































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Appendix 19 The Sunday Mail, February 5, 1995.




1 Herald Reporter o “riters cannot enjoy rights be-  the freedom of the Press't0 wite,
| A PRACTICAL bak'mce' had to be yond those which apply-to_society ublish: and p\’xblicise their litéra-

| ‘struck among the rights of the ma-. as-a whole, nor have they the L= ture on:them?”
ose, of minorides: - -CeNce to breach. the law Lhrougl Writers bad a noble resporisibil-

jority  versus ¢
| and the individual, President. Mu- reckless, treasonous, subvgmive,h-v itytoirxfom, educate and en!

said yesterday when opening. ellous, defamatory oF immoral.  the societyaswellashelp‘i:uphold.
| the Zimbabwe Intemational Book statements.” " e and develop its accepted socialiand.
Fair, with_ its  theme of human. .. .- s f sl moral. values.: There were areas

Taboos - 5 which’ needed ‘¢hange, such as

. rights and fustice. . e ;
The foundation of human rights o Ry — those of gender equality and: those
s hat ) human beings were He: defined immoral in the con- affecting children. Writers should |
- 5 text.of the codes uf'morals:,and ta- therefore continue to- be heard in

* boos. within: the society- He gave  these areas; said 7

4 striking a practi- the example of 2 universally -ac- “The refere ces

g
3
g
g
¥
E
=
€
g

came as a-Tesult

i lc‘:xba];;igh‘sm ikingaPES” - - cepted taboo, that sexial relations
ce: amol e rights of the J rela E e g g
| majorit VE\SUS‘&%OSC ofﬂmoriﬁes between 2 ‘married couple should of debate on whether the Gay and
joricy versti. - ATEL - = Lesbian: Association: of Zimbabwe
. andthe individuak” be expressedmpnvate,.npt pub- ' ghould hay ation OF 24 e
| : . lie and’ amsgﬁ wheﬂletd;r‘ Goverit-: - (g g -deni Imlg‘lrhl
Freedoms = ° = ment would expete to'counte- the Gevernme 4
i ia-hexex UHIE " Government exp ag the
nanee. the assemons,oﬁ,thnse_ who display of their \

! The ‘:’““‘mdm}a’aﬂ‘m of Hu- asserted 2 right to-public expres-
, man Rights gave 4 long. and im: _sion of sexual marital relations.. - .
| pressive list of freedoms and SN
formed the basis of many constitu- Turning.to homosexuality,. ie
| tional provisions: for -individual 2w find. it extremely outra-
rights. e . myhl:ma:: :

:gé@oﬁilhdwever,is nota*self I
ther:

geous and repugnant 1o
i X e

ofpghie’street has (0.5

responsiility and oblia

er the freedom oneenjoys, the:

more the responsibility-one: owWesto.

the community which bestows that ™
freedomi” <o e

The: major ight, said

dent, was the right to'life:
had to include the rights to,

i - sic Tesources and services.without

sryhich life becanie insupportable.

" President Mugabe Jooked at two

. specific issues: freedom  of the ;‘;ﬁg’:ﬁ;ﬂvahwe 10 deny organise

| Press @d of homosextials. © :* - drugaddiets, or even those given o

| Zimbabwe: repogqised'the right ... bestiality. the-rights ;they. might

i of journalis ts and writers to pursue | claim and allege they possess un~’
their callings “as our laws or moral .~ der the rubrics of ‘indivi

| porms permit them”. _dom’ ;m_d;human

* peen completely won'in

yet,: the country hadi gone’

ay 1 reducing illiteracy:
iost of hooks Was

The Herald, August 2, 1995.

465



Appendix 20
Twas tnd Ledans

arée atoms of chaos

e p e i

unleashed on earth

[[AYS and lesbians
-are atoms of chaos
being unleashed

on Planet Earth by the
profane society which is
endeavouring to unseat
governments and lace
them with fiefdoms
(through conglomerates

rapists and

They are outcasts of society wh: need rehabi
e

., to name a few, are not accepted as normal.
tion in-one way or another.

Why should gays and

why should we accept people wlm

d? Have we
sodomy and masturbation, for example, as normal? The answer is NO. ThAea

such

outcasts of society can present “ ganmne facts” to prove that it is not their

fault that they are what they are.

mpa-
nies) in the name of “ha-
© man ri
These people are being
on

urely we should not accept that Gays and
. hiding behind the h-nnot of human rights, are atoms of chaos

bein
way to duhnd

and

The only

is to stand fast and give
and moral support to leaders who resist homosexuality and
leshianism, writes ZONDAYI CHIBANDA of Harare.

by
panies from the
West supported by- their
governments. There was
a case in Iran, in 1994,
involving Mary Jones
who was caught drunk in
Teheran Square and sen-
enced to receive 80
‘shes. She confessed
at she was one of many
' people being sent to
orld countries to
corrupt young people of
these countries so that
they revelt'against their

| governments.

The same is the case
with homosexuals here
who are claiming that it is
a right to. live an abnor-
mal life. Surprisingly, be-
cause I thought the fever

here, they do have sup-
port in the high echelons
of our society.

The speed with which
they managed to book a
hearing in the High-Court
and the support they re-
ceived from the Bench all
speak volumes of how the
mafia of chaos has pene-
. trated our country and
/ destroy our

ure.
former judge talked
about homosexuality in
the African society and

Cam I\:!as;oinhurnan. A
olic. for Peace  and
Justice leader said people
should be allowed to see
‘what the gays want to dis-
play. A mulunénonal
company representative
was appalled by Govern-

e bung remxnd.s me
f Robert Ludlum in TH]
MATARESE CIRCLE
when he chaos
being created and Fomeien
by wealthy people in an
endeavour to weaken
overnments.so that they

are the atoms

ernments 10}
issues and look at the
gays.

Governments, cannot
afford to ignore atoms of
chaos because O.heyego

) can

) are fund

afchaoé,_

:;ound and: you will see
s:I' see it, the only

human practice is. to
stand fast and give physi-
cal and moral support to
leaders who resist homo-

P g the
people of theix livelihood.
e most effective
tem they use is to empl oy
influential persons in so-
;xety to ca.rry on their in-

The campaig: weak-
en Third World govem-
ments can easily be seen
in_the smng&altached
aid programmes that we
recexve from donor coun-
tries and the invading of
small nations by multina-
tionals who go on to de-
prive these nations of
their natural resources.

We do have that prob-
lem here where all min-
ing and agricultural in-
dustries are controlled by

foreign forces.
ormer US president
George Bush talked
about THE NEW

WORLD ORDER. Unfor:
tunately the new world
order was for /every na-

lng Hassan- al: Turabi
/- the world is too/
big for “rhore than one ciy-
ilisation. You cannot
mould-the whole uni-
verse into one pattern.
e new world order
would have made sense
had it [ othier cul-

ment’s y to

therights of gays.
ey :may hide be-
i hind the “human
rights banner” but

i it is not hard to come to
| the conclusion that they
| may-be-members of the

tures. Now since it is an
American dream, it is the
product of the mafia.
It was des-ngned by peo-
a mis:

and lead other people to

and muld—

nationals who in turn are

the arms of chaos all over
the world.

cenam myope

A
uality is present in

u-.e Afrlcan society, part-

Laws: g

ing this country are fo-
‘reign and were made to
protect initiators of cha-
os, hence they win every

they take to court
smd then cry human
rights abuse when gov-
court

es,

and
masturbation, but has: it
been accepted as normal?
There are mux-dawemv
thieves and
our society. Have we ac-
cepted them or are we
going to accept them if
they claim that it is not
their fault that they are
what they are? Surely
they may have genuine
facts to convince- every-
one if they are given the
platform, but who can
give them the platform?
ly accept the fact
that gays/lesbians are
mentally disturbed and

need rehabi n as any
drug  addict. Why? Be-
cause their problem is
self-acquired like those of
alcoholics and drug
addicts.

Just look at the street
kids and how they are im-

itating ‘“‘gayism”. One
can’t enjoy walking in
Harare’s streets_early in
the morning because

How: can we stand fast?
By speaking' through
once voice: we are a
people with a culture m
admire - because “...
nation without a past is .
lost nation, and people
without a past are people
without a soul,” said Sir
Seretse:Khama.

How do we- speak with
one voice? If Nigeria
talks of reparation for
slavery, every
tion should rally behind it
and not.be swayed by the
Ogoni-macabre intended
to divert the world from a
healthy debate.

‘We should be: able to
reject double standards:
‘when a rastafarian lawyer-
is denied to’ practise law
in this country because of
his. religious: belief,’ then
gays should  be treated

the same way by the

he/she will
street kids giggling.
“Ndizvo zvavakadzidzi

swa nemupriest uye
wepachurch: pavanorara

i arm ot ohavs

ing to overtake Third
World gévernments and
replace them with—fief-

doms.
l All this unpalatable

reject th as they
will be forced to wotshlp
fiefs. R
-Sowhat has the above
got to do with gays? Ev-

erything. Because they |

nekumba
kwavabishop vaya vano-

vapa chokudya here?”
The above may offend

many Christians, but the

truth is homosexuality,

R

‘pre-
sent in the church and
the: churches  that prac-
tise it are the ones

who seek to- protect

%:cy%n‘ ey :did. élg_q'g

The Sunday Mail, August 4, 1996.
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Appendix 21

and freedoms?

young homosexual who co
&ers, ; anuaryd‘}g).

eeply over :
ch:ll:i

The "homosexual lobby
flies’ in the face: of God-
given, immutable: moral-
ity by proclaiming’ ‘that

there-is no difference ‘be-

- tween heterosexual mar-

. EDITOR — 1 foel deeply for the mother of the

ny parent must grieve very |
unﬁmegy and tragic death of a

ried love (universally the
cornerstone of family
life) and homosexual re-
lacionships. The more
hlatant ‘and’ hardened:

‘While I am able to-em-. - isi‘,ncere‘l'ymstwewm | sanction of
pathise with their pain, I ~not see witch-hunts | mmgfm"gg?’h?'u
&m alarmed by the eml . Sgaine; BOMOSTUER ;) | grohestrate cment
tional ap both in: her imbabwe as did Nazi ot oL I iy
el in the other Germany, which grossly | fgﬁichsgx‘?ag‘ -reform”
. from “Angry” ‘published ersecuted them and | heougi; als eﬁ”"‘%“‘f,
| the same day. : unded . them: into. thé i creasingly:  © stri egt
= <= ' Jeath’ camps: But your | throughout this ¢ &

| our Gevermment to:

" “progressive’ mations: in

| extending

correspondent’s plea to
- join

full and: equal |

|

| rights and. freedoms. (0 |
| homosexuals: begs the|

| question “what: Tights and 18
i freedoms”? :
5 is. a

/respect for them:as fellow. |
‘human beings, ‘then: 14

{ haveno quarrel-with that.
| However, if it is:being |
I suggested that we:fall in |

‘notions

i %t;ap with:. “enliglge{led’?

| tion, openly niakin,

century.. .-
‘The acceptance: of ho-
mosexuality as: -a right *

and an altemative fomgof

galisation: of prostitution,
the “liberation” of mar=

riage and expansion of di=

vorce laws, the repeal’ of

all restriction. en abor-
£ con-
traceptive, information

and the systemat--

Y

ic sexual education’of the:

| yoting are- inextricably
B ook e

| the .gay rights movement
| is. most vocal and influen-

part.of a power:
1abby which: has:as its
| ultimate aim the total re:
| jection: and replacément
of the: Judea~Chyristian
i tructares

| dalland i
xg?ilmss

morality. and struc
| then: my’ response
\be a loud “No”.

Gay-rights activists®
| campaign not only-for
| what they perceive to be
| a right to. express, their

| vate with comsenting

“ adults of like pers)
i

uasion,:
but also: press for the

. -proselytise |

l.can easily ‘manipulate
| young -minds. and -emo-
- tions ini their grasping:for

i identity.

The Herald, January 27, 1995.

temnational pressure: to’
conform to>‘f‘civi1isev§’;v*’

dards.
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T ﬁg'fg{};‘. %{ﬁﬁ{tﬂ : {ﬁﬁmﬁm}ﬂg\?
i ol w6 o \ mEL W1 Sed S i
T S et
| DESPITE beéing granted permission: to exhibit at the
- Zimbabwe:! Inte%naﬁonal Book Fair; the Gays and Les-
| bians Association: of Zimbabwe were yesterday con~
spicuous by their absence a dheir stand.. Senik
For the second day runfiing, Galz shied away from:
- displaying their literature and: yesterday none of their
i members showed up:. <" o, e i
H Instead, a: th'of flowers occupied. the table
meant for their Yiterature. 000 L , o
I F'Galz had been permitted to exhibitat me»iaxr'aﬁe_ T
L Judge Presid‘enﬁ“s'a:ndu;a n;led’.d’gat his ordex to have
them do so was to stanid i S entirety. e i
27T O Wednese v Justice Sandura ‘geclareﬂ invalid .
bty anbition, by the Board of Censors: to: Galz
; ol 5/ not conform to the

aie

Be discissed f1x the-public’ or: given: A
tional radio and:newspapers. 77 T T

“This is,disg_ust:ing—.ll,cannot.be]i'ev this:
ing in Zimbabwe, these people should be:
. .gent to prison forever. We. wonder-why
ment._is allowing them to: A 2. as e
.- Chief Vuramai Mapanzuare:: - 5 sen
7 "He said the Government should make
¥ the.practice came to an end: as this:was
I bad omens to the.country:. -0 i

L% «We do not want to hear or to read abo

radios and newspapers. Our children. shoule
know  that there: are peopl “wwh
ach a way;” said Chief Ronias: Chirov:
. The Government :

coeme  to

Some. or ,
; sion: for Justice and:Peac "and
i -Bishops? Conference -say ther:
Galz exhibiting at the Faix.
hief Nemarundwe: said tx
osed to homosexuality. an
Y powers. to stop =

K
thx

The Herald, August 3, 1996.
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The Herald, July 24, 1996.
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- - Africa; buteven: the T
. find: somepeople whoisay- -
gays must be: -allowed. We-

- pray that the ‘Cathelic

Church will help corTect

g
two-day officiat visit here.
. Cde Mugabe;: who has

mamta.med his
- stance

hly: ated by such wars::
er, Pope DRC ‘which de-
whom he sald dld a lot for r_pl'ete meagre resources

dlsmav at
flaws. in morah., whxch g

The Chronicle, December 2, 1998.
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. ‘We:have to live undei pretence;to

 Homosexuality
- condemned

ONLY in select clubs in Zimbabwe can homosexuals come out
in the open and reveal their true sexual pre_f.erences.‘ .

While in. San Francisco gays can walk_arm in arm . with their
heads up high, in Harare being gay is widely regarded a shameful
and obscene business, deserving the full contempt of, society.
i Shiela Tungware, a 28-year-oid engineer sums yup the atti-

tude of many Zimbabweans towards homaosexuality: ‘‘Homos
must go. If we say they are justified, we are only encouraging
them. We have to be cruel to their kind so we-should all treat

I them with contempt.’” . 3
i ‘‘It's difficult being gay. in Zimbabwe. Both the law and the
; people around you don’t let you be,'” says a 26-year-oid
| homosexual whio identified himself only as Tendayi.

: Under Zimbabwean law, homosexuality is an offence punisr}—

able by five to-10 years imprisonment says a local legal practi-

tioner who did not wish to be named. .

““I'H be leaving the country soon to stay overseas where peo-
ple are more liberal,”" adds Tendayi (26) who is employed by
i a local hotei and discovered his preference for men while in his

teens..

! ‘““There exists. a- huge black gay community, even a former
high ranking government official is gay.. yet Zimbabwean jaw
denies the existence of gays,’’ says Tendayi.

! While Zimbabwean society condemns homosexuality as a

| product of an alien Western culture, social scientist Dr Tafataona

Mahoso says this attitude is pilain scape-goating. -

‘‘Homosexuality has aiways been there but has continuously-
beern suppressed in this society. With the deveiopment of in-
dividual independence there is now room for gays to come out

| in the open.’’ .

He predicts that in future, homosexuality will become more
open in line with the cou ntry’s move from a rather secretive SOo-
2y to a more open free market economy which is

cialist ideolo

| bound to-have repercussions on cultural trends.
‘‘Already, gays are coming out of the closet’’ and bravely

! demanding their rights to be treated as normal people with differ-

ent *‘but not abnormal®” sexual preferences.

i To protect their interests in the present hostile society,

i homosexuals have formed their own association, Gaiz.

Affiliated to the internationai lesbian and gay association, Galz

offers legal aid to members under prosecution from the law and

conducts ‘‘safe sex’” workshops as part of its anti-Aids

campaigns.
In a recent nation wide radio programme Romeo and Juliet
(two gays) openly catled on society to accept them as they are.
Romeo claims to have gone through traditional healers,
| prophets and psychiatrist to ‘‘“treat’’ his homosexuality but has
now: tearned, te accept himself as he is.

|

But Zimbabwe’'s homosexual community has a long way to i
go before they can conquer the prejudice against them . :
e be givern a male organ but still ,

i

‘“‘It’s crazy. Why should on
want to be used as a womian?’® asked Harare resident, Thomas

Jones.
ty as an unnatural condi-
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Pa, a religious minister and
- He says legalising homosexuality would mean effectively cast- |
Ing a vote of no confidence on heterosexuality — on normalcy.
- Romeo, who is married to'a ““normal’’ woman and has a chiid,
summed up the dilemma of gays: “*My family does not know .
I am gay that is whyl say we. are prisoners in our own society. |
over up what we realiyare.’’ 3

¥
—Eiana—lPS H

i

The Sunday Gazette, February 21, 1993.
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rage 12

THE SUNDAY M

oP

!
i
i

- —

THE question of homo-
sexuality and biology
needs to be explored be-
cause the greatest
achievement of the gay
lobby in this decade has
been the emphasis shift
from perceiving homo-

perceiving it as essential-
ly a matter of biological-
/atural i

Even the Bible cond

The correctness or wrongness of homosexuality has become a
controversy preoccupying much of public and private debate in
Zimbabwe today. The evangelical Christian community, among
others, has no choice but to engage this issue and engender
information, attitudes and actions that are not only morally and
culturally enriching but also biblically funded. This position
paper by REVEREND NOAH PASHAPA is a contribution to this

end.

Some researchers and
writers that are pro-ho-
mosexuality argue that it

a condition that is de-

ided by biological struc-
,ture or genetic determi-
nation and that the
homosexual really has no

4 choice whatsover in the
matter of sex

training as is the case.
This is far from saying
environmental condition-
ing alone accounts for
human sexual behaviour.
Human behaviours, in-
cluding sex, result from a
process of interaction be-
tween genetic and en-

1ag( Many homosexuals will
de| justify their practice on
b this basis. These re-
rtl  searchers and writers do
ran  not, however, own up to
g{ the whole truth about
C| genes (biology) and how
181 they influence beha-
}I‘S viours (including sex).

The whole truth there-
fore concerning homo-
sexuality and biology can
never be that someone
becomes gay because
their biological structure
(which cannot change)

adopted heterosexualism
exclusively. The exis-
tence of over 200 centres
in North America that ex-
ist to help gays go straight
also bears testimony to

According to Dr N. E.
Whitehead: ‘“Human
learning and- culture
override any relevance
biology many have for the
explanation of human be-
haviour . . . Biology deter-
minism is what people of-
ten think of first when
they hear a biology the-

holism. But humans, un-
like animals, have the
ability to choose how we
act out those tendencies.
A gay activist and La-
trobe University lecturer,.
Dennis Altman; has said:
“To be Haitian or a hae-
‘mophiliac is determined
at birth, but being gay is
an identity that is socially
determined and involves
personal choice. Even if,
as many want to argue,
one has no choice in ex-
periencing homosexual
desire, there is a wide

some

behave. In fact, the de-
gree of influence on hu-
behaviour by genes

{ @Fas been demonstrated to
be much less than that of
condition-

g

“If a certain form of
psychopathology should
be caused primarily by
genes, it might be mistak-
enly assumed that psy-
h and other en-

| ing. If genes (biology)
el Wwere as determinative
vé and as dictatorial as pro-
is] homosexual researchers
e| would have us believe,
eil then it would not have
ou been possible to modify
il | and change basic human
so¢ instinctive behaviour
wstr (such as survival, sleep-
1poi. eating, etc) through
rof The Herald on e

ema saw the Press

vironmental “factors
would be useless. This
pessimistic view is sim-
ply wrong. Genes do not
determine one’s destiny,”
according to a 1980 pub-
lication on' behavioural
genetics.

This fact is demon-
strated by the thousands
of ex-gays who have

univers:

ty or feelings. Scientists
in most disciplines be-
lieve that the genetic in-
fluence is near zero, and
that environmental fac-
tors override it.”

It cannot be objective
truth therefore to say that
someone became gay be-
cause their genes deter-
mined it so.

Indeed some people
may have a homosexual
orientation in the same
way many people have a
tendency to over-eat,
anger, tantrums or alco-
service, an

reshold of the twenty-
‘st century.
The second item Cde
hikerema shared was
s dream for a truly rep-
sentative National Me-
a Awards system to de-
sdop journalism and to
1courage and reward
mpetent journalists ‘in
mbabwe. He felt previ-
1s attempts had been
anipulated by narrow
W divisive interests to
detriment of journal-

472

dom campaign as unbal-
anced am‘l]);luxsued out of
historical context. He
saw the campaign as fo-
cusing only on the sense
of Article 19 of the Uni-
versal Declaration of Hu-
man Rights, while ignor-
ing totally the sense of
Article 29 of the same
document.

Article 19 reads as
follows:

Everyone has the
right to

= tetam and ax.

freedom. The critic goes
on to point out what Cde
Chikerema would always
point out: technology
alone does not liberate
people. Liberation de-
pends on the transforma-
tion of social relations as
well. “The claims being
made for the digital high-
way ... had been made
for the automobile, the
telephone and the televi-
sion, too.” &
Indeed, Cde Chiker-

ama alen inderstood th

has determined it so. Asa  ory. That's shame be- choice of possible ways of

matter of fact the socia-  cause it's been years if acting out these feelings

The truth is that even  l/environmental condi- not decades since biology  from celibacy and denial
though there may be tioning (learning process) has meant biol ... to self-affi

i is ly if d i - Men and adoption of a gay

influences on human be- not domi in this are to grow identity. .. being gayisa

haviour (e.g. breathing, interaction between biol- hair on the face, butmost  choice.” (Dr Altman, Aids

eating, sleeping, survival, ogy and environment in men override that predis-  and the New Puritanism,

sex, etc), these influ- the determination of hu- Pposition every morning. 986).
ences never dictate orde- man behaviour (includ- “Genes never dictate The view of this writer
termine the way humans  ing sex). sexual behaviour, identi- s that it is in fact cruel to

tell homosexuals that
they cannot help them-
selves. They can find for-
giveness and

been efforts to soften the
condemnatory note of the
Old Testament passages
by some whose purpose
has been to- construct a
Biblica.llylbﬂsed legitima-

ton for

tion in Christ’s love.
There is hope for hémo-
sexuals. just as there is

for others
in all sorts of sinful
conditions.

What the Bible in its
entirety has to say about
homosexuality makes it
difficult for the Christain
to condone the practice
of homosexuality or to
view it permissively. This
is no way suggesting that
people adopt a culture of
homophobia or homo-
bashing: The Christian

condemn homosex-
uality and reach out to
the homosexual with
Christ’s forgiving and
transforming love and
compassion.
In the Old Testament
are. scattered but clear-
out references that con-
demn homosexualism. It
is ne , however, to

observe. that there has

T g

Here are a few relevant
scripture passages.
Genesis 19 concerns
the incident from which
the term “sodomy” origi-
nates. Lot, in his home,
in the town of Sodom, of-
Afered hospitality to mes-
sengers of God. The men
of the city surrounded his
house and demanded
that he surrender to ther
his two male visitors s6
that they may be intimate
m them. Their inten-
were recognised by
Lot to have been hostile.
Lot tried to reason with
them but failed, resulting
in him offering his two
virgin daughters instead
of two men. The mob was
still not satisfied. The de- -
struction that comes
upon Sodom immediately
following this incident
implies that these homo-
sexual intentions of the :
men of Sodom were re-




AL, APRIL 26 1998

ION

Pashapa
sponsible for it.
Judges 19 has an ac-
count that follows the
same pattern with that in
Genesis 19. An elderly
ident in the city of Gi-
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that patrist society by a “Babylo-
nian” matrist system that seeks
to cut off the husband aé head
. of the family, “Scripture.cannot
be broken” and as popular as
these new “ideas” are, in the
. long run we shall soon find'out
that we cannot reverse Divine
order and ‘destroy Biblical pat-
terns, and hope to get always
with it. Jezebel didn't. Nor did
Sodom.
And so if the Divine order for
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with Steve? He ought to be with
-Eve: We have to join President
Mugabe in asking Steve to prove
“he can:fall pregnant. a.nd there~

€ _]udge" when:he barred

glﬂ=”") 1

generallj i d!at 1t is
-within the provifice of leaders

for discourage i
all its forms for the beneﬁtofso
ciety in 4

It is:such a refreshmg
chxnge from the tirade we have
E beensub]ectedwlatelybythast
of -our political civic., leader:
championing the cause: of shé
beens etc.

“The fate of Sodom await:
both these who indulge in sexu
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dones such depravity of con
duct. C ing the destruc
tion of Sodom, Dr George Adan
Smith said that although the-Tu
ins it left have: entirely disap

peared, its glare burns- -still. Anq
50 be warned!

The Chronicle, September 13, 1995.
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HOMOSEXUALITY AND THE SCRIPTURE

HAT DOES THE BIBLE REAILY SAY AB HOMOSEXUALITY?

Despite attempts by revisionist theologians to suggest that the Bibles affirms or
condones intimate same-sex relationships, "only towering cynicism can pretend
that there is any doubt about what the Scriptures say about homosexuality,” states
Michael Ukleja.

Sherwin Bailey's word count study argues that the sin of the men in Genesis 19
who desired to "know" Lot's guests was merely a breach of hospitality. Bailey
correctly notes that in only 12 of the 943 uses of the Hebrew word yada ("to
know") in the Old Testament does the term refer to sexual intercourse. But what
Bailey minimizes, of course, is the importance of the context in determining the
meaning of words. Lot's offering his own virgin daughters instead of his guests
for the sexual satisfaction of his rude neighbours indicates that he knew exactly
what the men wanted and purposely tried to lead them in a different direction not
only for reasons of hospitality.

J. Boswell and later L. William Countryman, presented studies suggesting that
Romans 1:26-27 declared same-sex relations cultically impure but not sinful.
Schmidt responds by saying: "Paul's profound analysis of the human condition in
Romans 1 finds in homosexuality an example of sexual sin that falsifies our
identity as created beings. Homosexual behaviour is 'revolting,’ not because
heterosexuals find it so - they have their own dirt to deal with (2:22) - but because
it epitomises in sexual terms the revolt against God. It is because it violates the
plan of God, present from the creation, for the union of male and female in
marriage.

Same-sex relations are condemned by Scripture because they stand in opposition
to God's created order and His plan revealed from the beginning. While it is true
that the Creation stories do not present us with neatly packaged commands about
sex, they do provide a basis. Thomas E. Eschmidt in his book Straight And
Narrow, believes that there is “a basis for biblical commands and for subsequent
reflection on the part of those who wish to construct a sexual ethic to meet
changing situations”.

The Apostle James recognises a distinction between orientation and behaviour.
Every person "is tempted when, by his own evil desire, he is dragged away and
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enticed. Then, after desire has conceived, it gives birth to sin; and sin, when it is
full-grown, gives birth to death” (James 1:14, 15, NIV). For all who possess
human nature and wrestle with a host of temptations, this should come as welcome
news. Only in the arena of moral choices and behavioural responses to one's
inclinations is sin or the resistance of it possible by God's grace. Inclination alone
does not constitute sin.

THE CASE OF SODOM

Genesis 19:4-10. But before they lay down, the men of the city, them of
Sodom, both young and old, all; the people to the last man surrounded the
house and they called to Lot, "Where are the men who came to you tonight?
Bring them out to us, that we may know them." Lot went out of the door to
the men, shut the door after him and said, "I beg you, my brothers, do not
act so wicked. Behold, I have two daughters who have not known man; let
me bring them out to you and do to them as you please; only do nothing to
these, for they have come under the shelter of my roof." But they said,
"Stand back!" And they said, "This fellow came to sojourn and he would
play the judge! Now we will deal worse with you than with them.." Then
they pressed hard against the man Lot and drew near to break the door., But
the men put forth their hands and brought Lot into the house to them and
shut the door.

Throughout the history of the Church this passage has been used to show God's
displeasure with homosexuals. In this instance, it was claimed, homosexuality
caused the destruction of the cities in the plain.

In 1975 the first extensive and radically new interpretation of this passage was
published by D. S. Bailey, whose ideas have been repeated in numerous books.
Bailey is an Anglican clergyman who was a member of an informal group of
Anglican clergy and physicians that produced a report called "The Problem of
Homosexuality," published by the Church of England Welfare council. Bailey, the
main lecturer for the Council, later published his own book, Homosexuality and
the Western Christian Tradition. Bailey was also instrumental in inaugurating a
Government Committee to investigate law and practice relating to homosexual
offenses. This report, The Wolfendon Report, named after the Committee
chairman, recommended that homosexual behaviour between consenting adults
private no longer be considered a criminal offense in England.  the
recommendation of the Committee was adopted legally by Parliament in 1967.
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Crucial to their decision was Bailey's thesis that Christian tradition has misread the
account of the judgement of Sodom in Genesis 19. This under-cut the notion that
toleration of homosexuality behaviour is a sign of national decay and paved the
way for relaxing legal sanctions.

Bailey, considered by many the high priest of pro-homosexuality interpretation of
Scripture, raises numerous questions about this passage. "What ground is there,"
he asks, "for the persistent belief that the inhabitants of the city were addicted to
male homosexual practices and punished accordingly?" He finds little evidence.
Beginning with verse 5, "Bring them out to us, that we may know them,” he
suggests that the word "know" (yada) occurs some 943 times in the Old
Testament; but in only twelve instances, without qualification, does it mean coitus.
On the basis of these statistics, he adopts Barton's view that there is no actual
necessity to interpret "know" in Genesis 19:5 as equivalent to "have coitus with"
and that it may mean no more than "get acquainted with."

Few biblical scholars agree with this restricted interpretation of yada. Many point
to verse 8 which is manifestly sexual in connotation. Even McNeil, a Catholic
Priest who advocates responsible homosexual behaviour, admits that the case has
been overstated here. However, many scholars who admit that this interpretation
is weak still point out that it is clearly violent homosexual rape /that/ is intended
and which is being condemned here. Therefore if this text does not speak
negatively about a loving homosexual relation between consenting adults, it
cannot be used to condemn it, they claim.

Those who accept this new interpretation, however, have to explain why the mere
request to get acquainted with the visitors is made in such a violent manner. The
suggested answer proposes that Lot was a sojourner (ger) and as a resident alien,
he did not have the right to bring other aliens into his house, especially those
whose credentials were unknown to the citizens. Furthermore, he was unpopular.
The citizens of the place might be accused of boorish inhospitality, but there is no
evidence that homosexual vice was prevalent there.

In trying to explain why, under these circumstances, Lot offered his virgin
daughters to the citizenry to do as they pleased with them, Bailey's argument is at
its weakest. he suggests, "that it was simply the most tempting bribe that Lot
could offer on the spur of the moment to appease the hostile crowd". This assumes
that the crowd was bent on violence, perhaps rape. But Bailey has assured us
already that they are just concerned citizens who want to clarify the status of Lot's
visitors. If this is so, Lot's offer of his daughters is most incongruous and
calculated to heighten the suspicions of the citizens about his visitors.
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If "know" in verse 5 simply means "get acquainted with," Lot grossly
misunderstood the citizens. His best course of action would have been to acquaint
them with the visitors. In addition, this interpretation finds the biblical account to
be influenced by later legends dealing with punishment for inhospitality.

But this entire construction throws a serious question on the justice of God, for we
are presented with God destroying the cities by fire for their lack of hospitality,
first and foremost, as well as undefined general wickedness. Bailey points out that
no Old Testament citation of this passage explicitly identifies the sin of Sodom as
homosexuality. (See Genesis 13:13, 18:20; Jeremiah 23:14; Ezekiel 16:49, 50).
1t is only in the post-canonical literature relating to Hellenism that these passages
are interpreted of homosexuality, he suggests and in the late New Testament books
influenced by Hellenistic literature and pseudepigrapha - 2 Peter and Jude.

The Old Testament depicts the people of Sodom as a symbol of utter wickedness
and grievous sin, who committed adultery, walked in lies, were haughty and
committed abomination. Sodom was also a symbol of complete destruction (see
Isaiah 1:9, 13:19; Jeremiah 49:18; 50:40; Amos 4:11; Zechariah 2:9). True, there
is no explicit mention of homosexuality here. The further claim is made that this
witness, that is, that Sodom was destroyed for inhospitality, folly and pride is
continued in the Apocrypha. Especially quoted are Wisdom 10:8 and 19:8 and
Ecclesiastics 16:8.

In Wisdom 19:13, 14 (Bailey cites Wisdom 19:8 but quotes 19:14) neither the
words "Sodom" nor "Egyptians” appear in the text, though they are implied. The
Egyptians are being compared with Sodom and seem to be declared the more
wicked. In Wisdom the Egyptians are accused of "hatred of strangers” (misozenia,
vs. 13) and this is construed, along with verse 14, as a testimony to inhospitality.

This particular argument has not reckoned with the fact that in the Hellenistic
world misozenia was a loaded word. As Radin points out, it had within its broad
range of meaning not only inhospitality and a social behaviour but also abuse of
strangers and in extreme cases, even cannibalism.

This particular passage does not support the new thesis as thoroughly after careful
inspection. We can agree with those who contend that it is nonsense to assume
that Sodom and Gomorrah were destroyed solely because of homosexuality. The
Old Testament clearly states that the sins of the cities were many and grievous.
On the other hand, we cannot agree with attempts of exclude homosexuality as one
of these sins. Therefore, we conclude that Genesis 19 is clearly a reference to an
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attempted homosexual rape of Lot's visitors. The question of whether this text
condemns all homosexual activity does not seem to be answered here but perhaps
comes within the scope of the next references.

NEW TESTAMENT VICE LISTS : CHRISTIAN AND NON-CHRISTIAN

_ Regulations for Christian ethical behaviour also are stated negatively in the New

Testament. This was achieved by listing vices that Christians were exhorted to
avoid. It is possible that such lists were used in catechetical instruction beginning
at a very early period. These lists existed in the popular moral teaching of the
period and parallels among Stoics are unmistakable.

For Christians, however, mere avoidance of vice is not the essence of an ethical
morality). Morality and ethics cannot begin until these acts are removed from the
lifestyle. Christian ethics and morality involve the doing of positive things, not
merely removal of negatives.

Homosexual activity never appears in any positive list in the New Testament,
although numerous other activities are listed. When homosexuality is mentioned
it is always included in the negative vice lists. This fact cannot be ignored by
those who claim that loving homosexual relations are condoned in Scripture.

Nowhere does Paul issue instructions for the homosexual couple or tell how they '

are to be integrated into the Church. He does this for slaves, for families where
only one spouse is a believer, for those coming form pagan cults and worldly
associations, for those who are virgins and those who are not and for Jews and/or
Pharisees with all heir religious and cultural baggage. But homosexual acts are
listed as one of the lifestyles left behind, discontinued upon acceptance of Christ.

PRIMARY NEW TESTAMENT TEXTS CITED WITH REFERENCE TO
HOMOSEXUALITY.

Roman 1:26-28. For this reason God gave them up to dishonourable passions.
Their women exchanged natural relations for unnatural and the men likewise gave
up 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. And since they did not see fit to acknowledge God, God
gave them up to a base mind and improper conduct.



These verses are followed immediately by the longest vice list in the New
Testament (Roman 1:29-32). It includes no sexual sins. Apparently Paul was
satisfied with his treatment of them in verses 24-28, the whole of which (vss. 24-
32) may be seen as an extended vice list.

NATURAIL VERSUS UNNATURAL

The two key terms in these verses are the expressions "natural” and "unnatural”
and much depends upon what Paul meant here. The crux of the issue turns on why
Paul concludes that homosexuality is unnatural. Paul uses the terms para phusin
("against," "besides", or "contrary to") nature and kata phusin ("according to")
nature. (CF. expressions in Romans 11:24) There is no doubt that these terms are
common Greek usage and that they are used at times to express an ethical
judgment on homosexuality. This is true in Plato (Laws 1,636; VIII, 836-841),
who repeatedly use the term "natural” to describe heterosexual intercourse and
"unnatural” for homosexual intercourse.

Plato attempts a reason why it is unnatural, that is, because men cannot fall below
the level of the animal world where homosexuality does not take place (Laws VIII,
841). These expressions are common in the Hellenistic period, as we see in
Diodorus Siculus (ca 49 BC). In his History 32, 10, 8-11, he uses the term kata
phusin of natural intercourse with a woman. However, in a case whether the
woman was in reality a man, he speaks of the intercourse as having taken place "as
with a man" and the marriage as "against nature" (para phusin gamou). In any
event the woman (in reality a man) had to submit to "unnatural embraces" (para
phusin homilian).

Paul has in mind not only the causal and capricious sex swapping of the pervert,
driven by lust and desire for flesh stimulation, but the basic divergence from God's
original creation scheme which all homosexual behaviour represents. The invert
or constitutional homosexual may be seen as an aberration of God's original
creation. He may be considered depraved (as all are to some extent) in the
theological sense but not in a moral sense.

Paul uses the homosexual practices of his day to illustrate the depravity that
follows departure from God's will. If homosexual acts could gain divine approval
in any sense, surely Paul would have indicated how and drawn the distinction.
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In a day when homosexual acts were commonly practised and widely known, Paul
could hardly have been ignorant of the variety of relationships existing in the first
century Hellenistic world. An interpretation of his words that allows homosexual
activity would have to allow also any sin in the list of vices which follows.

We need to emphasise, however, that Paul is speaking of homosexual acts, not
temptations to homosexuality or disposition to homosexuality of whatever

3 ,mtensrry Paul concludes verse 27 by observing that those who practice such act,

’ "receive in their own persons the due penalty for their error.” The apostle may
refer to spiritual moral erosion in the life or the physical deterioration that results
from a dissolute life or both. At the end of the vice list (verse 32) he notes finally
that "they not only do them but approve those who practice them." We must keep
in mind that in Paul's day male-with-male sexual relationships not only went
largely uncondemned but were sometimes glorified as a stage of love higher than
that between man and woman.

One might argue that as a conservative Jew Paul was merely reacting to the
Gentile culture around him in typical Jewish fashion. But Paul was the most
liberated of the apostles. He was most open and accepting of the Gentiles and
willing to reject Jewish tradition where he saw it in conflict with the will of God.
Other reasons have to be found for Paul's rejection of homosexuality. He was no
conservative reactionary. Based on evidence, there is no " Pauline privilege" for
homosexual activity in Romans 1:26-28.

——

1 Corinthians 6:9, 10. 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, no (homosexuals), not thieves, nor the greedy, nor drunkards, nor
revilers, nor robbers will inherit the Kingdom of God.

If the Church accepts the idea of powerless grace it nullifies its evangelistic
mission in the world. The gospel is no longer the "power for Salvation to
everyone who believes," and as Lovelace points out about such a Church,

It should logically be prepared to tolerate many other forms of sin within the
Church which might cause neuroses if repressed: compulsive adultery and
fornication, compulsive racism and other forms of hatred acted out in
physical hostility, compulsive disobedience to authority, compulsive theft,
and so on. The argument that sexual control is impossible for most
homosexuals because they do not have the gift of continence leads
necessarily to the Church's encouraging premarital and extramarital sex
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among single persons, the divorced and the widowed. Neither the Bible nor
the common convictions of Christian support this implication and we must
conclude that where there is responsibility to be continent God will supply
the gift.

The prohomophile literature written in a Christian context overemphasises love
and the Spirit at the expense of the word. It is true that without these the Church
is a dry, lifeless husk. But it is equally true that the Church without the objective
Word of God is a ship without a rudder. It simply rides out the swells of worldly
events, fads, and opinions with all the other flotsam and jetsam until it is beached
or smashed on the rock. Uncontrolled and drifting it has no means of directing its
course.

For the Church to try to function ethically without objective information from God
concerning His will means that it is dead in the water without chart, compass, or
any real way of steering itself or anyone else. With both Spirit and the Word, the
Church has power, a means of direction and can safely find a passage between
subjective antinomianism and the rocks of legalism.

Homosexuals needs to reconsider the scriptural passages in both Old-and New.
Testaments that relate to homosexual behaviour. Exegetical and hermeneutical
Of fhe exegesis and arguments of scholars who support their opinions will not
mm:;.n beings masters of their consciences,
hommosexuals n the Christian context need to study the Scriptures for themselves.

Themthey Will Tecognise that many prohomophile arguments are "strained,
speculative and implausible, the product of wishful thinking and special pleading."

Many homosexuals are convinced that increasingly permissive sexual attitudes in
the Church will in time lead to acceptance of their sexual behaviour.
Consequently, it is difficult for many Christian gays to understand why they are
scapegoats for sexual sins in the Church. Are adultery or fornication less culpable
than homosexuality? The Church must become serious about all sexual
immorality or it has little case against the homosexual and stands accused of rank
hypocrisy. On the other hand homosexuals need to realise that two wrongs never
make a right.

Secondly, the Church needs to come to terms with homophobia and some of its
ultra-conservative knee-jerk reactions even to the mention of homosexuality.
Homophobia is a fear and hatred of homosexuals and homosexuality. As with
- — — T

8
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most phobias, usually it is unreasoned and unreasoning. As with race prejudice,
homophobia is often a transferred hostility. The homosexual becomes a
convenient whipping boy on whom old fears, hurts and angers may be safely
focussed. Hatred of homosexuals may mask insecurity about one's own sexual
identity. Christian concern is missing.

Whatever its cause, Church members need to rise above it and to foster an attitude
of compassionate concern for homosexuals while at the same time they strongly
disapprove of the active homosexual lifestyle. Many who lack a conviction of sin
in their own lives and their need of the grace of Christ for daily strength will find
it difficult to do this.

+Christians who understand human frailty and know the power of sin will be able
to empathise with he pain, hopelessness and guilt, the loneliness and rejection felt
by many exclusive homosexuals. They will understand also that for many
homosexuals the condition is not the result of voluntary choice and will begin to
appreciate why numerous homosexuals from a religious background sink in
despair to the verge of suicide and sometimes complete the act.

All of this does not suggest that biblical and theological arguments put forward by

homophile advocates should persuade the Church to change its position on the

subject. On the contrary, how the Church relates to homosexuality may determine

how it relates to all other questions of morality. As a prominent Jewish author put

1t,

When religion begins to adapt its norms to current practice, it succeeds in

becoming "popular religion” of the kind the Bible fought against through

all antiquity. It then surrenders its right to speak in the name of a higher

calling. Moral law must apply even - especially! - in the face of popular

neglect. Religion must teach society; it must hold up for its moral ideals for

which to strive, ethical and spiritual norms the neglect of which will give

| men a bad conscience. The direction some Churches are taking today

| threatens to leave the majority religion in our country shorn of its ideals, its

| | challenge, its role as conscience - and its courage. I fear that, in some

| \measure, contemporary Christianity is reverting to its pre-Judaic roots by
institutionalising the sanction of popular immorality.

This statement also is a challenge to the Church. The Church cannot condone
homosexual activity without betraying its biblical, historical and spiritual heritage.
Its conscious acceptance of the authority and inspiration of Scripture would need
to undergo such a radical, liberalising change that the fundamental teachings of the
Church would be left without foundation.
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Ead kWOULD like -
‘réspond to remarks made:

by Humanist of Harare on-

homosexualitv..
“Homosexuals. are the

way they are by choice

a.nd not: by nature. If we

pnature for the way we.are,

- or.-what: we have: become, )

- God:is the creator of all
nature. . If He wanted
homosexualsto be part-of
that scheme He would not
have called it ‘‘an abomi-
na»tton m“HJS eyesnght CIf

would ‘noé ha{Ve wiped out
two whole towns to get rid

to

T &t us not start blammg .

rxothlng new andv

gmnmg .of titne .. It is first
mentioned the book.of
Leviticus:: 3 ,\please
read:it)i:

There are:: many” o\‘_her
mentions of it in the Bible.

I personally view:
homosexuahty as I would
any other sin— adultery,

. stealing, lymg, che:atlng

They are all considered sin
in God’s sight.’

God  gives to us  the
power-of free choice. We
choose-right. or wrong. I
cannot blame nature if I
malke a free choice to'com-
mit-adultery; to steal or to
become a homosexual.

- With ~people’s -brains
there is no problem. With
people s hearts there is a
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~ problems. we have lie in

If you harbour

The Daily Gazette, March 13 1993,

person. s you harbour,
greed you-end up stealing.

“When 'you  clean’ up’
your heart yoéu: clean“up
your. act. The only way
you élean up-your heartis:
by putting -God there.
Once God is in centrol,
you get in control: and":
your life is controlled. :

There. is.an old saying

that birds: of  a. feather
flock together.. I would
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thieves and they . would ™
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mixing with ‘me. "’

God clearly tells us that
the sheep and the goats
don’t mix but He also tells:
us that- there is a bétter:
way and we can make that
choice through Hi
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The Chronicle, August 24, 1995.
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The Masvingo Provincial Star, February 16, 1996.
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Creator. the Bishops state,
and “there is no ‘option’ or
‘choice’ about it.
n6 ‘human right' to a
‘homosexual lifestyle .

s~ ‘“Homosexuality is a

“There ‘is-

.condition, helped: by the |;

Christian. community.
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deep wound in their psyché
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' say the
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E€hurch-where it is.stated:
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intrinsically. disordered.
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-for most of them it is a trial.

_disease,
wherever it exists,. “‘we do
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'hftstyle'

legitimate. .
society must n

homosexuality

They'must be
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| semsitivity. Every sign of
| unjust_discrimination in

with
forced separation
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young from sexual abuse,
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((2)The mtegnty of
the human person.
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mmgnty and wholeness of - Ileonn':d.lm human dignity: The image of lhe Zimbabwe who issued the

the human person. So often
in our day, the sexual
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woman is no longer an
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for~-

“Love is no longer seen:
‘a8 open to fruitfulness. The
bodily union no longer
signifies mutual, personal
responsibility for one
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the created order is denied.””
‘ Many a man, say the
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members of the Zimbabwe
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also’state that, social
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Synod of the’ Catholic
Church, ™",

“Natural family planning
which stresses’ cooperation:
and responsibility between
" be

partoers <. Ahould *

and’ motherhood should be:
taught and ised,” say:
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-

The Masvingo Provincial Star, February 16, 1996.
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The Sunday Mail, June 16, 1996.
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The Chronicle, September 2, 1995.

492



Appendix 36

astoliow
dgmudediﬁe fitedom to uve wcmayuse our sexu:.l.\ly7 man and woman in marriage

& i their “sexual - _could yetitwas
‘now being said anyonis has’a -~
Tight to-ch apers

allowusto - Of hisherown sex as alife

ies any partner, instead of someornie of
the oppesite sex.
‘The church supports me B

Iniversal Dedl:
Injversal

way we:wani? Can we dlaim

lo-one-would hiave thought-
ing as basic as the

{ *ItiS therefore not fight for
myuna.mlmm Gevem—
Mlo harass; persecute ot
tortire peoplé simply because:
they-are -known.to have this -
(homnswmxh)mclxmmm_ AL

Rt
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SOCIAL COMMUNICATIONS DEPARTMENT
ditor OF THE ZIMBABWE CATHOLIC BISH@ESCONFERENCE

OGANY
RE W\J

Dear Editor,

RE: Leonard Chaza, "It's a gay thing" (Mahogany, July/August 1995)

Allow me to comment on your article on homosexuality. While I agree that
"gay" people should not be harrassed simply for being what they are, this
does not mean that their particular condition should be accepted as on par
Wwith normal heterosexuality.

.

Man was created for woman, and woman was created for man. Man and
Wwoman are to complement each other, physically and psychologically. They
are of equal dignity and value in the eyes of God, and yet different. Their
Mutual love in marriage is to be fruitful. Marriage is to be fulfilled in children
and a family.

Homosexuality is a disorder. "Homosexual acts are intrinsically disordered.
They are contrary to the natural law" (Catechism of the Catholic Church,
2357). Christians must not practise a "homosexual lifestyle". African culture
abhors homosexuality and considers it abnormal because men and women
are meant to be fruitful and have children. The development from polygamy
towards monogamy may be said to be in line with the primary aim of African
Marriage of having a family while this cannot be said of homosexual unions.

If a person is incapable of relating to the other sex, then he or she has
developed in the wrong way and lacks full human maturity. [This,
incidentally, also applies to men who use women sexually, but are incapable
of relating to women as persons, friends, workmates and colleagues, and are,
therefore, also unsuitable for marriage]. Some homosexual persons have
Suffered a deep wound in their psyche when young, and healing may be
Possible. Others have to learn how to live with their condition. But there is no
Sense in the slogan "Gay and proud of it".

While we recognize the disease, we do not discriminate against those who
suffer from it. "Men and women with deep-seated homosexual tendencies do
Not choose their homosexual condition; for most of them it is a trial. They
Must be accepted with respect, compassion and sensitivity. Every sign of
unjust discrimination in their regard should be avoided" , e.g. in employment
or housing (Catechism, 2358).

At the same time homosexuals have no right to propagate what some call
their "lifestyle” and have it recognised as a legitimate alternative  to
heterosexuality. There is no "option" or "choice".

The State has a duty to protect children from homosexual ( as well as
heterosexual!) abusers.

Yours sincerely,

Fr Oskar Wermter SJ
Telephone: 70556
98 CENTRAL AVENUE Telegrams: "GENSEC
HARARE Telex: 22390 GENSEC 2V

v
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ISEWAY

SOCIAL COMMUNICATIONS DEPARTMENT
OF THE ZIMBABWE CATHOLIC BISHOPS' CONFERENCE

WHAT DOES THE CATHOLIC CHURCH CH 0T 1TY?

Statement requested by Mr.Tangai Chipangura, for PARADE

Man was created for woman, and woman was created for man. This is
how God created the human race. Human sexuality is not an end in
itself, but is directed towards the procreation of children, i.e.
towards marriage and family. This is the natural order to which
we have to adhere. We have no free option to choose this or that
"sexual orientation".

However, homosexuality is a fact. It is a deviation from human
nature, i.e. a pathological condition. The Church has not given a
definite answer +to the qgquestion whether homosexuality is

biologically inherited or culturally conditicned. It is, however,
striking, that homosexuality seems to be prevalent in some
cultures (e.g. UBA) and lardely absent in others (e.g. Zimbabwe,
except in artificial environnments like prisons).

The Church does not condemn persons who find they ‘have a
homosexual tendency as such, but cannot approve of their engaging
in homosexual relationships. Homosexuals who cannot be cured of
their pathological condition have to abstain from any sexual
activity. Members of the Church in this situation are welcome
within the Church community and must not be shunned or
discriminated against. The Church expects them, of course, to
accept the Church’s teaching and to refrain from drawing other
persons into homosexual relationships. Any recognition of
homosexual relationships as kind of "marriages” is completely out
of the question.

2
&
Fr Oskar Wermter SJ

Social Communications Secretary
Zimbabwe Catholic Bishops’ Conference

Telephone: 7055
. BOX 8135 98 CENTRAL AVENUE Telegrams: "GENSE
HARARE

Telex: 22390 GENSEC Z
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Bishop R P Hatendi
P 0 Box 3585
HARARE

02 July 1996

The Reverend Fr Oskar,Wermter, SJ,
ZCBC Social Communications Department
Africa Synod House

P 0 Box CY2220, Causeway, HARARE

Dear Father

Thank you very much for sending me a copy of the ZCBC's
statement on this topical issue about homosexuality which
I had not seen.Generally I agree with the statement that
our culture alone has no answer to "these threats".

Unfortunately we have become a God-less or God-fearless
generation. Man has become a god and a measure of all things,
hence the emphasis on Human Rights rather than Divine Right/
Will. Submission to higher principles or the will of God is
a thing of the past. Like Satan we are following our own
wills and desires of our own hearts. Without God, good and
evil choices are matters of opinion.

In my view, the issue of free will, like so many

great truths, is a paradox. Sadly there is no neutral ground
regarding the "right to choose". On the other hand I have
a problem with the hypothesis that, "some homosexual
persons may have been born like that". This is the crux of
my letter to the Herald. If some are'born l1ike that',
therefore they are not blameworthy and should live out
who they are without let or hindrance as a human right
given to them by God. It would be wrong to oppose what God
has ordained or ordered. Where there is no choice there is
is no moral blameworthiness.

could it be established as a biological or psychological
fact that there are people who are "born like that"?

It was good to hear from you on this subject.

Sincerely yours in Christ,

= r
+ lefer Ha/vewa

—
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The Herald, June 24, 1996.
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"Homosexuals are
victims of society

THE report entitled ‘‘President lashes at homos”™
prompted me to put down my views: I think the-
.issue of homosexuality or homosexuals demands
greater-and deeper analysis before individuals or
soclety at large denounces or condemyis i ndivid=
| with:homosexual tendencies or attempts by
1 such individuals: to:.come-together and formy or-
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velop homosexual ten-
T and:--answered before we dencies: simply: . because;

react toithe" issue of ho- one  has read’ Hterature'
| mosexuality. - What Y pleading the  case:.of ho-
| causes. an fadividualsto - mosexuals which, -if. it
i develop homosexual tén- was the case, would thien
| dencies? Does: aniindivi- -~ justify their den:lal of the i
| dual choose ‘to be-a heméd. sright to express their

“ sexual? If- not, e: - the- “ideas  at. the bwe.A
i causes: blologlcal or so- Book Fair. E i
\ eial?- The answers to- -, - Itis guite possxble the

-most likely result of such

these questions deter:-
a dialogue between ‘the

mine’'the nature-of ourre- -
sponse to the issue’ of so-called ‘normal’ and

" homosexuality:. . these social “outéasts’’
As longasa_nmdjwdual ‘would be: the develop-
does. not- choose to- be-'a: . ment of greater  under-

I lhomosexual: then- it fol standing and . tolerarce
. lows, that-nobody has the between them and a less-
| ‘moxal” authority: ‘or’ ening of the curreni attil
E

right'tg:condemn _homo— mde of hostility, and con-
"sexual” especially- if the . demnationn which I think
;. homeoseéxuality of sixcli an’ . is the result of the pub-
! individual:is: not:arbxtr.zrx ic’s pre_]udlce rather

[Ty practlsed on unwilling' -; than enlightenment: .
; -As anindividual, homo-

sexuahty, in my opmlon
it’s: just an - opinion)  is
wore: of a soeial problem
thary a. biological: problem’
and if anyone. has: to: be
ade to-feel: guilty: ahout

[ "My owny opun - is: tha
homosexuahty s.aira
ration and:a homos

opinion ' just.’ theé.  symp-
toms manifesting:-the
probleéms .of society at
Iarge: What therefore .is:
needed’ is’ not more  re-

ssion of these: victims,; -
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The Chronicle, August 9, 1995.
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SOCIAL COMMUNICATIONS DEPARTMENT
sitor OF THE ZIMBABWE CATHOLIC BISHOPS'sGONFERENCE

inancial Gazette
us House HARARE

SIR,
RE: "LINKING HOMOSEXUALITY WITH CRIME IS DOWNRIGHT INSULT TO GAYS"
(FINGAZ 31, AUGUST 1995)
Some editors in this country do not know, or choose to ignore, the fact that,
when you quote from a lengthy interview only what suits you and leave out
what does not, you are actually distorting the truth. Officialdom uses the
churches by quoting bits and pieces that fit into the official line while
ignoring the rest. Unfortunately, some churchmen are not even aware of
this.
I have been giving many interviews on the Church's stance on
homosexuality in recent weeks. In each and every one of them I made it
a clear that the Catholic Church does not wish to see a witchhunt or
hatecampaign against homosexuals, as "Muckraker" noted in FinGaz, 24
August (see also my "Sunday Reflection" in the Sunday Gazette, 27 August).
Certainly Christianity is about compassion. "Men and women who have
deep-seated homosexual tendencies ... do not choose their homosexual
condition; for most of them it is a trial. They must be accepted with repect,
compassion and sensitivity. Every sign of unjust discrimination should be
avoided," says the Catechism of the Catholic Church (n. 2358).
"Let the one among you who is without sin be the first to throw a stone at
her,” has become a popular biblical quotation in this context.
Unfortunately people are rather selective in what they quote from
Scripture. They omit to say that the punchline of that passage (John 8, 1-
11) is, "Neither do I condemn you; go your way, and from now on, no longer
sin.”
Christianity is not only about compassion and love, but also about truth.
And the truth is that man was created for woman, and woman for man. Man
and woman are to complement each other, physically and psychologically.
Their mutual love in marriage is to be fruitful. Marriage is to be fulfilled in
children and a family. The truth is that there is a natural order whose
0 boundaries we only overstep at our peril.
Homosexuality is a disorder. "Homosexual acts are intrinsically disordered.
They are contrary to the natural law" (Catechism, n.2357). Christians must
not practice a homosexual lifestyle.
Tolerance does not mean approval. It means that, though we need to
eliminate the disease, we are not going to eliminate those suffering from
the disease. While we regret the immoderate language used in the debate,
our South African friends who resigned from the board of the Zimbabwe
International Book Fair in protest, those seventy American congressmen
and GALZ also lacked tolerance and sensitivity towards the feelings of
ordinary Zimbabweans whose culture based on family values is
incompatible with the slogan "gay and proud of it",

Fr. Oskar Wermter SJ
Socal Communications Secretary
Zimbabwe Catholic Bishops' Conference

CY2220 Africa Synod House, 2nd Floor Telephone: 705569
iseway, 29 — 31 Selous Avenue Telegrams: “GENSEC”
Hnme At Qintt Ui Can. 0S40
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SOCIAL COMMUNICATIONS DEPARTMENT
OF THE CATHOLIC BISHOPS’ CONFERENCE

l/l/\ofa/(-

ZIMBABWE CATHOLIC BISHOPS' CONFERENCE
Extract from the Pastoral Statement of January 1996
"MALE AND FEMALE HE CREATED THEM"
(Gen. 1:27)
1) Homosexuality and the "right to choose"

Man was created for woman, and woman was created for man, and both
were created for God. Man and woman are to complement each other. They
are of equal dignity and value in the eyes of God, and yet different. Their
mutual love in marriage is to be fruitful. Marriage is to be fulfilled in
children and a family.

This is the order given to humankind by God the Creator. There is no
"option" or "choice". There is no "human right" to a "homosexual lifestyle".

Homosexuality is a disorder. "Homosexual acts are intrinsically disordered.
They are contrary to the natural law" (Catechism of the Catholic Church,
2357). Christians must not practise a "homosexual lifestyle". African culture
abhors homosexuality and considers it abnormal.

While we want to eliminate a disease, wherever it exists, we do not
eliminate those who suffer from it. "Men and women with deep-seated
homosexual tendencies do not choose their homosexual condition; for most
of them it is a trial. They must be accepted with respect, compassion and
sensitivity. Every sign of unjust discrimination in their regard should be
avoided" (Catechism of the Catholic Church, 2358).

Some homosexual persons may have been born like that: they have to
learn how to live with their condition, helped by the Christian community.
Others have suffered a deep wound in their psyche when young, and
healing may be possible. Others again act under the pressure of a given
social environment and need to be freed from such pressure.

It is therefore not right for anyone, including Government, to harrass,
persecute or torture people simply because they are known to have this
inclination. At the same time homosexual persons have no right to
propagate what some of them call their "lifestyle". Laws protecting the
young from sexual abuse, whether by homosexual or heterosexual persons,
are legitimate.

At the same time, society must not create breeding grounds for
homosexuality through overcrowding in prisons, forced separation of
married men from their families, and forming an underclass of homeless
people who have no hope ever to marry and have a family.

Conclusion
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God's blessing, is to be fruitful and become a family. These are the points
we would like to stress:

Social fragmentation, the destruction of family life and the isolation of the
individual may well be contributing factors to the spread of homosexuality
in western countries. Insofar as similar trends appear in Africa, the
Church must become the extended family and supportive community that
people need. The image of the "Church as God's Family" ...."emphasizes care
for others, solidarity, warmth in human relationships, acceptance, dialogue
and trust" (Church in Africa, 65).

501



UNIVERSITY OF BAMBERG PRESS

BiAS volume three is a monograph which was submitted and passed as PhD
thesis at the University of Bayreuth, Germany. The author revisits the subject of
homosexuality in Zimbabwe, a subject that attracted the attention of the inter-
national community from 1995 when Robert Gabriel Mugabe, the President of
Zimbabwe described homosexual persons as “worse than dogs and pigs”. The
President’s position was widely supported by Christians and Traditionalists alike,
and the Bible was used as the final arbiter, as it is the “Word of God”. The Bible was
also used by homosexual persons and those sympathetic to them, such that the
Bible fought against the Bible. The book highlights the interconnection between
homosexuality, religion and the socio-economic and political challenges from the
1990s, and raises critical questions about the widespread selective-literal appropri-
ation of the Bible, a practice that ignores the socio-historical context of the Bible.
This is a book for biblical students, scholars and ordinary readers of the Bible who
want to engage with contemporary socio-theological challenges.
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