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Introduction 4S normal and acceptable AN CXpressi1ONs of love
er be doubt that the question ofOMO- hıch always MUST ave right of WdY.

far 4S Can SCC thıs 15 HIC MOST notıice-sexual practice an an  S X marrıage 15 ONC of the
able cultural changes ın estern soclety due theMOST debated moral quest1Ons ın estern sOCIlety

today. Certainly there A other tOpICS that SCCI1N VCLY short time 1ın which It took place. Ihe SAamMıc

be HICHEN urgent, for example PDOVECTTY, inequal- change 1S visıble wıthin the estern churches.
Until rather recently the Church of Norway (wıthIty an Ooppression of„ which affect IManıy approximately 75% of the population 4S INCMN-

TMOTC people around the world These quest1ons
do NOL, however, CTEA simıilar theological discus- ers had traditional standpoint the question
S10NS AN) the question of Anl  =CX marrlages. The of homosexuality. In 1995, OUuTt of 1 bishops

argue that sexual relations only belonged wiıthinlatter 1Ssue has 1n fact created huge problems in the marrıage between MNa  s an Inseveral Western churches an 15 MMOTIC C} less split-
ıng them Besides, this 1Ssue 15 speclal due the 2014, DYy„ only of L bishops argued

for the tradıtional 1eW. Ihe maJority be
the churches.
rapı change in OPIN1ONS both insıde an outside ready aCCCpL al  a marrl1ages. Ihe QUCS-

tıon has een discussed 1ın the General Synod ofhiıs article deals wiıth chapter of the history
of the exegetical discussion about homosexual- the hurch several tımes, ut clear decisıon for

the NCW VIECW has far Gn taken. 'Thıs 15 ın factIty. Ihe rCason for doing 15 that so-called somewhat SUrprisıng, anı ıberals AIC and
11C exegetical insıghts aVe een crucıial for the disappointed. Ihey Campalgnıng ftor changereorlientation iın thıs question. Let wıth

few about the present COHNLEXE will the CX tiım! the General Synod ıll be -
bledtake the sıtuation ın Norway startıng pomnt 'Thıs change the church 15 undoubtedlybecause thıs 15 the sOCclety know est Besides, result of the A4SSIVeE from the secular

Norway has ften een the front line ın QUCS- SOCIELY. In Norway, AS 1ın INalıy ther estern
ONSs of liberalisation and secularısation, and INAaYy countrıes, the SdAaYy an esbiıan has GEn
thus o1Vve indicatıon of what 15 Z0O1INg in PIC- extremely efhcient. do think, however, that the
SCNT day estern Europe. Here AdIC SOMNC facts: In change 1ın the church of Norway W as only pOSSI-Norway male homosexual practice Was forbidden ble because biblical scholars an other theologiansand punishable ntil 1972 and until the miıddle of provided argumeNts for 11ICW V1IECW ”1881  =8C X
the last CENTLUFCY homosexuality Was In fact NOT un10ns. In the ollowıng ll therefore fOCuUs
prominent 1SsSueEe ın public debate. Homosexuality scholars who, 1n OoplInıon, provided the Maın
W as totally marginal phenomenon. Ooday the SIt- and SCT the agenda for the deDate. and
uatıon 15 quıte different. Homosexual relatıons AIC 10O thinking internationally. 'Thıs MNNSS us
celebrated and given much posıtıve attention ın back around 1980
the 111ASS$5 media, In hılm an literature. hıs change
has taken place 1n verYyY short period of time In
1993 the Norwegıan parlıament approved DaFt- 'CThe MOST importan PUrVCYVYOTIS of
nership law for SaV and lesbian couples, an iın premises for the debate
2008 the parlıament adopted COMMMON marrıage The YrSt book question the tradıitional Christian
|aw that 1VES them the Oopportunıty iıke VICW homosexuality, however, WasSs published
heterosexual couples In other words, from legal already in 1955 Homosexualıty and the Western
point of V1IECW heterosexuality an homosexuality Chrıstian tradıtıon Dy the Anglıcan priıest Derrick
AIC NO treated 1ın the SAaIllc WdY by the authorities, Sherwin Bailey.“ Bailey ArguCcs that the Bible had
wıth few eXCeptiOonNs. een wrongly interpreted condemn modern

Besides, during the last decades the attıtude homosexualıty. hıs point of view WasSs taken Dy
the Norwegıan population towards OMO- John Boswell ıIn Chrıstianity, Socıal Tolerance, an

sexualıty has changed dramatically. What CAal- Homosexunalıty: Gay People In Western urope from
lıer Was marginal phenomenon 15 today SCCI1 ASs the Begıinning0 Chriıstian Era the Fourteenth
omething wiıthiıin the of the normal. We Can Century, published ıIn It that Bauley’s
Sa V that ın Norway (and probably in the rest of the ideas provided Boswell wıth springboard for hıs
estern world) there 15 ever-increasing mMaJOr- OW: men  S which INaYy be summarısed iın four
Ity which regar: homosexual relations pO1Nts:
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First, that Christianıity had COMNIC into existence ntil quıte recently thıs posıtion Was repeated by
ın atmosphere of PE and Roman toler- Christian pastoOrs an cholars making It CaSV
ANCC for amne-SCX eroticısm. Second, that noth- propagate lıberalısatiıon of the churches’ stand-
ing in the Christian scrıptures early tradıition pomnt homosexualıty. Let u NO MOVC

required hostile ASSESSMENLT of homosexual- the MOST relevant New Testament „ startıng
ItYy; rather that such 4S  IS represented wiıth Romans chapter

misreadıng of scriıpture. Third; that early
medieval Christians showed real anımosIıty Romans Patoward amnı  =RCX eroticısm. Fourth, that It W aS

only In the twelfth an thirteenth centurıies that In Romans Paul wrıtes about how God has
evealed himself through hıs creati1on. °For whatChristian wriıters formulated significant hos-

tility toward homosexuality, an then read that Can be known about God 15 plain them)’, LE
hostility back Into their scrıptures and early tr - all humanıity, “because God has cshown IT them..?
dition.* hen he continues from JE

hıs particular book has had impact. For although they knew God, they did NOL

It WOIN USs National Book ward ın the Cate- honour hım d God OTr o1VE an hım, but
they became futile In their thinking, an theıirSOLY of history, and W ads celebrated 1Der-

als, especlally ın the popular It 15 interesting, oolısh hearts W.GLG? darkened. Claiıming
however, that It Was MeTt wıth scepticısm wıthin be WISE, they became oOls, and exchanged

| ellaxan | the g1OrYy of the immortal God forthe SAaYy COoMMunıtYy. Only few months after ItSs
images resembling mortal IMNan an birds anıpublication the book Was heavily criticised by

forum organısed by the New ork Chapter of the anımals an creeping things.
Therefore God DAVC them | paredoken | iınGay Academic Unıiıon, who decried what they SA  S

AdS5 whitewash of Christian persecution of OMO- the lusts of theır hearts impurıIty, the dis-
sexuals an rejected Boswell’s notlion that It might honouring of theıir €es themselves,
be possible SUOUaLC ristlanıty wıth homosexu- because they exchanged | metellaxan | the truth

about God for lıe and worshipped aM servedality.°
Among scholars, Boswell’s book WasSs praised the rather than the Creator, who 15

Dy and criticısed Dy INaNY, both historians blessed forever! Amen
an theologlians. Robert Wright, professor of For thıs [CaAasSOIMNN God BAaVC them | paredoken |
Christian history ın Oxford, entitled his FeVIEW dishonourable pass10ns. For their
artıcle of the book ‘“Boswell Homosexualıty: | thelein4| exchanged | metellaxan | natural rela-

Case Undemonstrated’.® Later research has, ONs |ten fysıken chresin | for those that arc COIMN-
ther things, qualified Boswell’s Lrary nature |para fysın |; and the I11C  - ı hoz

S1IT10N that the Greek and Roman SOCIeELY ıIn SCH ArseneS| lıkewise DAaVC natural relatiıons |ten
eral accepted anı  =8CX eroticısm: “There WAdS5, INn sıken chresin| wıth | LES theleias| and
fact, LNOTC COMNSCIISUS about homosexuality In WEeETC consumed wıth passıon for ONC another,
ancıent Greece and Rome than there 15 today. ” L11C  3 commıtting shameless ACTS wiıth ICI

In the following OVEerVIEW of the biblical | ArseNneESs Arsesin | and recelIVINS 1n themselves
homosexuality, ll take Boswell’s the due penalty for their (ESV.)

d I11Yy startıng poimnt. It mMay SCCHMN SLTANSZC uUuSsSCc In this FeX1I Paul speaks about unnatural sexual
such old book, but the fact 15 that much subse- relations; but what O€Ss he refer tO? John Boswell

wrıting this subject from ıberal pomnt has ALSWCL. “What 1s CVCINN ILNOTC ımportant, the
of 16 W depends Boswell, at least certaın PCISON\NS Paul condemns ATrc manıfestly NOLT OMO-
CTE sexual: what he derogates dIC homosexual ACTS

other, lıkewise influential book should commıtted by apparently heterosexual persons.”**
also be mentioned, namely Robin Scroggs, The In passıng Boswell admiıts that the iıdea that
New Testament and Homosexualıty: Contextual SOM people WCIC Orn d homosexual W as known
Background fOor Contemporary Debate, published 1ın antıquity, but he 1S LYy SUTC that Paul did
in One of ScCroggs maın theses 15 that the NOT know the idea. In ther words, Paul O€s NOT
only form of homosexuality known and banned speak about homosexual PCISONS but about OMO-
by Paul Was pederasty, the love for DOYyS sexual ACTS commıtted by heterosexual PCISONS.
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Wırth regard the Term °natural? (fyszkos), Boswell fystkos, do NOT think It 1S NCCCSSAL Y Into
claıms that thıs has nothing do wıth moraliıty. detailed discussion. It 15 clear that these words
In his Opınion, Natfure ın this FE refers the WCIC sed ıIn INanıy an VarloOus What 1S
Gentiles’ personal Nature, F what 15 characteristic interesting in OUr connection 15 the fact that they
for individual CT IThe phrase para fysın WCIC also sed about sexual relations, an NOT only
OCcs NOLT INCaAan “agalnst nature’ but rather SOINC- about pederasty. hıs Can be ıllustrated wiıth few
thing ike “unexXpected”, “‘unusual?.!} The sexual quotations.
ACTS described In the FGX thus something that TIhe StO1C |DJTS Chrysostom (C 40—120)
Was unusual according people’s OW: Natfure AS writes that Dy keeping uman beings in brothels,
heterosexual persons.“ ONC dishonoured the goddess Aphrodıite “whose
1n Scroggs has VCLY different approach. amne stands for the normal Z hata SIn inter-

He 15 clear about what para fysın “The uUusc COUTrSC an unıon of the male an female’” Disc
of the “argument from the nature” 15 COMNMONMN- Z.135 The words he SCS for the °normal’ ATC LES
place ofGreco-Roman attack ON pederasty and has kata fysın, °that which 15 according nature’.
nothing do wiıth AallYy theories of natural law Plutarch CC makes CONTLFraSTt
wıth interpretation of the GenesIis storl1es of CICA- between the natural | LE SEL love between I1la  —
tion .} lıttle bıt later iın hıs book he elaborates an and the unnatural | para fysın | between
his NC  =

Ihe VEeEISCS attackıng homosexuality SCCI1I But COUNT thiıs 4S argument In favour
dependent Hellenistic Jewish propaganda of if unıon CONLrar y Nnature ara
agalnst Gentiles. Whiıle the phrase °male wıth fysın wıth males O€s NOTLT destroy curtaıl
males’ relates the law of Levıtıcus, the hlıkeli- lover’s tenderness, It stands [CaSOINl that the
hood 15 that Paul 15 1  ng only about ped- love between MMCN an- eing normal
C  y Just N Philo CTC Was other form and natural | ton gynatikon haı andron Erotia te
of male homosexuality iın Greco-Roman world fyse1 chröomenon|, ll be conducive friendship
which could COMNIC mind.* THE PRESENT CONTEXT IN THE LIGHT OF THE NEW TESTAMENT AND ITSs BACKGROUND: THE CASE OF HOMOSEXUALITY ®  With regard to the term ‘natural’ (fyszkos), Boswell  fysikos, I do not think it is necessary to go into  claims that this has nothing to do with morality.  a detailed discussion. It is clear that these words  In his opinion, nature in this text refers to the  were used in many and various contexts. What is  Gentiles’ personal nature, i.e. what is characteristic  interesting in our connection is the fact that they  for an individual or a group. The phrase para fysin  were also used about sexual relations, and not only  does not mean “against nature’ but rather some-  about pederasty. This can be illustrated with a few  thing like ‘uünexpeeted’, “unusual'.* The sexual  quotations.  acts described in the text are thus something that  The stoic Dio Chrysostom (c. AD 40-120)  was unusual according to people’s own nature as  writes that by keeping human beings in brothels,  heterosexual persons.!?  one dishonoured the goddess Aphrodite ‘whose  Robin Scroggs has a very different approach.  name stands for the normal [z&s kata fysin] inter-  He is clear about what para fysin means: “The use  course and union of the male and female’ ( Disc.  of the “argument from the nature” is a common-  7.135). The words he uses for the ‘normal’ are zes  place of Greco-Roman attack on pederasty and has  kata fysin, ‘that which is according to nature’.  nothing to do with any theories of natural law or  Plutarch (c. AD 46-120) makes a contrast  with interpretation of the Genesis stories of crea-  between the natural [& fysei] love between man  tion.’!® A little bit later in his book he elaborates  and woman and the unnatural [ para fysin ] between  his argument:  men  The verses  attacking homosexuality seem  But I count this as a great argument in favour  dependent on Hellenistic Jewish propaganda  of women: if union contrary to nature [para  against Gentiles. While the phrase ‘male with  fysin| with males does not destroy or curtail a  males’ relates to the law of Leviticus, the likeli-  lover’s tenderness, it stands to reason that the  hood is that Paul is thinking only about ped-  love between men and women, being normal  erasty, just as Philo. There was no other form  and natural [tox gynaikön kai andrön eröta te  of male homosexuality in Greco-Roman world  fsei chrömenon], will be conducive to friendship  which could come to mind. ... Since that is so,  developing in due course from favor. (Plutarch,  then it is not too hard to see how he might  Erotikos 751c-d)'>  have considered it unnatural. Perhaps he was  When we move to Jewish authors, we find an  impressed by the lack of mutuality, the physical  interesting passage in Josephus, Against Apion:  and emotional humiliation suffered by youths  who were forced into slavery or who accepted  What are our marriage laws? The Law recog-  the degradation of the prostitute. Perhaps it was  nizes only sexual intercourse that is accord-  ing to nature [kata fysin], that which is with  those particular conditions he had heard of that  a woman, and that only for the procreation of  made him consider homosexuality unnatural,  children. But it abhors the intercourse of males  rather than some overarching abstract theologi-  cal conviction, or even some fiat in the Bible.'!*  with males. (Josephus, Against Apion 2.199)'°  In these quotations from Boswell and Scroggs,  Even more relevant for the study of Romans 1 is  we can see some important arguments which are  the Testament of the Twelve Patriarchs, probably  written in the second century before Christ. The  repeatedly used in the debate:  1)In Romans 1 Paul speaks about heterosexual  author speaks about God’s creation, saying that  people involved in homosexual acts;  ‘God made all things good in their order [panta  2) Paul did not know about homosexuals as we do;  ar en tachei epoiesen ho theos kala] (2.8). I quote  from the continuation:  3)What Paul condemns is pederasty, and his  reason for doing so is the fact that it is linked to  The gentiles, because they wandered astray and  exploitation of young boys;  forsook the Lord, have changed the order, and  4) Whatever the meaning of para fysin — here  have devoted themselves to stones and sticks,  Boswell and Scroggs disagree — the phrase has  patterning themselves after wandering spirits.  nothing to do with the biblical view on creation  But you, my children, shall not be like that:  In the firmament, in the earth, and in the sea,  and the story in the first chapters of Genesis.  in all the products of his workmanship discern  3.1 The meaning of para fysin and fysikos  the Lord who made all things, so that you do  With regard to the meaning of para fysin and  not become like Sodom, which departed from  EJT 24:2 * 149Since that 15 S! developing in due COUTSC from favor. (Plutarch,
then It 15 NOT LOO hard SC how he might Erotikos 1c—-d)*>
aVve considered It unnatural. Perhaps he Was When MOVC Jewısh authors, findimpressed by the ack of mutualıty, the physical interesting PasSsSagc In Josephus, aın0Nan emotional humiliatiıon suffered Dy youths
wh: WLG forced into slavery who accepted What dIC OUur marrıage laws? IThe Law g-
the degradatıon ofthe prostitute. Perhaps IT Was NızZzes only sexual intercourse that 15 accord-

Ing Nature | kata fysın |, that hıch 15 wiıththose particular condıtions he had heard of that
> and that only for the procreation ofmade him consider homosexuality unnatural, children But IT abhors the intercourse of malesrather than SOM1C overarching abstract theologi-

cal CONVICtION, CVCNMN SOMNIC Nat ıIn the Bible.!* wıth males. (Josephus, Agatnst 20N 2.199)*°
In these quotations from Boswell an Scroggs, Even INOIC relevant for the study of Romans 15

SC SOMNC iımportant argumenNts which AI the Testament of the Twelve Patrıarchs, probably
wrıtten in the second CENLUFY before Christ. Therepeatedly sed in the debate

1) In Romans Paul speaks about heterosexual author speaks about creation, Sayıng, that
people involved ın homosexual aCIS; “God made all thıngs g00d 1ın theır order | Danta

2 Paul did NOT know about homosexuals AS do; Aur tache: epozesen h0 theos kala 2 8)
from the continuatıion:3) What Paul condemns 15 pederasty, an hıs

TCason for doing 15 the fact that It 15 linked IThe gentiles, because they wandered er AYat
exploitation of DOys; orsook the Lord, aVe changed the order, and

4) Whatever the meanıng of Dara Sın ere avVe devoted themselves STONES an sticks,
Boswell and Scroggs disagree the phrase has patterning themselves after wandering spirıts.
nothing do wıth the biblical VICW creation But VOU, IMY children, schall NOT be ike that

In the firmament, in the earth, and ın the SCa,and the In the rof chapters of Genes!is.
in the products of hıs workmanshıp discern

z 1 'Ihe meanıng of para fysın and fysıkos the Lord wh: made all things, that VOU do
Wırth regar the meanıng of Dara fysın and NOT become ike Sodom, 1C departed from
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(or changed | enellaxe the order of MAature ‘order of nature’ 15 the order gıven by the Creator
| tachın seOS| Likewise the Watchers departed who Can be SCCH 1n he has one he WdY of

ng 15 surprisingly close what read infrom (or changed l enellaxan |) nature’s order
Romans Contrary the VIECWS of Boswell an| tachın fyseos|; the Lord pronounced

them AT the Flood On theır Uunt he ordered Scroggs, It 15 thus MOST likely that fyszs in Romans
1S directly linked creation 4S 1T 15 told iın the OPCH-that the earth be wıthout dweller produce Ing chapters of Genes1i1is. hıs assumption Caln be

( Testament of Naphtalı 3:5-5). supported by the obvious intertextuality between
What 15 important in thıs LEXL, 15 that fyszs 1S directly OMaAans an Genesi1is iın the Septuagıint version
connected wıth creation of the world The 4S Call be SCCI1 from this COmMparıson:

CVCT SInNCeEe the CYEeatiOoNn of the world! In the eginNINg, God made the heaven and the
earth
hen God sald, us make humankınd 23 and exchanged the glory of the immor-
according ur image ı eıkona|, aM accord- tal God for iImages | ezkonos| resembling len

homo1 matı | mortal Ianl an birds | peteinOn|Ing lıkeness | homoz0sin |, an let them rule
the ish of the SCa an the birds | peteinOn| of and anımals anı creeping things |herpeton|* REIDAR HvALvVIK ®  (or: changed [ene&llaxe]) the order of nature  ‘order of nature’ is the order given by the Creator  [tachin fyseös]. Likewise the Watchers departed  — who can be seen in all he has done. The way of  thinking is surprisingly close to what we read in  from (or: changed [ene&llaxan]) nature’s order  Romans 1. Contrary to the views of Boswell and  [tachin fyseös]; the Lord pronounced a curse on  them at the Flood. On their account he ordered  Scroggs, it is thus most likely that fyszisin Romans 1  is directly linked to creation as it is told in the open-  that the earth be without dweller or produce.  ing chapters of Genesis. This assumption can be  ( Testament of Naphtali 3:3-5).7  supported by the obvious intertextuality between  What is important in this text, is that fyszs is directly  Romans 1 and Genesis 1 in the Septuagint version  connected with God’s creation of the world. The  — as can be seen from this comparison:  20 ever since the creation of the world...  !In the beginning, God made the heaven and the  earth. ..  26 Then God said, ‘“Let us make humankind  23 _ ‚and exchanged the glory of the immor-  according to our image [ezkona], and accord-  tal God for images [ezkonos] resembling [en  homoi mati] mortal man and birds [ peteinon|]  ing to likeness [homoiösin], and let them rule  the fish of the sea and the birds [ peteinön] of  and animals and creeping things [herpetön| ...  the sky and the cattle and all the earth and all  (? ... because they exchanged the truth about  the creeping things [herpetön] that creep on  God for a lie and worshipped and served the  the earth.’  creature rather than the Creator ...)  27 And God made humankind; according to  Cf. the use of arsen and thelys (male and female):  divine image he made it; male and female  hai theleini (v. 26) and hoi arsenes (v. 27)  [arsen kai thely] he made them.  28 And God blessed them, saying, ‘Increase, and  multiply, and fill the earth, and subdue it, and  rule the fish of the sea and the birds [ peteinön|]  of the sky and all the cattle and all the earth  and alle creeping things [herpeton] that creep  upon the earth.’  In the first text God gives humankind dominion  Creator’s design. It is worth noticing that when  over the creation, exemplified by, among other  Paul speaks about men and women in this text, he  things, birds and reptiles. In the second text Paul  does not use the most common Greek words, aner  speaks about how fallen humanity changed the  and gyne, but arsen and thelys, exactly the same  order created by God, and started to worship crea-  words that we find in Genesis 1:27: ‘So God cre-  tures, exemplified by birds and reptiles, instead of  ated man in his own image, in the image of God  the Creator.  he ereated hım: male and female he created them.’  There is thus an allusion not only to God’s order  3.2 Fallen humanity  of creation in general, but also to the complemen-  What Paul is describing is the fall of humanity. It  tarity between man and woman.  is far more than a polemical denunciation of some  The basic issue in Romans 1 is humanity’s rejec-  selected’ gentile vices. In fact the text ıs much  tion of the Creator — a fact that I1cads to Paul’s  more theological than ethical. According to Paul,  conclusion in 3:9 “that all men, both Jews and  the whole history of. humankind is governed by  Greeks, are under the power of sin’. The funda-  the primal sin of rebellion against the Creator, a  mental rejection of God comes to expression in  sin that finds repeated and universal expression in  idolatry: humans worship the creature instead of  every new generation.'* When Paul brings same-  the Creator. The key word here is ‘exchange’. It  sex relations into his exposition, it is as an illus-  is used of idolatry in verses 23 and 25, and then  tration of the fact that humans have rejected the  taken up again in verse 26 in connection with  150 * EIT 242the Sky and the cattle an the earth an (25* REIDAR HvALvVIK ®  (or: changed [ene&llaxe]) the order of nature  ‘order of nature’ is the order given by the Creator  [tachin fyseös]. Likewise the Watchers departed  — who can be seen in all he has done. The way of  thinking is surprisingly close to what we read in  from (or: changed [ene&llaxan]) nature’s order  Romans 1. Contrary to the views of Boswell and  [tachin fyseös]; the Lord pronounced a curse on  them at the Flood. On their account he ordered  Scroggs, it is thus most likely that fyszisin Romans 1  is directly linked to creation as it is told in the open-  that the earth be without dweller or produce.  ing chapters of Genesis. This assumption can be  ( Testament of Naphtali 3:3-5).7  supported by the obvious intertextuality between  What is important in this text, is that fyszs is directly  Romans 1 and Genesis 1 in the Septuagint version  connected with God’s creation of the world. The  — as can be seen from this comparison:  20 ever since the creation of the world...  !In the beginning, God made the heaven and the  earth. ..  26 Then God said, ‘“Let us make humankind  23 _ ‚and exchanged the glory of the immor-  according to our image [ezkona], and accord-  tal God for images [ezkonos] resembling [en  homoi mati] mortal man and birds [ peteinon|]  ing to likeness [homoiösin], and let them rule  the fish of the sea and the birds [ peteinön] of  and animals and creeping things [herpetön| ...  the sky and the cattle and all the earth and all  (? ... because they exchanged the truth about  the creeping things [herpetön] that creep on  God for a lie and worshipped and served the  the earth.’  creature rather than the Creator ...)  27 And God made humankind; according to  Cf. the use of arsen and thelys (male and female):  divine image he made it; male and female  hai theleini (v. 26) and hoi arsenes (v. 27)  [arsen kai thely] he made them.  28 And God blessed them, saying, ‘Increase, and  multiply, and fill the earth, and subdue it, and  rule the fish of the sea and the birds [ peteinön|]  of the sky and all the cattle and all the earth  and alle creeping things [herpeton] that creep  upon the earth.’  In the first text God gives humankind dominion  Creator’s design. It is worth noticing that when  over the creation, exemplified by, among other  Paul speaks about men and women in this text, he  things, birds and reptiles. In the second text Paul  does not use the most common Greek words, aner  speaks about how fallen humanity changed the  and gyne, but arsen and thelys, exactly the same  order created by God, and started to worship crea-  words that we find in Genesis 1:27: ‘So God cre-  tures, exemplified by birds and reptiles, instead of  ated man in his own image, in the image of God  the Creator.  he ereated hım: male and female he created them.’  There is thus an allusion not only to God’s order  3.2 Fallen humanity  of creation in general, but also to the complemen-  What Paul is describing is the fall of humanity. It  tarity between man and woman.  is far more than a polemical denunciation of some  The basic issue in Romans 1 is humanity’s rejec-  selected’ gentile vices. In fact the text ıs much  tion of the Creator — a fact that I1cads to Paul’s  more theological than ethical. According to Paul,  conclusion in 3:9 “that all men, both Jews and  the whole history of. humankind is governed by  Greeks, are under the power of sin’. The funda-  the primal sin of rebellion against the Creator, a  mental rejection of God comes to expression in  sin that finds repeated and universal expression in  idolatry: humans worship the creature instead of  every new generation.'* When Paul brings same-  the Creator. The key word here is ‘exchange’. It  sex relations into his exposition, it is as an illus-  is used of idolatry in verses 23 and 25, and then  tration of the fact that humans have rejected the  taken up again in verse 26 in connection with  150 * EIT 242because they exchanged the truth about
the creeping things [ herpetön| that God for lıe an worshippe and served the
the earth.’ rather than the (‚ reator

God made humankıiınd; according ( the usc of AVSEN an thelys (male and female)
divine image he made it: male an ftemale haı thele1ia1 (V. 26) aN! hoı AVSENES (V. 27}
| arsen haı theLy| he made them

God blessed them, Sayıng, ‚ AÄNCKEASE,; an
multiply, and the Cartn; and subdue It;, and
rule the fish of the SCa an the birds | peteinOn|
of the sky and all the cattle and the earth
2181 alle creeping things | herpeton| that
upONM the earth.?

In the first TCXI God O1VES humankiınd dominıon Creator’s design. It 15 worth NnotiCINg that when
ME the creation, exemplified Dy, ther Paul speaks about ICN aM in thıs ICXU he
things, birds and reptiles. In the second FCX Paul O€s NOLT USCc the MOST COMMMON Greek words, NET
speaks about how fallen humanıty changed the and AYNE, but AYSEN and thelys, exactly the SAdI11C

order created Dy God, and started worship GrECa= words that 1n Genesı1is 1:2  N °So God CTICE-

> exemplified Dy birds and reptiles, instead of ated ın hıs COW| image, 1n the image of God
the Creator. he created hım; male an female he created them *

There 15 thus allusıon NOT only 0d’s order
Fallen umanıty of creation 1n general, but also the complemen-

What Paul 1S describing 15 the fall of umanlıty. It tarıty between I11all an
15 far LNOIC than polemic denuncılatıon of SOINC The basıc 1ssue 1n Romans 15 humanıty’s reJeC-
selected gentile VICeSs. In fact the TCXT 15 much tion of the Creator fact that leads Paul’s
IMNOTEC theological than ethical According Paul,; conclusion 1n “that INCL, both Jews an
the whole history of humankind 15 governed Dy Greeks, dIC under the W! of SIN Ihe funda
the primal SIN of rebellion agalnst the CCreator, mental rejection of God eXpression 1ın
SIN that finds repeated an unıversal eXpression in idolatry humans worship the instead of

NDNCW generati1on: - When Paul brings S4d1i11E- the Creator. TIThe key word ere 15 jexchange .. It
SCX relations Into hıs eXpOSIt1ON, It 1S 4S ıllus- 15 sed of dolatry in VEISCS5 an 25 and then
tratıon of the fact that humans AaVE rejected the taken agaln 1n 1n connection wiıth
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unnatural sexual relations. hıs that the idolaters | eıdololatrai], adulterers | moichot|,
change about hıich Paul speaks has nothing do passıve homosexual partners | malakoz]|, practic-wiıth heterosexuals startıng ave ailmne-sCcCX rela- Ing homosexuals | arsenokoitai|, thieves, the
ONs Paul 15 NOT referring individual change, greedy, drunkards, the verbally abusive, and
but uniıversal change In the history ofhuman- swindlers wiıll NOT inherit the kıngdom of God
kınd Boswells eXegESIS 15 clearly ar varlance wıth
the plain of the FExXT It 15 wishful CXCSESIS

Ihe phrase men who aVe SCE-X wıth men
15 ıIn fact translatıon f two different Greek words,rather CISCSESIS, readıng meanıng into the PFGXT malakoı and arsenokoitai. What 15 the meanıng ofTIhe S\”AdM11Cc holds Irue with regard Robin these words? Traditionally, d ın these translations,Scroggs’ claım that Paul 15 referring pederasty, they ave GeCn understood A referring OMO-wiıth specıal focus the exploitation and humil-

latıon of young boys. Iwo factors show that this 15
sexual acCt1ONsS, but thıs has een disputed.

NOT the CAaASe Fırst, when Paul speaks about OMO- 4.1 Malakos
sexual practice, he SaVS In ‘they WEeEIC COI- Let us STart wiıth the word malakos. hıs 15 rathersumed wıth passıon for ONC another). The word COMMMON word, meanıng SO weak OSWEeIISsed eTre ( OVEX1S) 15 NOTLT compatible wiıth the iıdea claims:f COEerCION; It desire, passıon longing  20 IThe word 15 sed 1n M designatean It 15 stressed that It 15 recıprocal. eEse words
Cal hardly be sed about pederasty, for example 1n SaV people AaSs CVCN ıIn reference

homosexual qEFS generically, AT It ften OCCUFTSmaster-slave relationships.
Besides, an that 15 the second argument agalnst In writings CONLEMPOFALCY wıth the Pauline

Scroggs: In thıs TE XT Paul also speaks about esbijan epistles ıIn reference heterosexual PCISONS CL

aCt1VIty.““SC  < ven if this 15 mentioned only here, It Wds
well-known phenomenon 1n antı1quıty, NOLT 1ın the So IManYy people AF denigrated aSs malakos In
form of adult exploitation of girls, but 4S ancılent liıterature, for INanıy ICASONS, that the
mutual relations between adult women.*‘! TIo SaV burden of proo In thıs CaAasCcC be those
that Paul only knew about pederasty 15 thus iın who wiısh CYEALTE iınk wıth SdaYy people In the
direct contradiction what thıs LE XF actually SdyS absence of such proof, the soundest inference 15

hıs leads the last objection agalnst that “malakos refers general moral weakness,
Boswell an Scroggs, about whart Paul actually wıth specıific connection homosexuality.““
knew of homosexuality. ll COMMENT that Boswell 15 right when he SdyS that malakos 1S sed
question IN connection wıth the second MOST 1ın varlıety of„ but NOT when heimportant New Testament LEXT elated OUur excludes references homosexuality. In
tOPIC, namely Corinthians 6:9—10 about homoeroticism certainly authors

speaking about males who behave iıke and
Irst Corinthians 6:9—10 thus characterized d SO usıng the adjective

In these VEISCS Paul Q1VES lıst of people who malakos the equıvalent OUunNn ( malakıa) OTr erb
( malakızesthai). hıs Cadll be iıllustrated wıth QUO-will NOT inherit the kingdom of God TIhe New tatıon from Philo Of Alexandrıia, 1n CX 1 where heInternational ersion (NI translates 4S ollows: wrıtes about pederasty. He wrıtes about ICN who

(r do yOU NOT know that wrongdoers will behave ike They SV their haır curled
NOT inherit the kingdom of God> Do NOT be and adorned, their faces painted, aAMı their skins
deceived: Neıther the sexually iımmoral 11OT dol anolınted wıth fragrant perfumes

NOr adulterers 1L1LOT MMEN who AVDE SE wıth
MEN 11OTr thieves NOr the greedy 1107 drunk- Moreover, another evil, much greater than that

hich aV already mentioned, has madeards 11OT slanderers L11OTr swındlers 11 inherit the
kingdom of God ItSs WaYy and een let loose upON cıt1es,

namely, the love of boys | £O Haiderastein |,The NEL (New Englısh Translation) Z1VES another which formerly W ds$ accounted infamytranslation: CVCNMN be spoken OL but which SIN 15 subject
Do VOU NOT know that the unrighteous 11 of boasting NOT only those who practise it.

NOT inherit the kıngdom of God?> Do NOT be but CVCN those wh: suffer It, and who, beingdeceived! The sexually iımmoral | pornOi], accustomed bearing the affliction of being
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treated ike let the INall who 15 Arsenokoitegs*’
devoted the love ofboys | Daiderastes| submit IThe second word, arsenokoıtes, 15 obviously COIMN-

the SAdI11Cc punishment, SINCE he that pound word: AVSEN (male, man ) 15 linked wıth hoıite
pleasure IC 15 CONLrarYy nNnature | pDara (bed; euphemism for sexu.al InNtercouUrSsE); the sufhx
fysın|,; A SINCE, ASs far 4S depends him, he -eSs indıicates masculine. It 1S, however, NOT clear
would make the Cities desolate, and vold, an! how the dIC elated Boswell mentilons
CMPLY of inhabıtants, wastıng hıs W of another but similar Composıte word haidofileo
propagatıng hıs SpeCcl1es, an>being where It 15 obvious that Daıdo 15 the object of fileo,
gulde and teacher of those of evils, but this 15 NOLT always the Casc 1Io iıllustrate the
unmanliness and effemiıinate | malakıas| lust* REIDAR HvALvIK ®  treated like women.  .. And let the man who is  4.2 Arsenokoites?”  devoted to the love of boys [ paiderastes] submit  The second word, arsenokoites, is obviously a com-  to the same punishment, since he pursues that  pound word: ars£n (male, man) is linked with koite  pleasure which is contrary to nature [para  (bed; euphemism for sexual intercourse); the suffix  fsin], and since, as far as depends upon him, he  -Es indicates masculine. It is, however, not clear  would make the cities desolate, and void, and  how the two parts are related. Boswell mentions  empty of all inhabitants, wasting his power of  another but similar composite word paidofileo  propagating his species, and moreover, being a  where it is obvious that pazdo is the object of f2leö,  guide and teacher of those greatest of all evils,  but this is not always the case. To illustrate the  unmanliness and effeminate [ malakias] lust ...  problem Boswell mentions the English expression  (Philo, Spec. leg. 3.37-39)*  ‘Jady killer’. Does this mean a lady who kills or a  Let me add another quote, this time from Lucian  person who kills ladies? Consequently arsenokoites  of Samosata who lived in the second century AD.  is ambiguous, according to Boswell, though he  leans towards seeing arsen as subject and claims  In his Amores, which is a comparison between the  love of women and the love of boys, he speaks  that it means a male prostitute, or more precisely:  about the goddess of love, Aphrodite, referring to  an “active male prostitute ... capable of the active  men and women:  role with either men or women’.? This means,  she linked them to each other, ordaining as a  according to Boswell (and some other scholars),  that the word does not necessarily refer to homo-  sacred law of necessity that each should retain  sexual intercourse.  its own nature and that neither should the  female grow unnaturally masculine nor the male  This conclusion is questionable — to say it  gently. First, it is more likely that arsen is the  be unbecomingly soft [ malakizesthai]. (Lucian,  object than the subject. This can be claimed on  Amores 19)?  the basis of other Greek words where koztes is the  These two texts should be sufficient to show  second part. The most interesting examples are  that malakos (or derivate words) may refer to a  doulokoites ( doulos + koites) and metrokoites ( meter  person in a homosexual relationship. As is always  + koites), both found in Liddel and Scott’s Greek-  the. case, the context. ıs essential. for.the. transla-  English lexicon. The first refers to a man who has  tion of this word. In 1 Corinthians 6 two of the  intercourse with a slave, the second to a man who  three preceding words refer to sexual sins, namely  has intercourse with his mother. Consequently it  pornoi (people who practise sexual immorality)  is most likely that arsenokoites refers to a man who  and moichoi (people who commit adultery). But  has intercourse with another man, arsen stressing  even more important is the subsequent word arse-  that the person is male.  nokoitai. What does it mean? Admittedly this is  Secondly, this interpretation is strongly sup-  not quite obvious due to the fact that we lack par-  ported by the fact that the word seems to be  allels in writings that are older or concurrent with  coined on the basis of the Septuagint (LXX). In  1 Corinthians. Boswell comments:  Leviticus, in the so-called Holiness Code (Lev  Perhaps the most extensive evidence that ‘arse-  17-26), we find two laws that forbid sexual inter-  nokoitai? did not connote ‘*homosexual? or even  course between men:  “sodomite’ in the time of Paul is offered by the  Leviticus 18:22: ‘And you shall not sleep with a  vast amount of writing extant on the subject  male as in a bed with a woman ( meta arsenos on  of homoerotic sexuality in Greek in which this  koimethese koiten gynaikos); for it is an abomina-  term does not occur. It is extremely difficult to  tion.’ (LXX/NETS)  believe that if the word actually meant ‘homo-  Leviticus 20:13: ‘And he who lies with a male in  sexual’ or ‘sodomite’, %0 previous or contempo-  a bed for a woman (hos an koimethe meta arse-  rary author would have used it in a way which  nos koiten gynaikos), both have committed an  clearly indicated this connection.*®  abomination.’ (LXX/NETS)  This argumentation may sound convincing, but it  Here we have a phrase where both the word male  is not. Boswell’s horizon seems to be limited to  (arsenos, genitive of arsen) and the word bed =  the Greco-Roman world, not taking into account  intercourse (koiten) occur; in the second case next  that Paul was a Jew, with knowledge of Hebrew  to each other. It is thus most likely that the word  and capable to draw on a Jewish tradition.  has been coined in a Jewish setting with these texts  152 ® EIT. 24:2problem Boswell mentlions the Englısh eXpression
Phılo, Spec. leg ‚3739 )“ ‘lady kıller? Does thıs MNcan lady who Ils

Let ad another q  > thıs time from Lucıan PDCISON who Ils adies? Consequently arsenokoıites
of Samosata who lıved 1n the second CCENLUFY 15 ambiguous, according Boswell, though he

leans towards seeINS AVSEN AS subject and claımsIn hıs Ämores, which 15 Comparıson between the
love of and the love of DOYS, he speaks that if. male prostitute, 0)8 LNOTC precıisely:
about the goddess of love, Aphrodite, referring °actıve male prostitute* REIDAR HvALvIK ®  treated like women.  .. And let the man who is  4.2 Arsenokoites?”  devoted to the love of boys [ paiderastes] submit  The second word, arsenokoites, is obviously a com-  to the same punishment, since he pursues that  pound word: ars£n (male, man) is linked with koite  pleasure which is contrary to nature [para  (bed; euphemism for sexual intercourse); the suffix  fsin], and since, as far as depends upon him, he  -Es indicates masculine. It is, however, not clear  would make the cities desolate, and void, and  how the two parts are related. Boswell mentions  empty of all inhabitants, wasting his power of  another but similar composite word paidofileo  propagating his species, and moreover, being a  where it is obvious that pazdo is the object of f2leö,  guide and teacher of those greatest of all evils,  but this is not always the case. To illustrate the  unmanliness and effeminate [ malakias] lust ...  problem Boswell mentions the English expression  (Philo, Spec. leg. 3.37-39)*  ‘Jady killer’. Does this mean a lady who kills or a  Let me add another quote, this time from Lucian  person who kills ladies? Consequently arsenokoites  of Samosata who lived in the second century AD.  is ambiguous, according to Boswell, though he  leans towards seeing arsen as subject and claims  In his Amores, which is a comparison between the  love of women and the love of boys, he speaks  that it means a male prostitute, or more precisely:  about the goddess of love, Aphrodite, referring to  an “active male prostitute ... capable of the active  men and women:  role with either men or women’.? This means,  she linked them to each other, ordaining as a  according to Boswell (and some other scholars),  that the word does not necessarily refer to homo-  sacred law of necessity that each should retain  sexual intercourse.  its own nature and that neither should the  female grow unnaturally masculine nor the male  This conclusion is questionable — to say it  gently. First, it is more likely that arsen is the  be unbecomingly soft [ malakizesthai]. (Lucian,  object than the subject. This can be claimed on  Amores 19)?  the basis of other Greek words where koztes is the  These two texts should be sufficient to show  second part. The most interesting examples are  that malakos (or derivate words) may refer to a  doulokoites ( doulos + koites) and metrokoites ( meter  person in a homosexual relationship. As is always  + koites), both found in Liddel and Scott’s Greek-  the. case, the context. ıs essential. for.the. transla-  English lexicon. The first refers to a man who has  tion of this word. In 1 Corinthians 6 two of the  intercourse with a slave, the second to a man who  three preceding words refer to sexual sins, namely  has intercourse with his mother. Consequently it  pornoi (people who practise sexual immorality)  is most likely that arsenokoites refers to a man who  and moichoi (people who commit adultery). But  has intercourse with another man, arsen stressing  even more important is the subsequent word arse-  that the person is male.  nokoitai. What does it mean? Admittedly this is  Secondly, this interpretation is strongly sup-  not quite obvious due to the fact that we lack par-  ported by the fact that the word seems to be  allels in writings that are older or concurrent with  coined on the basis of the Septuagint (LXX). In  1 Corinthians. Boswell comments:  Leviticus, in the so-called Holiness Code (Lev  Perhaps the most extensive evidence that ‘arse-  17-26), we find two laws that forbid sexual inter-  nokoitai? did not connote ‘*homosexual? or even  course between men:  “sodomite’ in the time of Paul is offered by the  Leviticus 18:22: ‘And you shall not sleep with a  vast amount of writing extant on the subject  male as in a bed with a woman ( meta arsenos on  of homoerotic sexuality in Greek in which this  koimethese koiten gynaikos); for it is an abomina-  term does not occur. It is extremely difficult to  tion.’ (LXX/NETS)  believe that if the word actually meant ‘homo-  Leviticus 20:13: ‘And he who lies with a male in  sexual’ or ‘sodomite’, %0 previous or contempo-  a bed for a woman (hos an koimethe meta arse-  rary author would have used it in a way which  nos koiten gynaikos), both have committed an  clearly indicated this connection.*®  abomination.’ (LXX/NETS)  This argumentation may sound convincing, but it  Here we have a phrase where both the word male  is not. Boswell’s horizon seems to be limited to  (arsenos, genitive of arsen) and the word bed =  the Greco-Roman world, not taking into account  intercourse (koiten) occur; in the second case next  that Paul was a Jew, with knowledge of Hebrew  to each other. It is thus most likely that the word  and capable to draw on a Jewish tradition.  has been coined in a Jewish setting with these texts  152 ® EIT. 24:2capable of the actıve
IMNCN an role wıth either 111C  — women).?  8 hıs >
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that malakos (or derivate words) INaYy refer doulokoıtes ( doulos koites) an mEetrokoıites ( meter
DCISON 1in homosexual relationship. 15 always ko1tes), both found 1n Liddel and Scott’s reek-
the CASC, the COMNTGX T 15 essenti1al for the transla- Englısh lexicon. Ihe first refers INan who has
tıon of this word. In Corinthians of the intercourse wıth slave, the second Ia}  >> who
three preceding words refer sexual SINS, namely has intercourse wiıth hıs mother. Consequently IT
Dornoı people wh: practise sexual iımmoralıty 1S MOST likely that arsenokoıtes refers I[11all who
and mo1ichor (people who COMMItT adultery). But has intercourse wıth another INall, AYSEN stressing
CC TMOTC important 15 the subsequent word Y Y A that the PCISON 15 male
nokoıtar. What O€es It mean” Admiıittedly this 15 Secondly, thıs interpretation 15 strongly SUD-
NOT quite obvıous due the fact that ack ported by the fact that the word be
els ın Wwriıtıngs that ATIC er BeONCHITENT wıth coined the Dasıs of the Septuagint In

Corinthians. Boswell Levıtıcus, ın the SO-Calle': Holiness ode (Lev
Perhaps the MOST extensive evidence that °AVSE- 17-26), tind laws that forbid sexual inter-
nokoitaı dıd NOT CONNOTE “homosexual’? (JE: CVCIN COUTSC between V  -

“sodomite)? in the t1m: of Paul 15 offered Dy the Levıtıcus 18:22 yOU NOT sleep wıth
ast aM OUNT of wrıting EXTaAaNt the subject male d in bed wıth ( meta AVSENODS

of homoerotic sexualıty In Greek In hıch this hoı1methese kosten gynatkos); for It 1S abomina-
ferm O€Ss NOT It 1S extremely ditfhcult t107N  / (LXX/NEI1S
believe that if the word actually “homo - Levıtıcus 20:13 he who les with male ın
sexual’ 0)8 “sodomite’, Previous OTrO- bed for (hos boımethe MEa A
Lalr y author would aVE sed It 1n WaYy hıch NOS hoiten gynaALkOS), both aVE commıitted
clearly indıcated thıs connection.*® abomination.? LXX/NEIS)

hıs argumentatıon INaYy sound CONVINCINS, but It Here aMn phrase where both the word male
15 NO  m+ Boswell’s horizon be iımiıted ( ArSENOS, genitive of ArSEN) and the word bed
the Greco-Roman world, NOT takıng Into ACCOUNT INLTEVCOUTSE (kozsten) O!  „ 1n the second Casc CXt
that Paul Wds$ Je  W,  - wıth knowledge of Hebrew each other D# 15 thus MOST lıkely that the word
and capable TAaW CWIS. tradıtion. has een coined ın CWIS. setting wıth these
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1ın mind, poss1ibly Dy Paul himself. hiıs 1S, however, New Amerıcan Bıble NOr boy prostitutes HOT
of less iımportance. The important pomint 15 that sodomites’
Levıtiıcus an offer MOST plausible back- Both these solutions, lımıting what Paul speaksground for the word arsenokoites, hıch clearly about pederasty 0)8 homosexual intercourserefers INnan avıng sexual intercourse wıth
another male PCISON.

wıth male prostitutes, arc based iımportant
assumptlon, 1LE that these WEeIC the only forms ofCan be INOTrC precIse? According Scroggs, homosexual practice that Paul knew of and CONMNSC-the combination of malakos and arsenokoites makes

It lıkely that the Irst word refers feminine call condemned.
quently the only forms of homosexuality that he

boy and the second the actıve PCISON 1n the rela-
tionship who has DOoy 4S hıs mistress. The What did Paul know?
TEXE thus refers pederasty, but wıthout further I hıs 15 1ın fact the rump card of homo-liberal
argumentatıion ScCroggs claims that veLY specific scholars and aCct1vIists: Paul dıd NOT know of stable
dimension of pederasty 15 being denounced wıth homosexual relatiıons equal, adult partners.these terms’.“*” Therefore hıs about homosexuality arc NOT

Let us disregard the last COMMENT for MOMENLT, relevant for modern mes In the words of Marttı
and sımply ask What Call be sa1d about this inter- Nıssınen, author of Homoeroticısm M the Bıblical
pretation? Does Corinthians refer the World. Hıstorical Perspectuwuvpe:ftorm of homosexuality known AdS pederasty, love TIhe modem CONCCDL of ‘homosexuality” shouldfor boys? 14 15 interesting SCC that this DYy INCcCaAans be read Into Paul’s CEXT, L1LOT Calinterpretation 1S presupposed 1n several European ASSUTIIC that Paul’s words in CorinthiansBible translations, especlally German vers1ons, 4S “condemn all homosexual relations’ In
Cal be SCCH from this list: mes an places an WdYS Ihe meanıngs of the

Einheitsübersetzung der Heılıgen Schrift: °“noch words A LOO Justi thıs claım, an
Lustknaben, och Knabenschänder Paul’s words should NOT be sed for generaliza-
Lutherbibel 1912): °“noch dıe Weichlinge och ONSs that beyond his experlence and world.$'
die Knabenschänder Here Paul’s experlience (a word take ıIn TOQA
Neue LutherBıibel 2009): ‘ Lüstlınge der seNSsE) and hıs world SECT the lımits for what the
Knabenschänder words In Corinthians Can refer Wiıthout

accepting this premıise, let us LEeST the assumptionElberfelder Bıbel (revidierte Fassung of Paul’s limited knowledge. Whart could ell-°“noch Lustknaben, och Knabenschänder educated PCISON, who had travelled extensively in
Traduction (Ecumenigue de Ia Bıble (1988) Nı the Roman Empire, lıving for long per10ds In
les effem1ınes, Nnı les pederastes Cıtles iıke t0C Corinth and Ephesus, know

There 15 doubt that pederasty W ds well-known about homosexuality?
practice iın antıquity, especlally 1n Grecce * but It 1S 1Io be provocatıve, COu claım that he did
hardly what Paul refers ere Ifhe dıd, he COu NOT know pederasty sımply because he NOT
ave chosen another ECHIN.: for example the 11amll- uUusc the COININON technical term for such relation-
DIguU0uUS Haiderastes Daidofiles. nstead he SCS sh1ps Someone could then DPrOtEeSsL an Sa V Of

LICW and unknown word, which COUTSC he knew It; It W d VCLY COMMMMNON Yes; but 1t
forms of homosexual relations toward another Was NOT the only form of homoerotic relationship

known ın antıquıty, NOL CVCN 1n the classıcal CCmale There 15 Dasıs for lımiting this word
pederasty limit IT relations male DIOS- per10d. hıs C  - be SCCIHN 1n Plato’s well-known FCXF
tiıtüte; AdS5 several Englısh Bible translatıons ın fact Symposium. TIhe settung 1S, ASs the title indicates,
do SyMposium, 16 arıstocratıic drinking DartLYy

New International Bıble 1984): Nnor male DYOS- AT hıiıch 111C  - MetTt discuss phılosophical an
tıtutes NOr homosexual offenders’ political 1SSUES an recıte In Plato’s famous

Symposium, ıimagınary dialogue takes placeNew Living Translation: or ATrC male prostitutes, between representatıves Öf the intellectual elitepractice homosexuality” of the day, including Socrates, Arıstophanes and
New Revısed Standard Version “mnale Pausanıas. Each delivers specech 1n praise of
Drostitutes, sodomiuites’ Eros, the gxod of love.
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ıen Pausanıas STAarts hıs speech, he COM AN that gratifying®® lovers 155 but
that there 4A16 different kinds of TOS their disapproval 15 ase the ill-judged and

Love Ihe Greeks had different storl1es iımproper behaviour of thıs latter kınd of lovers,
about the birth of Aphrodite, the goddess who SInNCe certaınly aCt1VItYy that 15 carrıed in

decent an awtul AT Cal justly be calledWays aCCompanıes TOS hus Pausanıas claıms
that there ALC different goddesses named blameworthy.
Aphrodite. One 1S the heavenly Aphrodite an hıs sounds astonishingly modern, an OC could
the ther 15 the 0)8 ordınary Aphrodite.
TIhe love hich 15 connected wıth the Common

that this 15 the background for Scroggs’
thinking It 15 the exploitation of DOYyS that

Aphrodite 15 the love that inferior people EXDEN: Paul knew of 5A11 which he spoke agalnst, NOT the
CNCC, 16 NCN who love quite as much TIG love between HE  wa that Pausanıas-
4S boys, and theır bodies 1LE than their souls. mended. But OC has ask IfPaul knew the Arst-
Pausanıas continues: mentioned kınd of homosexualıty, could he NOT

However, the LOve who aCCompanıes the ECAV- also aVe known the last-mentioned?
enly goddess (and who OCSs NOT descend from It 1S ften laımed that Paul (and people ın
the female but only from the male 15 the love antıquıity in genera knew nothing about what
of DOYS, an that goddess 1s older anı entirely would call homosexual Orlentation. Admittedly
free from WAantOonneSS Hence those wh: AdIC they did NOT know an! uUuSCc OUr terminology and
inspired Dy thıs love incline the male, prefer- categorIlies, ut thıs Oe€es NOT INCAN that they did
nng what has Dy Nnature T1NOTC Vv1igour and intel- NOLT know that SOIMNC people had inclinatiıon
lıgence. Moreover, CVCIN AI ON INC  - who love attractiıon towards PCISONS of the SAaM1C SCX an
YOUNSCI members of their OW! SC 1t 15 possible that they WEIC Orn ike that In the words of

recognıse those who ATC motivated purely Dy LThomas Hubbard, editor of Homosexualıty ıN
thıs heavenly love, In that they do NOT love DOYys GYreEeEcCE an Rome: Sourcebook of Basıc Documents
before the when theır intelligence begins OSeEe examınatıon of of ancıent

develop, which 15 CCAFT the t1m: when they > however, that SOITIC forms of sexual
begin SO W beard believe that those who
WaIlt ntil then embark love affaır ATC

preference WCTIC, 1n fact, considered distin-
guishing characteristic of individuals. Manyprepare: spen their whole ıtfe wıth thıs ind1- CVENn SCC such preferences aSs inborn quali-vidual and lıve 1ın partnership wıth hım They t1es and thus “essenti1a|’” aASPCCLS of human iıden-

will NOT take hım Aat t1m: when he 15 Aı
inexperienced, an then deceive hım, CONLCMP- Let us FErn Plato’s Symposium. In hıstuously leaving hım an runnıng off SOM1C-
OIlC else. ato, Symposium, 181a-181d)*“ specech Arıstophanes STArts talk about the Nature

It 1S clear that Pausanıas’ iıdeal ftorm of love 15 the aNaLOMVY of human beings, an claıms that far
back In t1ım: there WeTIC NOLT merely 9male

lıfelong partnership between MCn this 1S NOT an female, but three: the thırd eing combina-
the kınd of love where adult OO0 for the tıon of the other He continues:
feminine an SO ın DOY. On the CONLrAaFrY, hıs SCX iıtself has disappeared but LItSs HNAalc,It 15 love that 1s attracted the strength androgynous, urvıves. At that t1m: the andro-intelligence of SIOWI1-UD male. Consequently he
SaVyS

SK Was distinct ın form and NaAMC,
havıng physical features from both the male an

Cre ought really be law agalnst L- the female, but only the IIC 110 eXIStS, Ar
Ing love affaır wıth DTK DOYS, PFreventL that d ferm of insult. d—e)deal ofeffort eing something of Arıstophanes then ZOCS describing what humanuncertaın OULCOMEC, because wıth DOYySs IT beings looked ıke ın ancıent tiımes; they had four15 uncertaın how ell 0)8 badly ıIn body 0)4 soul

AT  S and four legs, they had faces andthey ll turn Ou  m+
SCT of genitals They WEeEeTIC AaWESOMNNC 1n strengthWıth regard COINMMON lovers, 16 those who and might, and their ambiıtion WasSs LO  O Ihe

influenced Dy the Common Aphrodiıte, he SaVyS xods, led Dy Zeus, WEeIC frightened DYy them and
It 15 NCN ike these who aN@ gıven rıse dis- decided split each 1901 and androgyne
approval an caused SOLTILC people far PCISON In When the orıginal NAtTUreE of

154 ET PET



IHE PRESENT CONTEXT IHE IGHT OF IHE NEw [ ESTAMENT AND ITS BACKGROUND: 4E ASE OF HOMOSEXUALITY

human being had GEn evered In this WdY, the of different sexual “orientation’ AS somethinglonged for each other and trıed GG innate and CVCN natural. According this EEXE;ogether agaln. Thev WEeEeTC NOL, however, able the vVoungsters involved wıth older HICH WeTrc NOT
ave children. Therefore Zeus adjusted the human exploited Or forced do Ihey did because
body, placıng the genitals the front of the body. of innate Orlentatiıon an longing for the
hus Zeus caused them reproduce Dy inter- Samıe SC  < Agaıln, this sounds VCLY modern, an
COUTSC wıth OC another through these Organs, the shows that people 1ın antıquıty had knowledge of
male penetrating the female He continues: relationships between INCN of kınd NOT unlike

He did this ın order that when couples CI1COUN- what SCC iın modern estern SOCIEeTY. Our ter-
tered OC another and embraced, if INan mM1inology and explanations AT different, but the
encountered 5 he might impregnate phenomenon be the SaJmıc these
her and the LACS might continue, an if INa  - make It perfectly clear that pederasty W dsS far
encountered another INan AT Al1Yy FAlre they from the only form of homosexuality known
might achieve satisfaction from the NıonN an anclent people
after thıs respiıte HArn their tasks and SCL The salıent question, however, 15 the follow-
wıth the business of lıfe 191c-d) Ing Diıid Paul know about these things? There ATC

Due the split of human beings In ancılent times, g00d Casons believe that he did Fiırstly, Paul!
AIC continually searching for OUur other halt; indicates that he knew people wh: WEeIC “passıve

Arıstophanes continues: homosexual partners’ (malakot) anı "practising
homosexuals’ (arsenokotitati) USsSsCc what thınkThose HIC  —; who AdIC sliced from orıginals hich

comprised both (formerly called androgy- 15 the MOST adequate Englısh translatıon of the key
NOUS) ATC. lovers of„and MOST adulterers terms.® After listing such people in Corinthians

6 he SdVS, “ome of YVOU ONCE Iıved this Way (V.orıginate from this SCXÄ, d do adulteresses
who AICcC lovers of INnen Women who E1) In ther words, there WCEIC former practisıng

AIC sliced from the wholly female SCX ATC HOL at
homosexuals In the Corinthian church, church

all interested ın INCN but arc attracted towards Paul knew better than Aalıy ther He had close
relatıon them an visıted them several tiımes;other„ an female homosexuals COMC

from this orıgın SC  - Men wh: ATC sliced from according Acts (18:11) he liıved there for ONC

the wholly male original seek OUuUTt males, an and half VYCar when he Hirst visıted the L[OWN
There ATIC thus VCLY x0o0od [CasSsons thı that hebeing slices of the male, whıiıle they still DOYS

they fee] affection for IN  = and take pleasure ın personally knew IMNCN who formerly had practised
Iyıng beside entwıned wıth them In youth SCX wıth ther INCHn

and manhood this SOFrT of male 15 the est Secondly, Paul’s Roman environment wıtnessed
Varlous homoerotic relations between adult INCH,because he 15 DYy Nature the MOST manly. Some

people SaV such males aAICc wıthout shame, but SOINC Ör them CVCN formalized 1n marrlage. chall
that 15 NOT e They do what they do NOT OUTt offer SOMNC examples, close New Testament

times.®°of shamelessness but OUT of confidence, COUT-

dSC an manliness, and they embrace that which Ihe Roman historians Tacıtus (€ 55-117),
15 ike themselves. there 15 g00d evidence Suetonius (69—. _ 2Z) anı DIio (assıus (€ 150—
for this In the fact that only males of thıs LYPC, 235) record that the CINDCIOF Nero publichy

celebrated AL least wedding ceremonIles wıthwhen they be the real
INCN ın politics. Once they reach manhood, they males, OIllC In hıch he W d the an ONC

become lovers of DOys an ATIC NOT naturally perhaps 1ın which he W ds$ the bride According
Tacıtus, ın Nero W d formally arrıedinclined INaLL Y OLr produce children, though hıs slave Pythagoras:they aIc compelled by conventlion. Khey ATICc

quıite CONTENT live OUuUTt theır lives wıth OILlC el Was placed VCTr the CINDCIOTF, the inter-
another and NOT INarTY. In short, such male 15 preters of the auUsSplCes WEIC SCHL; dOowry,
ASs boy lover of INCN, an AdS INan lover of wedding bed and marrıage torches 1n the end,boys, always embracing hıs OW) kınd 191d- everything that 1S concealed DYy nıght CVCN 1n
192b the SC f Was display. ( Tacitus,

Annn 15.53/)Despite the mythological "wrapping”, the FEXT
makes clear that people In antıquıty WEIC Suetonius mentlions wedding 1ın which Nero W d

ET 2420 155



REIDAR VALVIK

the bride hıs freedman Doryphoros, addıng WEeEIC siıgned an SC  © people shouted °“Best
that certaın Sporos earlıer ‘had een wedded wishes!’; they Sat OWN TNOTINOUS dinner;
Nero himself” (Suetonius, Nero 29) IThe Sd1I11Cc the newly wed bride lay In her husband’s lap
Sueton1ius also wrıtes about the Roman general (Juv. 41172120)
Galba, who Was CIMPCIOL for three months after
Nero’s death Such relations would certaimly aVe CCn the tOp1C

of CONversatıon an ZOSSIP In Roman colony ike
for hıs sexual desires, he Wadas LNOTC inclined
males, and males only the vCeLY

Corinth Paul could also NC got knowledge Ör
such relations from PCISONS wıthın the Christian

SLTONS an EXpENECNCEA. They sa1d that ıIn Spaın, COoMMuUunNItY In Corinth, AWN he ZOoL knowledge of
when celus, ON of hıs ong-time kept MCN I11all who WasSs cohabiting wiıth hıs father’s wiıfeannounced Nero’s death him he NOT only
received him publicly wıth intense kisses, but (1 Cor 51) After leaving Corinth Paul

everal eIiters the church Chere; commentingbegged hım ave himselftf depilated imme-
ON problems raısed In etters from the Uu-diately an then took hım asıde. (Suetonius,

Galba )38 NIty an In Or information (cE Cor I1)
In Corinthijans Paul addresses different forms

One IMNaYy be tempted 1n that what CMMPCIOL of sexual immorality, particularly the iIncest CdSC
dıd W ds$s exceptional, but other confirm and the practice of visıting prostitute; both AICthat marrıages between INCN took place 1ın Rome.
hıs 15 witnessed Dy the IrSt CENLUFY Roman strongly denounced. It 15 thus surprise that

he also mentlions homosexual practice SINCE heMartıial (C 40—103) and Juvenal late rst early NECW that SOTIIC INCN 1n the Corinthian churchsecond century), who both sed satıre d liter-
rule Martıal and Juvenal approprIi- earlier had had SCX wıth ther IN  - Both the SPC-

ate actual practices In their satırıcal OommMeNtar
cıfic words Paul SCS In Corinthijans an the
homosexual practice he MUST aV known, makeRoman SOCIELY, an It that weddings It INOTC than lıkely that he actually ENOUNCESbetween males, though certainly NOT officially

sanctioned, WCEIC feature of the soclal Jandscape. ” nds of homosexual aCt1VIty between males. ANd,
On thıs tOPIC, Craig Wılliams, author ofRoman AN SA from the letter the Romanss, he also

knew about havıng SCXYX wıth other»Homosexualıty, concludes AS ollows
In SuL. IT clear that SOIINC Romans did an condemned It AS5 something at varlance with

partıcıpate In formal wedding ceremonıIles In 0d’s creational order.
hıich OIlC male WasSs arrıed another* REIDAR HvAaLvıK ®  the bride to his freedman Doryphoros, adding  were signed and sealed; people shouted ‘Best  that a certain Sporos earlier ‘*had been wedded to  wishes!’; they sat down to an enormous dinner;  Nero himself” (Suetonius, Nero 29). The same  the newly wed bride lay in her husband’s lap.  Suetonius also writes about the Roman general  (Juv. 2.117-120)®  Galba, who was emperor for three months after  Nero’s death:  Such relations would certainly have been the topic  of conversation and gossip in a Roman colony like  As for his sexual desires, he was more inclined  to males, and among males only to the very  Corinth. Paul could also have got knowledge of  such relations from persons within the Christian  strong and experienced. They said that in Spain,  community in Corinth, as he got knowledge of  when Icelus, one of his long-time kept men,  a man who was cohabiting with his father’s wife  announced Nero’s death to him, he not only  received him publicly with intense kisses, but  (1 GCor 5:1). After leaving Corinth Paul wrote  several letters to the church there, commenting  begged him to have himself depilated imme-  on problems raised in letters from the commu-  diately and then took him aside. (Suetonius,  Galba 22)°  nity and in Orally miormation (cf. 1 Cor 1:11).  In 1 Corinthians Paul addresses different forms  One may be tempted to think that what an emperor  of sexual immorality, particularly the incest case  did was exceptional, but other sources confirm  and the practice of visiting a prostitute; both are  that marriages between men took place in Rome.  This is witnessed by the first century Roman poets  strongly denounced. It is thus no surprise that  he also mentions homosexual practice — since he  Martial (c. 40-103) and Juvenal (late first to early  knew that some men in the Corinthian church  second century), who both used satire as a liter-  ary genre. As a rule Martial and Juvenal appropri-  earlier had had sex with other men. Both the spe-  ate actual practices in their satirical commentary  cific words Paul uses in 1 Corinthians 6:9 and the  homosexual practice he must have known, make  on Roman society, and it seems that weddings  it more than likely that he actually denounces all  between males, though certainly not officially  sanctioned, were a feature of the social landscape.*?  kinds of homosexual activity between males. And,  On this topic, Craig A. Williams, author of Roman  as we saw from the letter to the Romans, he also  knew about women having sex with other women,  Homosexuality, concludes as follows:  In sum, it seems clear that some Romans did  and condemned it as something at variance with  participate in formal wedding ceremonies in  God’s creational order.  which one male was married to another ... and  Against this background we must conclude that  the idea of so-called new knowledge that sets aside  that these men considered themselves joined as  spouses.*0  the New Testament texts is far from convincing.  Paul’s letters show that he was acquainted with  Certainly this was an anomaly according to Roman  various forms of sexual practices but that he only  standards; this is clear from the fact that if two  males were joined together, one of them had to be  blessed the monogamous marriage between a  ‘the woman’. This is ridiculed by the satirists, as in  man and a woman - in line with the teaching of  Jesus himself. The horizon of Jesus — like Paul in  an epigram of Martial:  Romans 1 — is God’s creation of humans as male  The bearded Callistratus became a bride to  the rigid Afer on the same terms with which  and female to lifelong union:  a maiden is wedded to her husband. Torches  Have you not read that from the beginning the  led the way and a veil concealed his face; nor  Creator made them male and female, and said,  did you, Talassus, miss out on being invoked.*!  ‘For this reason a man will leave his father and  Even a dowry was established. O Rome! Don’t  mother and will be united with his wife, and the  two will become one flesh’? (Mt 19:4-5; NET).  you think this is enough already? Or are you  waiting for him to give birth too? (Martial  In the words of the late Wolfgang Pannenberg:  12.42)%2  According to Jesus’ teaching, human sexuality  Similarly Juvenal records:  as male and as female is intended for the indis-  Gracchus has given a dowry of four hundred  soluble fellowship of marriage. This standard  [thousand] sesterces to a trumpeter - or maybe  informs Christian teaching about the entire  he blew on a straight horn. The documents  domain of sexual behavior.**  156 * EJT 24:2and Agalnst thıs background MUST conclude that

the iıdea of so-called 1N1CW owledge that SCTS asıdethat these HIC  _ considered themselves joined a4s

spouses.““ the New TLestament 15 far from CONVINCINS.
Paul’s etters show that he Was acquainted withCertainly thıs Was anomaly according Roman Varlı0us forms of sexual practices but that he onlystandards; this 15 clear from the fact that ıf

males WCCIC Joined together, OIlC of them had be blessed the INONOSAMLOU: marrıage between
°the WwWOoman)’. Thıs 15 ridiculed by the satırısts, aSs in I11all an WOMan 1ın line wıth the eaching of

Jesus himself. The horizon of Jesus 1ıke Paul inepigram Öfartı:
Romans 15 creation of humans 4S maleTIhe bearded Callistratus became bride

the rig1id Afer the S”Ad1L11C wıth which
and female lıfelong Uun10n:

maıden 1s wedded her husband Torches Have VOU NOT read that from the beginning the
led the WdY and el concealed his [ace: L1LOT Creator made them male an female, an sald,
did yOU, Talassus, MI1Ss OUL eIng invoked.' °For thıs LTCason INan 11 leave hıs father an
ven dowry Was established. Rome! Don’t mother an ll be unıted with his wiıfe, an the

]] become OMNC flesh?? 19:4-5; NET)YOU thınk thıs 1S enough already? Or arc VOU
waltıng for hım o1Ve birth tO0O” Martıial In the words of the late Wolfgang Pannenberg:12.42)” According Jesus’ teaching, human sexualıtySımilarly uvenal records: d male an 4S female 1S intended for the indiıs-
Gracchus has gyıven dowry of four hundred oluble fellowship of marrlage. This standard
| thousand | sesSteEerCESs OTr maybe informs Christian teaching about the entire
he blew straight orn TIhe documents domain of sexual behavior.“*
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Ethical challenges in present day circles. Do preaching and teaching In evangeli-societies and churches cal churches mention that thıs LOO 15 violation of
0d’s commandment, an that thıs SIN 15 also COWV-Early ın the modern debate about Christianity

an homosexuality John Boswell argued that ered Dy what Paul 15 talkıng about 1n Corinthians
the Bıble es NOT speak agalnst homosexuality. Dr In ther words, 15 evangelical teaching
According hım, the tradıtional 1W Was based equally clear and cConsıistent 1n ther thical QUCS-

ONs ASs ın the question ofame-SCX marri1ages?misinterpretation of the More than three
decades later there has been certaın change. If we 11CC INOTC take ook AT Corinthians 6,
Among classıcal historians an bıblical scholars, could for example SLOP AL the word °the greedy’.
think  „ mMaJority ll Sa V that from both the What 15 preached about gree 1n OUur churches an

communıitıies”? If we o0k AL the siıtuation In EuropeOld an the New Testament speak clearly agalnst
homosexual practice. hıs 15 made clear by SCVWV - today, SCC that the aD between rich and DOOL 15
eral scholars, whom Robert Gagnon* and increasing. 1ın broader global COMNIEXEFE

Rıichard ays“*® should be mentioned. the rich Is this problem that 15 taken ser10usly?Clement of Alexandria HICE book theinteresting thing 15 that CVCIMNN those the 1ıberal
WIng that Paul condemns homosexual PIaC- question, Can rvıch Ma he Ssaved? Does ANVONC
tıce both INCMN an As Bernadette ask this question today? If we take ook Qr Jesus’

INanıYy words about the danger of being rıch,
forms of homoeroticism 747
Brooten writes, 3} SCC Paul N condemning all should be worrled. hiıs 15 strengthened Dy

If thıs really 15 the CaASC, OC could CXPCCL
Paul’s words In Colossians 5 where he SayS that

change towards the *tradıtional? posıition gree 15 idolatry. In Op1nıon this 15 the aL-
6SsT challenge Christians 1n the estern worldhomosexual practice. hıs 1S, however, MOST today. What do evangelıical Christians SaV and dounlikely. For OIlC thing, there dIC vVerYy few Pastors wıth reference this question? Is It possible thatan lay acCtIvIists wiıthin the churches wh: read the

MOST up-to-date books the Bible an OMO-
the tradıtional V1CW sexual ethics would gaın
greater credibility if the ethical teaching WEeICseXuallty. For that [CAaSON INanıYy will sSt1 refer INOTC cConsistent an less Oone-eyed?Boswell Scroggs (or ther scholars wıth similar D) What would Jesus do? This 15 popular sloganpOS1It1ONS) believe that they know what °the

scholars’ SaVy this subject. hus there 15
Christians. It 15 also popular

ıberals. AVE IHNeT PaSLOrSs and bishops wh:eed educate churchgoers and actıve Christians changed their V1ICW Al  CN marrıage basedabout the results of modern exegetical scholar- the question “What would Jesus do?? an knowship confronting the massıve flow of direct
indirect propaganda for INOTC lıberal attıtude

of scholars wh: that Paul speaks agalnsthomosexual practice, but stil] strongly forhomosexual practıice. There 15 hardly anı Yy possı1bıil- Liıberalisation based the example of Jesus: JesusILy change the attıtude ın the broader SOCIETY, had fellowship wıth LAaX collectors an sınners; hebut In INany churches the debate continues anı
sound, solid needed If argumenNts

welcomed the In SOCIlety an SaAaVC them
dignity. In OUr days the homosexuals belongfor the “*traditional’? 1eW shallA future, think thıs hus Christians ave welcome themthey VE be treated wıthin much broader wıthout conditions and show them love an CAFC

CONTEXT could aVve lısted everal ISSUES; l Surely something be learnt from this affı-briefly mentlion only which should NOLT tude, an Jesus 1S certaınly mMO be followedbe forgotten CVCN if they AL C well-known: 1n Christian ethics. But iberals should NOT be alonea) The prohibstion Agarınst SAa  =CPA MAarrLAGE In focusing this aASPECL. On the ther hand, thewıthın the voader CONLEXE of Chrıstian ethıcs.
ave tried demonstrate, the bıblical prohibition

ethics of Jesus 15 NOT taken ser10usly if ONC only
SaVS, “Neither do condemn you TIThe followingagalnst homosexual practice 15 part of the bıiblical words avVe be added, 4S Jesus “GO, andV1ICW sexuality and marrı1age, which INCans that from 10O SIN more’ John 8: 1 ESV)sexual intercourse belongs the INONOSAMOUS One of the MOST pressing challenges for the

marrıage between INan and hıs VICW church today 15 speak rıghtly and honestly of
1S, however, heavıly challenged both ın the broader Jesus and of God It 1s ILUe that °God 15 love’, but
sOCIlety and In the churches. We know that hıs love ncluded suffering and sacrıfıce ASPCCLS
SCX before marrıage 15 COMMON also 1n Christian that ften aATrCc forgotten when speak about love
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As Paul SaVS about Jove, IT OC€Ss NOLT 1INsSIsSt ItSs Revıew (1984) /9-94; Sl also, C Lynne
OW! Wway (1 Cor 155 ESV) oughton, ‘“Biblica lexts and Homosexualıty:

Response John Boswe V1SI TheologıcalFocusing love 15 important, but unquali-
fied reference love 15 unbiblical an dangerous.““ Onarterly 58 1992) 1211588

Oday ften MGr the ‘“ove justifies’ hermeneu- LThomas Hubbard, ‘Introduction’, iın u  ar
(ed.); Homosexualıty IN Greece an Rome:F1C which actually IAYy be sed Justify PFac- Sourcebook of Basıc Documents (Berkeley: Universıitytice that, according the New Testament, 15 SIN of Calıifornia PTESS; 2003 1-2 e SE

for example SCX outside marrıage OTr divorce. TIhe 1n The New Testament anScroggs,church 15 called teach and preach Od’s 11- Homosexualıty: Contextual Background fOr
ditional forgiveness. Al the Sanıc t1m: talk Contemporary Debate (Philadelphia: Fortress Press,
about commıtment those who ll be followers 1983
of Jesus. ESV Englısh Standard ersion London Collins,

According the Gospel of Matthew, Jesus’ 2002
last words hıs iscıples WEIC the following: °Go 10 Boswell,; Christianity, Socıal Tolerance, AAan

Homosexualıty, 109therefore and make discıples of nat1Oons, baptız- Boswell,; ChristianLLY, Sociıal Tolerance, anIng them ıIn the amı of the Father 2181 of the Son Homosexualıty,and of the Holy Spirıt, teachıng them observe For refutatiıon of thıs VIECW and evaluatıon of
all that A commanded you 28:19—-20, ESV) INalıy other interpretations of Romans
hıs clearly shows that Jesus NOT only spoke about SCC John Nolland, “Romans O and the

Hor1zons In 1011C0.lıberation; he also BAaVC commandments. Homosexuality Debate’,
notice that the discıples dIC NOT only asked teach Theology 32-57; SCC also Richard Hays,
what Jesus had commanded. They should teach “Relatıons Natural and Unnatural: Response

John Boswell’s Exegesıis of Romans Journal ofCW isc1ples keep, observe, what he had COMN-
manded Christian ethical teaching should be

13
Religi0us Ethics 184215

SCCH 1n thıs broader CONTEXT. between command- Scroggs, The New Testament an Homosexualıty,
1142115an commıtment the ONC hand, and the Scroggs, The New Testament an Homosexualıty,gospel of forgiveness the other.* 116 and 1AX%

15 Quoted from utarc Moralıa, vol (trans.Dr Reidar Hvalvık 15 professor of New Testament Miınar, an  A and Helmbol; Loeb
at the Norwegılan School of Theology, slo Classical Library 425, Cambridge, arvard

Universıity Press, 1961).
10Endnotes Quotation TOM Robert AJ Gagnon The

an Homosexual Practıce: Texts an Hermeneuti1cs
Thıs artıcle 15 A4SE: ecture held ar the blen- (Nashwille: ingdon Press, 2001 326 Ihe TAans-
1al conference of the Fellowship of kuropean latıon ın osephus, The Life. Agarnst 10N (trans.
Evangelıcal heologians 1n Ursay MNCcaAr St Thackeray; Loeb Classical Liıbrary 186;
arıs ın 2014 ambridge, Harvard University Press,
Derrick herwın Balley, Homosexualıty an the 15 unfortunate, rendering the ast wiıth ONC
Western Chrıstian Tradıtion (London: Longmans, single word (‘sodomy’).
Green Co.: 1955 17 Quotations from James Charlesworth (ed:): The
John Boswell, Christianity, Socıal Tolerance, an Old Testament Pseudepigrapha (2 vols.; New York
Homosexualıty: Gay People In Western Europe from Doubleday, 1983-1985).
the Beginning Chriıstian Era the Fourteenth 18 EIS New Englısh Translatıon Septuagınt
Century (  1CagO: University of Chicago Press, an the er VEER| Translations Iradıtionally
1980 NCLUAE: under That (ed ert Pıietersma and
Matthew Kuefler, “The Boswell Thesis’, 1n Kuefller Benjamın ng Oxford Oxford Unıiversıity
(ed:); The Boswell Thesıs: ESSaAyS Chriıstianity, Press, 2007
Social Tolerance, an Homosexualıty (  1CagO: See Rıchard Hays, The Moral Vısıon of the New
University of Chicago Press, 2006 1—-31 Testament: Commuunity, CLrOSS, New ( reatıon:
astaır anshard, FeVIEeW of The Boswell Contemporary Introduction New Testament Ethics
Thesıs: ESSays Christianity, Socıal Tolerance, AAan (San Francısco: Harper, 1996 285 The chapter
Homosexualıty ın Journal of Soctology Homosexualıty 1s 279406
209-211 210 See anker, Bauer, Arndt an

Robert right, Ooswell Homosexuality: ingrıich, Greek-Englıish EX1CON of the New
A Undemonstrated’, nglıcan Theologıcal Testament an Er Ar Chrıstian Laiterature
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er PRESENT (CONTEXT IHE IGHT OF IHE NEW T ESTAMENT AND ITS BACKGROUND: IHE ASE OF HOMOSEXUALITY

(3rd ed Chicago Unıiversıity of Chicago Press, Unıiversıity PTESS, 2010 appendix “Marrıage
2000), between Males’ 279-2806).

Z DE, C Bernadette Brooten, Love between Women:
284
Iranslation TOM ıllıams, Roman Homosexualıty,

AVLY Chrıstian Responses Female Homoeroticısm
(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1996 238 Iranslation from Hubbard, Homosexunalıty In Greece
Boswell,; Christianity, Socıal Tolerance, an an Kome, &2
Homosexualıty, 107

23
See ıllıams, Roman Homosexualıty, 280

Boswell, Christianity, Socıal Tolerance, an 4() ıllıams, Roman Homosexualıty, 286
Homosexualıity, 34() 41 Talassıo: congratulatory exclamation T1
Quotation from 1L0, vol (trans. Colson; when che entered her 11CW house. Its meanıng W d
Loeb Classical Library 320; ambrıidge, unknown the anclent wriıters themselves, but 1t
Harvard University Press, F9S7 Wds probably the 1amc of the god of marrlage.

25 Quotation from Lucıan, vol (trans. TIranslation from ıllıams, Roman Homosexualıty,
Macleod; Loeb Classical Library 432; ambridge, DL

42Harvard Universıity PFESS; Iranslatıon from ıllıams, Roman Homosexualıty,
Boswell, Christianity, Socıal Tolerance, AaAn 28
Homosexualıty, 245 “Revelatıon and Homosexual Experlence: What

DF For detailed IFEGAIMECHNTt of thıs word, SCC aVIl! Wolfhart annenberg SdYd about this debate In the
right, “Homosexuals Prostitutes” Ihe Meanıng church’, ın Christianity 0day 4().13 ovember
of (1 Cor Tim } avaılable at www.christianıtytoday.com /
ıgılıne Christianae 28 1984) 125—-153 ct/1996/novemberl1 1/6td035.html.
Boswell Christianity, Socıal Tolerance, an 45 See Robert Gagnon’s thorough tireatmentTt of
Homosexualıty, 244 the ubject ıIn The An Homosexual Practice:
ScCroggs, The New Testament an Homosexualıty, Texts an Hermeneuti1cs (Nashviılle: ingdon
108 Press; Note also hıs extensive FreVIEW artı-

3() Note, Hubbard’s remıinder: *Greek cles IC evaluate SOLIINNC reEGCcENTt OO0 OMO-however,
homosexual aCt1VIty, despite popular MISCONCEPD- exXualıty °A Comprehensive an Orıitical Review
t10NS, W asSs NOT restricted man-boy paırs. Vase- Essay of Homosexualıty, SCLENCE, an the “Plaıin
paınting shows 1UMMCITrOUS SCCNCS where there 15 Sense” of Scripture), ın Hor1zons M 210L11Ca Theology
lıttle difference ın ADC between 14A2 2AR and 25 (2003) 179-275;
the VOUNS (010] an hıs object of COUNSHIP... “Are GIe Universally alıd SC X Precepts?
(‘Introduction’, Oritique of alter ınk’s Viıews the an

31 Marttı Nıssınen, Homoeroticısm In the 10L1C0. Homosexuality”, Hor1zons In 10L11C0 T heology
O7 Hıstorıcal Perspectwvve (Minneapolis: 2002)T
Fortress Press, 1998 18 46 See V and

32 Thıs and the ollowing translatıons arc from ato 4 / Brooten, OVE Between Women, 244
48The Symposium (ed Howatson and As annenberg (cf: NOTeE 44 ) remıinds US, love Can

Shefheld Tans Howatson; ambridge: be SIN “Che entire tradıtıon of Christian doc-
ambridge Unıiversity Press, 2008 trıne teaches that there 15 such ing inverted,

d In Plato’s DG youth 15 euphemistically sa1ıd perverted love. Human beings ATC created for love,
gratify” (charıze.  aı hıs lover when he grants hım creatures of the God who 15 Love yeL that
sexual favours. divine appolntment 15 corrupted whenever people
Hubbard "Introduction’, turn AWdYV from God love other ings INOTC than

35 ( JIn Corinthians 6:9 SC also the thorough study God_? he continues: “Ihe ll of God Jesus’
of Bruce Wınter, “Roman Homosexual CtIVI proclamatıon of lordship OVver (: lıves
and the Elıte (1 Corinthians 6:9)’ ın Wınter, After MUST be the gulding STar of OUur identity an self-
Panyl Left Corinth The Influence of ecular FEthics determination.

valuable, sensiıtive treatment of the USC of thean Socıal Change Grand p1ds Eerdmanss,
1LIO2120 ın the homosexuality debate 15 found 1ın Craig

36 For these an ther examples, SCC Cralg ıllıams, Koester, “CIhe and CXı Boundarıes’,
Roman Homosexualıty (2nd ecd.: Oxford Oxford Lutheran Onarterly 1993) 2375—390
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