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Guess who's
coming to church
The people who
brought us abortion
on demand and

conddms in

classrooms

now want to

enlighten
Christians

on God's

idea

of sex.
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SEX, LIES
AND SCRIPTURE

These groups may have Christian-shunding names, but their goals
include reinterpreting the Bibl^to justify sexual liberalism, pon't
be fooled.
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by MattKaufmanThegroup's work
sounds laudable:

fighting AIDS
through programs
like aweekofprayer
and "the first (Sun
day School] curricu
lum to promote a
Christian response
to the HIV/AIDS

emergency in Black
communities." The endorsements sound

impressive; Thegroup'sWebsiteproclaims
support from "all major Black Christian
denominations and caucuses, including the
eight-million-member National Baptist
Convention USA and the four-million-mem-

ber African Methodist Episcopal Church."
Eventhe group's name comes straight from
the Bible: The Balm in Gilead, a reference
to a land known for the healing powers of
its medicinal herbs (Jeremiah 8:22),

Alas, something's rotten in Gilead.
The first clue is who's bankrolling the

Balm: sources like the Kaiser Family Foun
dation, a sugar daddy for condom-promot
ing programs across the country. The
second clue is who's heading the group:
Balm founder and CEO Pemessa Seek, who
callsfor condom handouts in "easily acces
sible places" like subways ("get a condom
with a $15 MetroCard," she suggests).

When you check out the other people
associated with Balm, you get more of the
same—and then some.

Various boards of the group include
members like homosexual pastor Zachary
Jones, whose credentials include servingas
grand marshal for NewYork's Stonewall 25
Gay Pride Parade in 1995; and United
Methodist Women's Dirision executive Lois

Dauway, whose group has funded Gay-
Straight Alliances in schools. Balm in
Gilead's forthcoming Sunday School cur
riculum "Healing in Truth" (funded by
Kaiser) is beingdeveloped by folks such as
the Revs. Yvette Plunder and Valerie Brown

Trout, both of the SanFrancisco-based gay
church Ark of Refuge; and LorettaJemott,
whose previouswork includes the pro-con-
dom youth video Be Proud! Be Responsible/

Thus it comes as no surprise that Balm's
theology isnot exactly orthodox. Anoutline
for "Developing Sermons on HIV/AIDS"
paints homosexuality as pleasing to God,
"who so lovesdiversity," and plunges head
long into moral relativism: "God callsus to
be authentic in termsof our unique person-
hood. Homosexual Christians have deter
mined what is authentic for them."

A book published by Balm assaults

communities.

february 2001

"homophobia" in the black church; one
chapter argues that black opposition to
homosexuality is rooted in "the ways in
which we havebeen running awayfrom our
bodies."

Despite its high-profile endorsements,
Balm has received some criticism from

within the blackcommunity.
"This is yet another attempt to use the

African-American church as a forum for a

message that contradicts Scripture," said
the Rev. LaVeme Tolbert, a LosAngeles-area
pastor who has researched sexual behavior
among inner-city teens. "Butwe are'not
ignorantofSatan'sdevices."

It remains to be seen Just how many
churches will buy into the Balm program.
But there's certainly reason forconcem. In
a biblically illiterate age,plenty of people—
churchgoersand non-churchgoers alike—
won't know better if somebody wearinga
clerical collar tells them something decid
edly unbiblical. And that's just what's
starting to happen.

Don't believe everything
you read

The Balm in Gilead isjust one manifes
tationofa larger and increasingly aggressive
effort to distort and reinterpret the Bible
until—surprisel—the Scriptures suddenly
endorse sexual liberalism.

The most highly publicized examples in
the past few years havebeen drives to getsev
eralmainline churchbodies(mostnotably the
United Methodist Church, the Presbyterian
ChurchUSA and theEpiscopal Church USA)
to affirm homosexual relationships. While
thosedrives have so far fallen short, they have
shapedpolicies nonetheless. Lastjuly'sEpis
copalian vote on blessing "holy unions"
almostwasapproved, and the church ended
up decreeing thatunmarried couples(nogen
ders specified) could live togetherin "holy
love"—adecision widely seen as a victory
for gay activists.

Indeed, if you picked up the country's
most prestigious newspaper on Jan. 25,
2000,youmighthave thought the newsexual
consensuswasalready here.

That was the day The New York Times car
rieda full-page ad announcingthe Religious
Declararion on Sexual Morality, Justice and
Healing. Signed bysome900 "religious lead
ers," it called for a new "sexual ethic" that
should apply regardless of factors such as
"marital status or sexual orientation," and
featuring (among other things) the rights to
contraception and abortion and "the bless
ing of same-sex unions."

Ofcourse, whenyoulookmoreclosely at
those "religious leaders," you find the con

sensus isn't nearly as broad as all those
names make it appear.

That's just what the religious-statistics
Web site Adherents.com did. Its findings:
Though members of manyreligious bodies
signed the statement, only twoarcheadsof
denominations, John Thomas of the United
Church of Christ and John Buehrens of the
Unitarian Universalist Association. Those

small liberal bodies, with a combined mem
bershipof 1.65 million Cess than onehalfof
1 percent of the population), haveprovided
roughly 40 percent of the signers. At least
140 signers list affiliations not with recog
nized religious bodies but withactivist or reli
gious-fringe groups: the Religious Coalition
for Reproductive Choice, Planned Parent
hood, Covenant of the Goddess, Toxic
Avengers Theaterand Rhinewood Church of
Asatru (worshippers of Norsegods like Odin
and Thor), amongothers.

The list of signers has grownin the past
year, numbering 2,000 at this writing. But
don't read too much into that. Because any
one can sign the statement (whichis posted
on a Web site), it's remarkably easy to
assume the title of"reli^ousleader." Thebot
tom line is, these folk represent a small
minority ofAmericans ofanymajor religion,
much lessChristianity.

Yet as the saying popular among adver
tisers and politicians goes, perception is
reality. The more people hear the liberal
partyline repeated by people claiming reli
gious authority, the more they're likely to
grant it first respectability, then acceptance.

That's the long-term goal of the group
behind the Religious Declaration: theSexu
alityInformation and Education Council of
the United States (SIECUS).

Hijacking Scripture
Founded in 1964, SIECUS was an early

promoter of the sexual revolution, working
to undermine traditionalmoralityon pretty
much everysexual front—premarital sex,
homosexuality, bisexualicy, even incest and
pedophilia (see "SIECUS and you shall
find," p. 21). The group has also had con
siderable success in shaping sex-education
curricula. But naturally, it's always run into
opposition from the Church.

Enter one-time SIECUS President Debra

Hafiher, who declared that "we cannot allow
the far right to define family values"—and
who cited Focus on the Family as one of
those "far right"groups.

In 1996, Haffner enrolled at YaleUniver
sity's Divinity School. The experience, she
wrote in a 1997 SIECUS Report article
tellingly entitled "The Really Good News;
What the Bible SaysAbout Sex," was a rev-



elation toher: Contrary toherearlier assump
tion that "the Bible either disparaged or
ignored sexuality," Halfriersaid Scripture actu
ally fit pretty well with SIECUS teaching. She
followed upwith further studies atUnion The
ological Seminary in New York, andSIECUS
soonbegan issuing reli^ous declarations.

In February 2000, Haffner stepped down
from SIECUS to attend seminary full-time,
with aneye toward building "anational min
istry on sexuality and religion." She didn't
change herviews, though. "Iamnot leaving
the sexuality and reproductive rights field,"
she stressed. "Iseek, instead, to promote its
goals asa religious leader."

Sowhatexacdy doesthe Gospel Accord
ing to Debra say? Well, based on her 1997
SIECUS Report:

• Premarital sex is OK; the Song of
Solomon "does not talk about sex in the con
text of marriage or procreation;" and else
where Scripture stresses "the special role of
sexuality in thefirst year ofa sexual relation
ship" (Deuteronomy 24:5) and celebrates
"ongoing sexual intimacy inalong-term rela
tionship" (Proverbs 5:18-19).

• Prostitution isactually encouraged asa
healthy outlet for preventing adultery.
Proverbs 6:26 "urges men to seek prosti
tutes ... rather thanbe temptedby thewife
of another."

• Adultery itselfisn't so bad—at least,
Haffner suggests, byany standards we need
to observe today. "The Bible clearly con
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demns adultery. It is important to under
stand, however, that adultery is looked
upon not asa sexual sin,but asa violation
of propertyrights."

• Homosexuality is not condemned per
se, but only in the context of "gang rape,"
"inhospitality" and "nearby foreign cults."
In fact, scriptural passages positively ponray
"sexual contact and love between men."
DaNid andJonathan werelovers, and Abra
ham asks his servant to swear an oath by
putting "your handunder mythigh" (Gen
esis 24:2T

Putit all together andyou get Haffner's
"new sexual theology," which—she
approvingly quotes liberal theologianJames
Nelson—"will celebrate fidelity in our
commitmentswithout legalistic prescription
as to the precise forms such fidelity must
tal^e." (Bill Clinton couldn'thave saiditbet
ter.) The Bible, she says, is to be used sim
ply to"help people identify and live by their
own values and to discriminate between sex
ual decisions that are life-enhancing or
destructive."

Inshort,in thespirit ofthe '60s inwhich
SIECUS wasbom: Ifit feels good,do it.

What the Bible really says
The SIECUS version of Scripture hasn't

gone unchallenged. Infact, a group ofthe
ologians headedby Denver Seminary New
Testament Professor CraigBlomberg pro

duced a response called What the Bible
Really Says About Sex, published by Focus
on the Family.

The authors find occasional virtues in
Haffner's work, primarily in connection with
heracknowledgment that theBible isn'tanti-
sex. But thosevirtuesare outweighedby the
vices inwhattheycall "acurious mixoflegit
imate observations, dubious liberal theology
and full-fledged misinformation."

Forexample:
• Positive biblical references to sexuality

in what Haffner calls "relationships" invari
ably refer tomarriage. Song ofSolomon 3:11.
explicitly speaks ofSolomon coming to meet
his beloved "on the dayof hiswedding, the
dayhisheart rejoiced," thetheologians note.
White the lovers eagerly anticipate their
romantic union, two verses (2:7, 3:5) warn
them not to "arouse or awaken love until it so
desires," and "in the context of ancient Jew
ishrespect for thesacredness ofmarriage, it is
extraordinarily difficult to imagine Song of
Solomon referring to actual premarital inter
course at any point." As for other verses
Haffner cites when discussing "sexuality in
relationships" (Deut. 24:5, Prov. 5:18-19),
these too "are explicitly about sexual joy
amongmarried people."

• The Prov. 6:26 reference to prostitution
("for theprostitute reduces you to a loaf of
bread, and the adulteress preys upon your
very life") nowhere encourages thepractice. It
focuses, byitself and incontext, ontheevil of
adultery, which issaid tobeeven worse than
prostitution. Yet prostitution isalso emphati
cally condemned throughout thebook, asin
7:10, which compares theadulteress precisely
to theprosticute." [Haffner's] flagrant misrep
resentation goes far beyond biblical interpre
tation," Blombergand Co. write, "and instead
isanimposition ofHaflher's orherprofessor's
views onto the text."

• Haffner's notion that adultery was a
matter ofproperty rights doesn't square with
theevidence, say theauthors ofWhnt the Bible
Really 5t^s. "Adultery was forbidden because
it violated the divinely mandated ordinance
ofmarriage (Genesis 2:24); itwas abreach of
the covenant (Malachi 2:14)," they write.
Moreover, "It is also clear that Jesus' state
ments aboutdivorce and adultery (Matthew
5:32, 19:19; Mark 10:11; Luke 16:18) can
not be explained on the basis ofmale prop
ertyrights. Adultery is the breaking of a
mutual covenant between husband and wife
anda moral offense against either thewife or
the husband."

• The Bible leaves no doubt that God
views homosexuality itselfas an "abomina
tion," asstated in Leviticus 18:22 and 20:13

.Themostsignificant text toBlomberg
and his colleagues is Romans 1:26-27
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(which speaks of both men and women
exchanging "naturalrelations forunnatura!
ones"), because "it appears in a context
that it is describingsexual impurity more
generally as the epitome of the idolatrous
rebellion of humanity against its creator
(1:18-32)."

The authors also don't think much of
attempts to discover the secret gay lives of
Abraham and David, statingthat "only mod
em Westerners unfamiliar with the physical
expression offriendship between men in the
Middle East would mistake the Bible's refer

ences for homosexuality." They areespecially
unimpressedin the caseof the unmistakably
heterosexualDavid. 'Afterjonathan has been
killed in battle, David does indeed lament
that 'his love to me was wonderful, passing
the love of women.' But. . . David's whole

point in this text is that Jonathan was his
"blood brother' with a loyalty that surpassed
that which mere eroticism creates."

And in this corner-

paganism
Thoughliberal theology doesn't hold up

well under scholarly biblical scmtiny, the
question remains as to how it will fare with
a largely unschooled audience.

On the plus side, many of the mainline
churches most susceptible to liberal theol
ogy arc also those that have been losing
members most rapidly. It's the more con
servative bodies, like the Roman Catholic
and Southern Baptist churches, which have
been grovsing in recent decades. And pro-
abstinence movements like True Love Waits
are gatheringmore teen support everyyear.

On the down side, as The Balm in Gilead
endorsementsdemonstrate, manychurches
aredesperate enough over theplight ofat-risk
teensthat they'll open the door to programs
promising toreduce pregnancies and AldS—
without always looking too closely at the
accompanying theology. Moreover, liberal
churches cater toastrong desire among many
Americans; to retainsome of the trappings of
Christianit)' without opposing the culture's
conveniently loosesexual morality. In short,
peoplecan tell themselves they'reChrisdans
while theylive like the restof theworld.

According to DanielHeimbach, profes
sor of Christianethics at Southeastern Bap
tist Theological Seminaryin Wake Forest,
N.C., the "newsexual theology"is actually
a manifestation of something very old:
paganism.

"The whole view of sexual morality is
based on the idea that sex is spiritual, and

that by definition makes it moral," Heim
bach told Citizen.

Ironically, Heimbach pointed out, the
paganview does overlap with Christianity—
and that'sjust whatmakes itdangerous.

"In one sense it's close to the biblical

view because it understands that sex is fun

damentally spiritual," he said. "But at the
same time it's the diabolical opposite of
Christian sexual moralityas God givesit to
us. The fact that something's a spiritual
experience doesn't make it good. Sinis spir
itual, as much as holiness is."

To guard against confusion. Rev, Tolben
argues, there's no substitute for a vigorous
reassertionof scriptural truth on the part of
believers.

"We have to teach what the Bible says
about sexualactivity. We teach a redeeming
message of salvation and forgiveness. We
teach how to livea lifestyle in keepingwith
biblical principles. Our goal is to develop
maturebelievers who learnhowto obeyGod
in theirdailylives." •

Rx:iis iiti(heRunily rcsearchfrsjerry Gramcfeow and ChadHiik
asstsk'dMlh ihisreport.

To receive acopyo/Whai the Bible Really SaysAboutSex. call
ftjcus on [ftc fijmily at iSOO-A-FAMllX. Askfor ilan number
TC099.

SIECUS AND YOU SHALL FIND
9^

Former SIECUS President Dcbra
Haf&ier liked todescribe herorganiza
tionas repiesendng"amiddleground

for Americans." .Yet from its inception,
SIECUS hasbeen anythingbut htainstreain.
, . IbmrdtngSlECUS Ptteident VMace Pul
ton pronounced the group'sgoal as foster
ing a "positive,open, scientificapproach to
human sexual behavior." That meant the
group wasn't into value judgrnents—not
evenon incesrand pedophilia.
. Cofounder Marv Calderpne .held that

"the majoreffectsof [childmoles'taripn] are
not-caused by.the event itself, but by the
outraged, angry, fearful and shocked reac
tionsof the adultswho learnofit." Herphi
losophy boiled down to "don't ask, don't
tell": "It's not that [pedophilia is] a,bad
thing or a wicked thing,-it.just simply

,should, nqt bc a parr, oflife in, general, right.

out on the sidewalk." Original board mem
ber Wardcll Pomeroy, went even further,
claiming chat "incestbetween adults and,

:younger children can be. a satisfying.and
enrichir^ experience,I''';,.''::''

Since that ritne. Halfner has denounced
childabuse as "unacceptableand immoralT
Yet SIECUS has ne\'er repudiated the lil^s
of Calderone and Poraeroyj and even con
tinues to honor them; A few years ago the
group named a library after Calderone.

IfthesedoiTtsoundlikipeopkyou'd,trust
with .your children, you might want toknow
thatsince1990,SIECUS hasbeen ciiculating.
sex-education guidelines tothenation's pul>
lie schools—funded at: times by the fede^
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.

Amongthe guidelines:
• Qiildren 5 to 8 should learnabout mas-

; curbation ("both bo)'s and^lsmay discover

that their bodies feel good vdien touche^ll
intercourse and homos^ality. T-rS-

.• At 9 to 12 they should hear
' "homosexual love, relauonships^ canbe
.filling as heterosexual relanonships" arid:hbw:5|
."rriastutbation is.oftenthe first waya peEsob,
experiencessexualpleasure." •. •

• From 12to15they should betoldthai
"sexual orientatioii cannot be changed by
therapy or medicme" and that "there are
manyways to give and receive sexualpleas- .,
ure and not have mcercourse." , ; : ., i- -

From15 to-18 they.should be^ven •
the;phone number of the localgayand le^: •.
-bian center and information on "creative
^id sensualways of integrating contracep-
tioninto (aj sejoial relationship."

.. Ifthat's "middleground," it'sprobablybest
.nottoaskwbatihey'dconsiderextreme. •
: Iviatt Kdi^an


