity (8%): The person has clearly given up on the change
process an d em braced ga y identity.
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Summary 8 1
W hat Jones and Yarho use did find was that change in sexual orientation can
happen and that chan ge in sexual orientation does not harm the participant who
changes. However, what Jones and Yarhouse did not find was that not just anyone
can or did change. The “conv ersions” were not necessarily from total homosexuality
to total heterosexuality. There is no indication of the permanence of these changes
(yet).
How Have H omosexual Activists Impacted M odern Culture
Throughout the World?
Various ways are availab le to dem onstrate the impact of homosexuality on
today’s culture, here in the United States as well as the rest of the world. The
following section provides just a small cross-section of the imprint left by homosexual activism in today’s world. There are numerous other examples of the way
homosexual activists have made and are making a powerful impact on pu blic
education and the political process in the United States as well as on political realities
in the world.
The Issue of Homo phobia
According to the Oxford En glish Diction ary, homop hobia signifies the “fear
or hatred of hom osexuals and homosexuality.” 8 2 However, different meanings have
been assigned to this word. Although there are legitimate cases of homophobia, the
modern use of the term has been expanded to take on social and political meanings.
Gay advo cates use it widely to refer to those who are hostile toward gay people and
even those who disagree with the pro-gay perspec tive. They co nsider hom ophobic
those who want to resolve their homosexual problems as well as therapists who try
to help them. When working with this expanded definition, an important clarification
would help. It is important to distinguish between prejudice or some kind of bias and
homophobia. Tho se who disagree with the pro -homosexual agenda may also do it
legitimate ly out of conviction, which is a strong belief. T hose who o bjec t to
hom osexuality on religious or moral grounds do so o ut of conviction, not because of
a phobia or prejudice. Unfortunately, this one word, homophobia, is used by
different peop le in different settings with some very different meanings. It is rapidly
becoming a “snarl” word like ra cism and sexism.
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Domestic Impact
Hate crime legislation—H.R. 1592
On May 3, 2007 , the U.S. House of Representatives voted to expand the
definition of hate-crimes to include violence motivated by perceived sexual
orientation, gender identity, or disability. 8 3 This bill has not yet been voted on by the
U.S. Senate or signed by the President. 8 4 Unfortunately, the bill presents a set of
serious problem s. This bill seems to set up a two-tiered justice system with a firstclass and second-class set of victims. The exisiting hate-crime bill includes only nonbehavioral characteristics (race, color, and national origin). According to recent FBI
figures, hate crimes made up only 3% o f violent crime in 2005. It is also interesting
to note tha t 16% of those victims were attacked beca use of their religion and o nly
14% were atta cked because of their sexual orientation.8 5 Charles Haynes, senior
scholar at the First Amendment Center, said that one could rightly interpret the bill
as ano ther step toward normalizing homosexuality.8 6
The “Philly 5”
On October 10, 2004, a group of 11 Christians was displaying banners w ith
biblical messages and “preaching God’s W ord” to a crowd of peop le attending the
Philadelphia “Ou tFest” event. After a confrontation with a group called the Pink
Angels, described by protesters as “a militant mob of homosexuals,” the Christians
were arrested and spent a night in jail. Eight charges were filed: criminal conspiracy,
possession of instruments of crime, reckless enda ngerm ent of an other perso n, ethnic
intimidation, riot, failure to disperse, disorderly conduct, and obstructing highways.
None of the Pink Angels was cited or arrested.8 7
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In mid-February, all the charges were dropped as well as the bail requirement that they stay at least 10 0 feet away from any homo sexual gathering.
Reverse bias
Gay and Lesbian Alliance against Defamation (GLAAD) calls the state of
Indiana’s efforts to institute a strict anti-gay marriage law as an “anti-marriage
equality movement.” 8 8 Their public statement represents a reverse b ias against
marriage under the guise of “anti-marriage equality.”
California’s SB 777
On October 12 , 2007, Go vernor Schwarzenegger signed SB 777 8 9 into law.9 0
This bill deals prima rily with what constitutes discrimination against homosex uals. 9 1
It changes numerous sections in the Education Code (E C). A key part of this bill
mandates that “. . . a charter school shall be nonsectarian in its programs, admission
policies, emp loyment prac tices, and all other operations, . . . and shall not disc riminate against any pupil on the basis of the characteristics listed in Section 220.”
The pre-SB 777 education code
In the Education Code before SB 777, under the section titled “Prohibited
instruction or activity” (Section 51500), the code stated the following: “No teacher
shall give instructio n nor shall a school d istrict sponsor any activity which reflects
adversely upon p ersons because of their race, sex, color, creed, handicap, national
origin, or ancestry.”
The impact of SB 777
SB 777 changed existing Section 51 500 of the E C by having it refer to
amended EC Section 220. The resulting combination of Sections 51500 and 220
effectively imposes the following requirement on every public school: “No teacher
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shall give instruction nor shall a school district sponsor any activity that promo tes a
discriminatory bias because of [one o f the following characteristics: disability,
gender, nationality, race or ethnicity, religion, sexual orientation, association with a
person or group with one or more of these actual or perceived characteristics].”
Notice the comparison of these sections of SB 777 below:
Old 220: It is the policy of the State of
California to afford all perso ns in public
schools, regardless of their sex, ethnic
group identification, race, national
origin, religion, mental or physical
disability, or regardless of any actual
or perceived characteristic that is contained in the definition of hate crimes
set forth in Section 422.55 of the Penal
Code, equa l rights and opp ortunities in
the educational institutions of the state.
The purpose of this chapter is to prohibit acts which are contra ry to that
policy and to provide remedies therefor.

New 220: It is the policy of the State of
California to afford all persons in pub lic
schools, regardless o f their disability,
gend er, nationality, race or ethnicity,
religion, sexual orientation, or any
other characteristic that is contained in
the definition of hate crimes set forth in
Section 422.55 of the Penal Code, equal
rights and oppo rtunities in the educational institutions of the state. The purpose of this chapter is to prohibit acts
which are co ntrary to that policy and to
provide remedies therefor.

Old 51500: No teacher shall give instruction nor shall a school district sponsor any activity which reflects adversely
upon persons because of their race, sex,
color, creed , han dicap, national origin,
or anc estry.

New 51500 : No teacher shall give
instruction nor shall a school district
sponsor any activity that reflects adversely upon persons b ecause of a
characteristic listed in Section 220.

W hat does this new law mean?
Here is what see ms to be the punchline: Under SB 77 7, public school teachers are prohibited from giving any instruction, for example, that would make it look
like same-sex marriages or a homosexual lifestyle was wrong. This means that any
instruction, which supports marriage between a man and a woman as the only
legitimate or best arrangement for a family or for rearing children, could be
considered an illegal discriminatory bias against homosexuals or bisexuals. 9 2 This
Section 220 d oes not apply to any private school that “is controlled by a religious
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organization if the application w ould not be consistent with the religious tenets of that
organization”9 3 or to hom e schools.
Church Involvement or Non-Involvement in the Issue
Emerging church
Notice the statements by Brian McLaren on his blog for Christianity Today
as relates to the relevanc e and clarity of the Bible concerning hom osexuality:
Frankly, many of us don’t know what we should think about homosexuality. We’ve heard
all sides but no position has yet won our confidence so that we can say “it seems good to
the Holy Spirit and us.” That alienates us from both the liberals and conservatives who
seem to know exactly what we should think.
If we think that there may actually be a legitimate context for some homosexual
relationships, we know that the biblical arguments are nuanced and multilayered, and the
pastoral ramifications are staggeringly complex. We aren’t sure if or where lines are to
be drawn, nor do we know how to enforce with fairness whatever lines are drawn.
Perhaps we need a five-year moratorium on making pronouncements. In the meantime,
we’ll practice prayerful Christian dialogue, listening respectfully, disagreeing agreeably.
When decisions need to be made, they’ll be admittedly provisional. We’ll keep our ears
attuned to scholars in biblical studies, theology, ethics, psychology, genetics, sociology,
and related fields.94
W ill we risk arrest if needed or no t?
In one of his blog entries in September 200 6, M ohler referred to Joel Osteen,
pastor of Houston’s Lakewood C hurch, concerning his statements concerning
hom osexuality. W hen asked wha t he thought of gay marriage (during his visit to
Massachusets, the first state to make them legal), Osteen responded: “I don’t think
it’s Go d’s best. . . . I never feel like homosexuality is God’s best.” When pressed on
the issue, O steen said, “I do n’t feel like that’s my thrust . . . you know, some of the
issues that divide us, and I’m here to let people know that God is for them and he’s
on their side.” 9 5
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M ohler contrasted Osteen’s evasive non-answer to that fact that Stephen
Green was recently arrested in Great Britain for passing out pamphlets that included
Bib le verses clearly declaring homosexuality to be a sin.9 6 Christians in many parts
of the world now risk arrest for declaring openly what the Bible clearly teaches.
Mohler make s the po int that Osteen’s answer “will put him at very little risk for
arrest. But then, pandering prophets are rarely at much of a risk from the public
anyway.” 9 7
Helpful resource
Daniel Heimba ch provides a listing of religious statements on sexual
morality from various mainline deno minations. 9 8
International Impact
Canada’s Bill C-250 (M ay 2004)
In Canada, “hom ophobia” is already illegal. Homosexual activist Member
of Parliament Svend Robinson worked for 1 0 years to get B ill C-250, a private
members bill (which almost never get passed into law) through parliament
(equivalent to the US House o f Representatives). The bill added “sexual orientation”
to the pre-existing hate crimes and genocide bills. Opponents of the bill argued that
sexual orientation was not fully defined, and existing legislation already offered legal
protection. Their protests fell on deaf ears. Passages of the Bible condemning
hom osexuality, in Leviticus and Romans, have been declared akin to “hate literature”
by a judge in Saskatchewan.9 9
The arrest of a Swedish pastor for preaching against homosexuality (2005)
Åke Green is a Pentecostal Christian pastor who was sentenced to one
mon th in prison under Sweden’s law against hate speech. On February 11, 2005 an
app eals court, overturned the decision and acquitted him. However, on M arch 9, the
Prosecutor-General appea led this decision to the Supreme Court, which on November
29 also ac quitted him. In the ir opinion, while Green had violated Swedish law as it
currently stands, a conviction wo uld most likely be overturned by the European Co urt
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of Hum an Rights, based on their previous rulings regarding Article 9 of the European
Convention on H uman R ights.1 0 0
In 2002, the Swed ish parliament included references to sexual orientation
in a list of groups protected against persecution in the form of threats and expressions
of dis dain . T he list appears in a section of Swedish criminal law (Brottsbalken)
known as The Act on Persecution of M inority Group s (Lagen om hets mot
folkgrupp).1 0 1
The expansion of gay rights in the European Union (February 2006)
Leaders in the European Union (EU) have passed a resolution stating that
“homophobia” is a social evil and an irrational fear of homosexuals. The “Homophobia in Europe” resolution compares homo phobia to racism, xenophobia, antiSemitism, and se xism” and calls for its crim inalization. The leader of this effort is
Franco Frattini, the justice m inister of the EU . He stated: “H omo phobia is a violation
of human rights and we are watching memb er states on this issue and reporting on
cases in which our efforts have been unsuccessful.” The resolution warns that any
refusal to grant homosexuals same-sex marriage status will be considered a crime of
homophobia. 1 0 2
The decision of the UN Economic and Social Council (December 28, 2006)
At the end of 2006, the UN Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC)
granted official status to three European homosexual organizations as well as the
International Lesbian and Gay Federation (ILGA ).1 0 3 After previously voting against
this coveted status for such groups, the Bush administration’s representative has now
voted for it. As reported by the UN watchdog organization, Catholic Family &
Human Rights Institute (C-FAM ), the U.S. vote to approve accreditation for the three
groups prompted an unnamed UN representative from another nation to comment:
“W hile the Bush administration has been solid on life issues, it seems irrational to me
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that they insist on favoring gay groups that clearly seek to undermine marriage and
the family.” 1 0 4
The decision of various European cities (October 30, 2007)
The government of Catalonia, Spain, joined ILGA (joining the European
cities of Am sterdam, Ro tterdam, and Venice). The Catalonian organization called
“E-Christians” wrote that “the ILGA is a pressure group, an international political
lobby, that has as its obje ctive the construction of a homosexual society. . . . T heir
political agenda has the intention of eliminating the natural differentiation of
huma nity between men and women for another based on the differentiation of
hetero sexuals, homosexuals, bisexuals, tran ssexua ls, transgenders, etc.” 1 0 5
The primary agenda of the ILG A is to estab lish homo sexual sex acts as a
“human right,” something no b inding UN document has ever do ne. T o this end, it
is a prom oter of the “Yo gyakarta Principles,” a gay-rights declaration d rafted in
Yogyakarta, Indonesia earlier this year by severa l members a nd ex-mem bers o f United Na tions “human rights” bodies and other international orga nizations. 1 0 6
Potentia l gov ernmen t con trol o f private a nd h ome scho ols
over “homophobia”
Gay activist groups in Ontario are urging the provincial ministry of
education to exert more control over private and home schools to fight against the
alleged effects of homophobia.1 0 7
Summary
In this article I have so ught to consider three primary issues which I present
as three questions. H ere are the gene ral conclusions:
First of all, is there a “gay ge ne”? Science has in no fashion clearly
demonstrated a fundamental or p rimary genetic cause for homosexuality. That does
not mea n that genetics has nothing to do with homosexual desires and behavior.
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However, any genetic factor does not determine that a person has a homosexual
orientation, hence making it acceptable and moral. God’s W ord is the primary source
for wha t we believe ab out ho mosexuality.
Secondly, is it possible for a person to change sexual orientation from being
homosexual to heterosexual? Yes, various studies demonstrated that there was a
potential for sex-o rientation chan ge, esp ecially in religious settings that focus on the
gospel of Jesus C hrist. Th e gene ral consensus that a ho mosexual orientation is
immutable is an ideological statement that does not draw on numerous lines of
evidence.
Finally, how have homosexual activists impacted mo dern culture throughout
the world? Sadly, homosexual activists have impacted all parts of the world with an
influence that greatly surpasses their numb ers.
App endix: a selection of g ay/ho mosexu al activist organizations:
ACLU G ay & Lesbian Rights Project
Equality Federation
GLA D— Gay and Lesbian Ad vocates and Defenders
GLAAD— Gay and Lesbian Alliance against Defamation
GLMA —G ay and Lesbian Medical Association
GLSE N— Gay, Lesbian, and Straight Education Network
Gay and Lesbian Leadership Institute
Gay & Lesb ian Victory Fund
Gay Yellow Pages
HRC — Human R ights Campaign
IGLHRC— International Gay and Lesbian Human Rights Commission
GLAAD— Gay and Lesbian Alliance against Defamation
HRC — Human R ights Campaign
ILGA—International Lesbian and Gay Association
LLDE F— Lambda Legal Defense and Education Fund
NC LR— National C enter for Lesb ian Rights
NGLT F— National Gay and Lesbian Task Force
NAM BLA— North American Man/Boy Love Association
NGLT F— National Gay and Lesbian Task Force
Other Sheep—“Multicultural ministries with sexual minorities”; Member of ILGA
PFLAG — Parents, Families and Friends o f Lesbians and Gays
Rainbow W edding Network
SIECUS— Sexuality Information and Education Council of the United States

