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[ must apologise for leaving vour leiter on August 9 so long wnanswered. T'm afraid Lt
rather a lot was waiting for me when [ retumed from hofiday, and the less urgent Lollers, as
alwaya, sank in the pile!

This will have to be a relatively brief response to vouwr very substantial question, but 1 hope

L muy suwgest 2 [ew aveoues, Untl]l about [980, T fully sharcd the traditional ethical
uderstanding of homosexuality as a condition of {at hest) some sort of ‘prvalion’, the
tactice of which was stnetly [othidden to Christians by scripture and tradition. My mind was
é":_“rg*_-;lb contaet, #% 4 unplversily leacher, with one or twe gemmngly sefjous Christians
whi Fad concluded after praver and redlection that the scriptural prohibitinns wete addrossed
to heternsexuals bonking for sexual vanicly n theip experience; but that the Bikle does not
address the thatter of Zppropralc hehaviowr for those who are, for whalever reason,

hemsozexual by mstinet or nature (T don't deny thal some varteties of homosexnality may ke
therapeutically altered, by the wayv, bot T don™, believe s s true of all; discernment in this

ares 15 very difficult indeed)
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Go after 1980 T continued o stody the issue sporadicafly, reading what [ could on the
psychology as well as the theology of it; and by the end of the 80°s I had delinitely come to
the conclusion that scripture was not dealing with the predicament of persons whom “we
showld recopnise as homosexual by nature. And many of the arpuments assuumed by
theologians 1w the Middte Ages and Tates [ficTeasinigly seenioq 16 beg Quusiions or to vest oo
comigsied gromnds. [ concludad that an active sexual relationship belwien twa peaple of the
same sex might thereTore reflect The T6VE 6t 5od In i way comparable 1o marriage, if zuid only
if it had ahout it the same character of absolufe covenanted faithfulness, Peter Coleman’s
book, called, 1 think, Tomosemual Christians, helped heee, a'is_@(i'tﬂn did Jeffrey John's
pamaphlet, Permanent, Stoble, Faithfild T was not convineed by the argument that the ethics
for homosexual relations should be different from those for heterosexuals {i.c that they should

not be exclusively [aithfal or lifelong).

The eollection of casays called The Way Forward? edited by Tim Pradshaw a few years
ago represents a helpful dialogue between Christisns of’ generally docinnally conservative
copvictions who huve come to diflorent conclusions on this, and 1 wish the discussion could
he as constructive and sympathetic in the wider Church as it was in this group. But it i3 now a
very much polificised question, with many treating it as the sole or primary marker of
Christian orthodoxy. T find niyself personally in a difficult situation, betwern the pressures of
the clear majority view in my Church, my own ticolegical convictions on this matter (as
sOTCOme ;ﬂlﬂ has no desire at all to overthrow the auihdrity of sCripture here, but wants to
azk il it BHs been rightly read on this matter) and the complex needs of individuals far
pastoral counsel and support. T don’t seu myself as a campaigner for & new morality; but il
' 53R Tor my ~dews, as 2 theelegien ruthor than o chorel loader, Thave to be homent ond

achmit that they arc as "ve said. ’

One fast point. The Church has shiffed its stance on several matlers — notably the rightness
of lending money at ingerest (condened outright in the Old Testament and by all thealogians
belore the sevenleenih century) apd the moral admissibility of comtraccption (generally
denounced by the Anglican Church up to the middle of the twentiath cenfury) So T am bound
tar ask if this is anodher such issue. 17T am really seriowsly wrong on this, I can only pray to be
shown the truth, I'd ask simply that Christians might be a little more teady than they
somelmes seem o accept the good faith of those who have come to a different eonclnsion
{either wayi!

T don't know if this will be any help to you, bul Pm very willing Lo cxplain farther if you
wisii (50 long ws you can be patient with my slowness in answeriag lettersl). Thank you Jar
writlng.
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'm sorry not wr have written sooner 4o thank you for responcling se [ully to my letrer
and for sending the materials. [ wigh T had time to reply more fully mysell, bul must
content myself with saving only a couple of things. Most Christian homnsexuals T
know have po interest in ‘converting’ anyone to their crientation, far fTom it; nor are
they asking for a charer for promisesily, [ shosld deplore either of thoss, and 1 have
said publicly that anvihiog that looks like pressure to adopt homosexual behaviour,
especially in un educational contexy, is wrong in my eves. Again, 1 know herdly any
Christtan homoscxuals whe believe thal Jesuy was homoscxual, oo that they are
superior to heterosexuals. 1 have some reservations abont LGCM's agenda, bot even
they do not claim thess things, When they speuk of “homophobia®, o word [ dishike,
admit, they have some perfectly genuine evidence of prejudice 1 regard as shocking,
Scriptire can be usad and has beenr used in meny ways to license prejudice, and [
don’t think they mean any more than this, [ muwst also say that there is real evidence
in schonds of bollving aromml thic gene and cwen ol wniside vy ymenp moen
particularly, because of aftitudes expressed. If Christians could at least unire in
condemning this, even when they disagree with the behavicur of some homosaxuals,
that wonld be an advance. When I said that | wasn’t camnpaigning for a new morality,
I meant, among other things, that i the Church pver srud__tilgit_hﬂmﬂse:!-;ual behaviour
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" WAy T I s ‘heterosesxual witor W hether thar would best b gipressod in
something like a ceremony of commitment, [ don™t koow; [ an wary of anylhing Lhal
lnoks like heterosexual marringe being licensed, becanse mamage has olher

‘dimensions to do with children and seciety. [ doubt whather there will e a change in

practice in Themizar firtare, at the very least.
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Sorry | can’t now reply at more length, Again, my thanks for your response and s
tone. My prayers for you, and my request for pruvers for an averagely muddled
hishop!
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