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astalır ampbe:
TIhe truggle O1 the Church OVer Sexuality and the
Task OT Practical OGYV

Bırth copulation and eal
hat al| the 'acts hen yOU COMe rass ac
Bırth copulation and eal

ese CYyNICAl WOTrdS irom Elıot's Sweeny Agonistes have ften
seemed SU  Z the church al I1S when T SECKS CONMN-
ron DE  es mora and S In Dartiıcular Ssexualıty |
l DFOTMNINENCE the ıTe events Of Dırtn and
ea Dut hen IS educed dISCUSSIONS copulation WNO 0eS
hat Ith whom where!

Perhaps C w 3 spea LOO narshliy, yel undoubtedly the alıve wWword
truggle fits tNıIsS rea well both ms tihe history f tihe

debates and I erms Of much C  m|  Ty discussion In
audıence Of AIsS Kınd need NOl abour the OU OUr history We
must al|l De the early Hellenisation OT Christianity and of the
Neo atonıc dualism ıth I1S fear and bodily matiers

influenced the teachIngs Of the Fathers Origen iıkened the
ODENING tihe Vagına the of hell and castrated hıimself for ihe
Ingdom's sake: Jerome Dralse and wedlock, Dut
only Decause they ege celibates" But mosi significant, pDerhaps IS
Augustine 5 d  l  l Of prelapsarian SE@eXUal intercourse In the idea|l

ere WOuld S  uS male erectlions rather
Those members WOul De MmOoved Dy the command Of hıs ıll and the
husband WOul De mingled ıth the OINs of the ıTe wWiıthout the SE@CdUC-
S SUMUIUS of DasSslion hus I1 WOoul have been pDossible InjeCT the

INTIO the 'omb through the female genıtallıa as innocently as the
menstrual TIow NO'  s ejected

Ihus the struggle Itn sexualıty wıthın certaın aspects Of the tradıtion
has een al VE AaSsSıc level IS S  l and WerTe SeEI1/] AS
Inevıtabiy9 the epitome of temptation leading tihe GOTTI-
IMISSION Of SIN Allıed thıs Was Sak) Dowertul gender DlIas well OCU-
mented NO  s DYy IS theologians Lve the temptress Was
un | EVETY Ihe alleged rrationalıty ade them

Augustine CIy of G00 XIV We have here remarkable prediction f hat IS
NO' commonplace artıfıclal InsemmMaäAatıon Dut condemne: in Gatholic eaching
DecauUuse of the total absence of the uUnılıve aspects of Se@eXUual Intercourse!
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il SEIVEe and nuriure Dut UNT! lead When leadership“ Was
DYy followers f eSUuSs Iıke Mary Magdalene, the tradıtion S0ONMN equated
her ıth unnamed prostitute. ere dre evıdent n ihe New Tes-
tLamen!t Strong replace the Datrıarchy the day ıth A Ne  s
l the miniIstry Witherington has carefullydocumented.$ But ese wWere short Ive the male church eader-
ShIp consolidated In thwaits hereSsy and Of the I0SS Of
control|l Derseived In Drophetic Mmovemenis Iıke Montanism. IS Igni-
ficant that In aler epochs wWere let Ith Oniy OTIEeE
church leadership through the MOoNAaSsSTiIıC and nat
ul the renunGclation SeXual teelings of anYy kınd and SCDaATa-
tion irom the [11107e Dowertul WOT| OT male dominance. Throughout s
NIStOTY the church In all ts orms has remaıned deeply
DY the combiınation @)| leadership and female sexualıty. Ihe emphasis
hat A  woman has her place In the Orcder creation”, strongly Irme:
DYy Kar/ Barth In Church Dogmatics H/ IS ur consiIistent Ith the
tradıtion DOtN Defore and the KHeformation Men have een
SIOW ell nat elr Dlace IS, and Iınd theological Justifica-
1I0NS f1or t!

The uggle
C —— ealize hat glance al tihe IV' aspecCIis the tradıtion IS
suraly simplifıed and that have left OUul much that IS OT IIV: value
In the attempits church Deople and theologians throughout the ageS

the meanıng Of the Christian MNOorMmM Of wnen it IS
plie Dersona relationships, InCcluding the al ] Itelong and

marriıage. EQqualiy z WOUuld CC hat the Adualistic and asCcCetIic
elements Christianity have nOol always had tihe hnand and nat

have een notable the goodness OT OUT
created nalure and WaYyS Of acting, In OUTrT SEeXUal experlen-
Ces n aspects OUT IvesS, that will lead Dersona fulfilment
and non-exploitative relationships ıth others 4 But the lMere act
that Gafll @)| thıs [ea "struggle" mply llustrates
NOW powertul the negativities of the pasi Adre tNIS day er

See E.Moltmann-Wendel, The Women Around eSsSus (SCM Press, Chp.3
See Ben Wiıtherington IIl omen n the Ministry of eSsSus (Cambrıdge University
ress 1984 and omen n the arthes Uurches (Cambridge University ress
1988
00 SUTVGYS Can De found In the works of ole and OT Balley
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Heyward In her adıcal re-evaluatiıon Of Christian SE XUu al ethics SUTTIS
ihe degree of struggle °  15 ollows

Organized religion In general, the chriıstlan church In partiıcular, IS nOoTl
sımply unhelpful In shapıng sexual ethics I ven the mIsogynist, erol0-
phobic weilght Of Its SEXUa| baggage, IC| EVeT] the OSstT progressive
CcNurches have noTl ISCAarde: entirely, christianıty IS Jargely amag-
ing/damage: particıpant In explorations of sexual ethics >

HeywW description OT the continuIng that CAhurches cCreale
for themselves Gafll be ıllustrate DYy DITS Of nbagga en fifrom the
Dasi One IS the continuIng gender DIaS n both debates ul, and tihe
realıties Of, church leadership. ven n churches have Ol[-
dained for SOTTIE9 tihe emaıns quite fırmly n male

and ıtN the rESUTGENCE Of fundamentalısm SIrONG Are
esiore uto righitiful Dlace” In IMaNYy CNurches (An

example IS tihe Pres  erlan Church In Australıa.) The shneer vVirulence
Of the debate In SOMe quaritersy OT SeXual
confusion and DOowerTU| Tear Of ihe femmıne" How else EX-
lal the extraordinary ructions n the Church @)| England, SINCE el
decision the ordınatıon Of women? SeEeCoN continuIng inheriıtance
irom the Dasıi IS confusion Of sexualıty ıth male genitality and
ISIrUS Of tihe IO0SS of control assoclated INn SeXual arousal, eJaCU-
atıon and OrgasSsın (as males experience it) NO OU his CONTUSION N
Compounded DYy the fact nat ejaculation IS for procreation,
Dut the rOool OT the confusion ‚0[01715 Bback Augustine’s dislike Of
Dpost-lapsarıan SCX SOTMle natural ealures OT male sexXualıty are dIS-
eTUl, In need OT redemption. Luther, others, COuld INnd ts
redemption n the marrıage Ded hat "hospital for Incurables'
Dut t But hat feeling OT essene DY the shneer Dhysicality and
IOSS Of CONSCIOUS contro| n the male clımax OomınNnNAaIie NS-
1an thought still NOW Ise explaın the VE eren reactions

male OppOSeEd female homosexuality”? AÄAnd NOW Can Inier-
Deiween males, Gan NNg OU the paln

unwanted DTEOGNAaNCY viewed ıth much ess tolerance than ne-
terosexual| Intercourse In anYy Ccircumstances? The aNlswWeTrT IS elated
NOl reasone u  y Dut ancıent (and Derhaps ulle DrImMI-
tive male emotlional reaction NIS OWNN genitalıty. Christianity,
er reilgions, has given his male Obsession Itn NIS OWN sexual
functions reilgi0ouUs Sancl  ut the confusion IS Drofound, IOT, ( nmg  ( nmg
all In the nexi1 section, NIS OCUS male genitalıty ea
the Impoverishment and potentlal Derversion OT hnuman sexualıty AaSs -
whnhole The experience Of halt Of u  NYy WNO Adre female) IS

ouching OUTr trength: The Frotic Power and the LOVEe of God. (San rancısSscoO
Harper, p.124
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nol Verll considered, and the assertion Of OT OSS OT male W DEe-
COMeEeSs the hıdden agenda OT SEeXUual ethıcs
In IC actors COMING irom inheritance COUuld do
WItNOUL, Are SOMe distinctiv features @)| OUT OWN time, IC
complicate the struggle. Ihe and Derhaps MOST ODVIOUS IS tihe ad-
vent Of AIDS, the "drea disease”" Of OUT ıme Ihe effects Of the ear
IC thıs epidemiCc has CcCaused Adre almost IO0 ODVIOUS mention A
e  s Puritaniısm has S6e6/C1 n the disease reEVENgE the
gO gIving res mpetus a SEeXual moralıty ase! fear DIS-

for male homosexualıty has d  Jaı Justification people
easıly forget the and virulence Of SI Ds In the heterosexual
cCommunıIty and the ramatıc spread IDS In IManYy
countries) and Old "merit eorles" OT rights health are have

easser! themselves Easıly Ooverlooked has been the ramaltıc
change In mMmOodes OT SEeXUual behavıour withın the QaY community. ven
further fIfrom IS the theologıcal SIgnıTIcCaNCE Of the QaYy and esblan
CommunıIty'’s realısatiıon hat sexualıty need not COoNTIıNEe: speclfic
SE@XUual CIS

SECONd notable eature O1 OUTrT ımes IS the Ver increasing ga Det-
ween sSexXual intercourse and Drocreation. Wıth the advent OT IV!
contraception and sterilisation for DOotN males and emales and ıth
the ramaltıc expansıon In assıstie reproductive technology, tihe
"natural law” accounti SsSexXual intercourse l ts VE nature
inseparably both unitive and procreative increasiıngly IVO
firom eallty exXcept the DOOTET nations wnere overpopulation
and starvatiıon hand In hand Nor only Can conception prevented
OTr planned al intervals, Dut IT Garl be acnıeve: ıth only partıal OT ıth

genetic relationship the Darents l  u  y anything IS 110  s DOS-
SIDI and technically NOl Darticulariy dilficuit ne’s ıl COould g —-
netically elated oneselrt and Dartner Dut orn Of another, ÖT GOT1-

versely orn Of the female Dariner Dut genetically elated others In
whole ÖT In Dart ONOTrS and Hırth mothers Carn sirangers ÖT rela-
Ives anYy degree closeness Grandmother ÖT Gafl the
Hırth mothers Of OW  —_ grandchildren, nıeces ÖT nephews; unciles ÖT

grandfathers (perhaps IONg dead and el cryopreserved Can
be the genetic athers omen WNO have had intercourse Ith
Man Can give birth Dartı  Yy ÖT otally unrelated them
netically. All Of thıs has, Of COUTSE, een e  O DYy officıal oman
Oll teachıng, ıtn the foundatı for criticısm lald In Humanae
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/ and the applications Nne  s Hırth technology made In onam
Vitae ©
But hat technology has brought DOSSIDItYy IS merely the OuUutcome
OT hat MaYy De regarde fundamental ealtlure OT uman Uua-
IIty Sexual attraction has een restricted ihe fertile DeriIod n
tihe woman'’'s cCycle (as l IS In er anımals) and sexual intimacy has

far Carl tell always Carrıed d much wıder Of
meanıngs for humans ihan merely Its relationship Dearing humans
Ihe advent TEW Dırth technology merely forces In [NOTeEe
carefully the mora Implications OT tnıs uman diversity and reedom

Iso allows consıderations Of the NY sexualıty
irom consıderations OT the r  ILYy @)| DarenthoOd, and lo0k In each
Adse al the potential for exploltation tihe vulnerable Ihe allure
make dıistinctions In the Dasıi nas resulle In InJustices
Doth and en Such injustices undoubtedly CONUNUE In OUr
daUC Dut the ame ShOuld not De Dlased the separation OT DTO-
creation from SEeXual intercourse ./

Irn eature Of OUTr ıme IS Ver growIng aWaTreNesSs Of the Vd-
ence OT sSexXual aDuse, both @)| and of DETSONS n vulnerable
relationships others, SUuch the relationship Detween patient and
doctor FOr the Church the realısation has dawned that sSsuch aDuse @)|
the vulnerable IS ISo De un wilthın ts OWN \ıte Aare all

the groWINg eviıdence OT ıl aDuse In church nstitutions un DY C -
Ibate orders (Ihe Christian rotiners In Australıa have NÜY DUuD-
Iıshed eilaıle and unreserved apology In the for abuses 0109
Curring In the Dasti In elr chıiıl dre nstitutions The major In
the USA and Canada ıll Iso DE well WN.) However, his IS DY

problem only of the voweadly celbaitie All the cChurches Adre
eCcoming hıtherto concealed problem n Ith

examples CroSSING OT tihe Doundary Detitween
CONcern and seXually exploltative relationship. The problem IS well
described DY ihe ıtle Rutter's authoritative study SexX n the FOTr-
Dbıidden Vone But tihe SIgNICANCE OT his problem for the chur:

In thıs ater Ocumen all forms Of artıfıclal| conception ATe eXCIUCEe: on the grounds
Of Sspiltting the Of S@eXUua|l IntercoUurse:; thus nOT EVeEeT/ USe exclusively Of
the couples OW| gameles IS permitted.
Thiıs IS noTl deny that 16  < bırth technologies, rather than Treeing May De
NEW form of exploltation. hıs DOIN has been strongly argued DYy number OT fe-
minıst writers who DOoIN the olsting of treatments of dubious efficacy and sate

driven DYy socletal have chıil Male DOET has often been
eviıdent TOO n the proprietorial atlıtude Of the doctors Owards ,  theır' achievements,
nstance the eadiine In British NEWSDaPET. 1,0OOtN IVF Baby DOorn
Steptoe-Edwards eam"!
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whole approac sexualıty nas een ıttl dISCUSSE@C has een
sSeelrll unfortunate aberration, rather than iun chal-
jenge the chu abılıty CODE adequately Iıth the SEeXUal aspect
OT OUT uman nature In the nexT section Z —> shall I100K al NIsS "Challenge
ifrom WI well the eyxternal challenges already described

Ihe task Of Practical

In the SECONd aCademlııc artıcle —— EVEeT Dublished nnn J described the ask Of
Practical Yy ollows

ractıc: eO10gy IS concerned ıTn the study of speclfic SIruciures In
IC continulng Ork In the WOT| May be manıles ese May
GC'! eıther insıde outsıde the |ıTe of the church ®

Iwenty-one aler wOuld ıll achere hiıs de  l  1 OUT
WOTK, Dut Derhaps m— 3 wWwIiser the exient hat ——  —— NO  s acutely

Of NOW IS and NOW ıttle achleve DY WaY Of
creatıve interchange Detitween church and soclety. In thıs chastened
spirıt K mnn } Il nol claım 100 much for thıs section Of _
KNOW f are equal I0 the SITU experience n the chu al-
tempis OMe ıth sexualıty. Yet K3 Delieve the continulng
attempt IS |  y for. for all OUT inherıted lı ears and
Drejudices, hat Christian t  l  l have ACCcEeSss CD rich
SOUTCe understandiıng hat SOUTCeEe IS the COUTAQEOUS vulnerability
IC lles al the heart Of the Christian Gospel. What VEra Mean DY NIS
MaYy ecome clearer argu Drogresses.) Ihe ask IS {[WO-
Old must SOM Out OUT eOlogy Of human sexualıty, al
eas In A tentatıve WAäaY; hen must ask NOW well his AaNSWEeTS the
questions OUT aQUC, and hat t [!eanj n erms Of nractica|l Out-
COMes But NO  s —— 9 shall add another caveal K shall NOl claım

uman sexualıty though m—  —— COuld gaın SOTTe unblassed COMPTE-
hensive 1eW WIT (as aNyoNe must irom the Derspective OT
gender, SeXua|l Oriıentation and SeXual experlence. Ihe Dhrase
"human sexualıty" IS distinctly grandıose!

Towards eO100Yy of Sexualıty
Ihe problem confronts IS that, In COMMON Ith MOST

ntellectual disclplines, the:  Y MuUST be seen form Of EeVa-

Is practical eOl0gy possible”? Scottish Journal of e0/090y, 23 May 1972, D.224
modified form OT thıs Was republishe: In Orresier (ed.) 000y and
ractice London: Epworth
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SION DY| Categories UDOTN human CXDETIENCE and seeking
analyse logically protect Ourselves from I1S emMmoOolL0oNa

HOw Can avOol theology OT sexualıty ING emotionally EVa-
SIVE I his manner” Ihe | Cannot Only DOEIS the
Orce uman emolon WOTrdS and ven erratically But Can
al eas 1or the groSSeET orms Of eVasıon OUTr theorising
sexualıty TIhe l COMMMoN mechanısm defence when anxlely
[UuNS hıgh spiitting the emotionally charged Tea uch theological
WrItiIng uUsSes AıIs devıce neutralıse sexualıty F have already GCGOMI-
mented upoN the COonNcentratıon uUDON male genitalıty though tNIS
WelrTe ihe epitome Of human sexualıty Only f Ish dISCUSS <
mechanısm for fertilisation Can sexualıty hus discussed the
I I tihe SOTTt equivalent Of er SYTINGE the DhySIOlOgYy ejaculatiıon
the DIological equivalent Of the SYTINGE Dlunger The female IS p e

the SYTINGE DIETCES Skın deliver TS and NCe
delıvered the acl IS cComplete COUTS®e theologlıan has rten |
ese OU SeXual urse Dut E  E have merely the
y spiitting d l0gical conclusion T | less ODVIOUS Dut
noneineless present when sexualıty educed Se@eXUual actıvities
M all Clustered around male genitality, INn the female
sShadowy ncmer ÖT ViclUım The OoNences Of sexualıty
Are elated hıs MmMale genital moOode, Aus illustrating the dan-
gerTS un Into when Spil emotionally charged rea AIs
Manner

Any minımallyuO  Y sexXualıty mMuUsST Dlace l wıthın 165
ull uman CcContex{t TECOQNISING l aspecCt Of tine VE Complex
relationship Detween Dhysiological arousal COognition and emotlion
In Of the mMySiteriOUS relationship Deiween hunger and IrS and A
tellowship meal and YOU gel closer tihe ul cComplexIity We
human anımals have virtualiy Insincive athways left OUr DOdIeS
respond internal chemical cCchanges and exierna Stimuliı ıtNn

Dhysliological SIgnals Dut ese arousal dre
endlessiy malleable Our DOodies deliıver UuNaMbIQUOUS

whether Adre un ÖT AaNxXIOUS aNOTY ÖT afraıd Ssexually
aroused ÖT irlghtened ÖT MusSt earn |
tihe IMECaANING @)| the changes OUT DOdy, and iten ese interpreta-
I10NS Aare Contexti dependent and soclally determined Forbidden
Xual attractıon Ganjn experienced Iirnmtation al the er forbidden

OT ull and InadeQuaCy Ihus ere l er VE NarTroW
| IC sexualıty | MT and elated the anatomical

and Dhysiological diferences Detween males and emales and the
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Varıous CcConNnecCcie Iıth SexXual intercourse . Thıs
NarrowWw ea constantiy overlaps IntO cognitively media reaCctions,
1.C interpretations of OUT pysical sexual charasteristics, whether
are anatomical ealiures ÖT physiological changes In NIS classıc tEeX—,
Fmbodiment. approac Sexuality and Christian Theology‘©,
ames elson helpfully that USe llsex" the
NarrowWw circumscribed DY anatomy and DNySIOIOQGY, Hut
"sexualıty" escCcn\n OUT understandın OT Ourselves 15 SEeXUual
DeINgsS ıth all the of interpretation IC that implıes. eologı-
cally, "sexualıty" IS much IMOTe |  ) IOT, i IS here that ihe N-
Jal for both gO0OC and are OUun ere ıe the OT gender STEe-
reotypıng and sexual violence and Dhysica and emotional exploltation.
ere (070 ıe the rOOIS creativity and tenderness and the ısh
erstian and Care for hat IC dıffers from u  9 yel strangely IS ISO

Ihus y sexuality mMuUsStT nol solate and irag-
ment OUT Sexual natures, rather 1 musSt ShOow NOW OUT sexualıty Can
enlarge OUT understandın Of Ourselves and others and ODEN path-
WaYyS Of Ove AdSs diverse friendship and shared endeavours, sSexXual

and eCStaSy, and the closeness and the mutual learning Of
Darent and
But NO  s must Dbeware SeEeCcon method OT evasıon used In
theological aCcCounts OT sexualıty the mechanısm Of idealisation.
ere —— must plea Qquilty and VeT ManYy years! KNOW —— have <  S
ONdness for writing DOetIC, sSsomewhnat "purpi about
Xualıty, conceal ihe ougher questions. Take thıs DAaASSaAYC irom
Rediscovering Care!‘

Ihe gracefulness of sexXualı consIists In discovering the rich complexIity
1C| len f maleness and femaleness offers We Can ejolce In
the diferences and rejolce In thep NnOT afraıd Of the sexXua|l
revolution  ‚ Of QOUT time, SINCE 1i Olers mMeTl and alıke
amazıng OT self-expression. exualı IS graceful because It

Od's creation, venturing forth. ..to pDlace of muUusIC.

Such dealisatıon IS another form defence agaınst the emotional and
moral dangers Of OUT sexualıty. How old-fashiıoned, NOW re
the 60Ös nat DaASSaQe SOUNdS NO  s contemplate all hat KNOW

HOowever EVeTl ese blologıcal differences Are far from absolute, llustrated DYy
hormonal changes leadıng changes In secondary sexual characteristics and DYy
the ambIiguous SEXUua| differentlation of SOMe indıviduals for hom the DrOCeSS
appears have been only partıy complete: duriıng fetal development. ale cha-
rasteristics are changes Wrought substratum IC IS basıically female In ItS
earlıer Iular development.
L ondon SPCK 1979

11 |London Danon Longman odd 1986 (2nd cdaltion), D.76
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@)| SeXual violence and exploitation. MYy writing IS especlally iIrrespon-
sible In DOOK read DY Dasiors OT future Dasiors, IOTr, makes
merely DaSsSınNg reference tihe DOoSSIbIlty hat USe tihe In-
UMaCYy OT the relationship aAaSSUage OUr OWN}\N hurts, al tihe
EXDENSE OT the DETSON dependent uDoN
Ihe undamental weakness of SUcCNH dealısation IS hat T treals ad-
IIty though T WerlTe single form experience, ‚er kınd Of emotional
constanli, t WEeETE, through all ıTe's changes Ihus It IS really another
version the "spiltting” discussed n tihe DrevVIOUS sSection Ihe ealıty
IS quite re IS Nl, T IS the need for the deep security
offered DY A  S salfe Dhysica closeness da another uman Dody That IS
arguabiy irom Dırtn ea and ACGTOSS all varieties Of ne-
terosexual and nomosexual |  l  CYy Moreover, his foundational,
pregenttal Intiımacy IS profoundly expressed In IDIICa DaS-

aDOu the closeness and dependability Of GOod IC the
most l  l IS "underneath Aare the everlasting arms”); and aDOUuU the
Intimacy Detween Jesus and NIS followers (the Derfidious KISS Ju-
das, the e  pte embrace DY Mary outsıde the omb reveal the
norm IC nhIS disciples WerTe accustomed). But all Ise changes,
and f seek make OUur sexualıty ıll siıngle MmMould ÖT Sult single
DUTrDOSE SOOT] lO0SsSe all Of the In the relationship hat OUr

self nsists gel and Keep oOrever IS In thiıs INSIS-
ence hat the OrIgins much exploitation OT the relationship
Will De Ovn er describes brilliantly the WaY male helpers iurn

In Oorder aSSUade OWnN confusion and uncertainty
masculıinıty. Thus,u the SeXUual actiıons dre adult In

aDDEaATaANCE, the relationship for both Deople IS a  a regression Iy
childhood and the hurts experienced hen HOw 0es the Drofessional
helper allow hıs happen” aDDEaATrS al tihe ıme rresistible,
because the dealısatıo Of whal, viewed Iirom WIthOut, IS clearly
exploitative relationship. As er DUIS t

...nearly all mmen share the abiılity idealize, even delfy the ’adlant,
magıcal o  C! of the emmnmıne In thıs WaYy f Can\n al anYy moment SEETT]

be the sole object Of value orth DUrSulng In lıTte regardiess Of the
consequences.'®

Ihus Deneath the problem Of dealısation ere llIes the iundamental
ISSU®Ee gender. Few theologians have attempte CONiron the WaY
In IC the SexXual agenda has een CO  l  Yy dominated DYy male
pre-OCCcupations. Of COUTS®e FE —y NOl overlook al all the undamental
challenge has ONMNle from emnısY well AdS from fe-
minist Wwriting generally, Dut l emaıns unclear NOW the I1NOVEe IS

SexX In the Forbidden Zone London: nwin,  3 D.66

61
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made rom the dentif!  IOn OT tihe extireme gender DIas In radı-
tional O  Yy s  . reconstructed Y Of seXualıty that ruly

Mel and all HOowever, ds A male and d practical
theologıan mustT al eas work Dest d a a Can repaır the da-
Made pDeople gender have one CONSCIOUS that hat SaYy
IS tentatiıve and A Za I00K forward Criticısm and debate.)
Our startıng DOomMNt will |Typicaliy theologıans especılally

n the Natural Law tradıtion have started Ith the u  l  ,
What IS sexualıty for? The answeTlrT (0 expressed In the WOTdS OT
the marrıage SErIVICE) has een that ı1 the nds f procreation
and OT uniting the Man and the n the on Of lOve, that

Can nurtured and cCare: Tor n stable relationship. OTIe
could deny that sexualıty Can SEerve WO ends, though equaliy
In < relationshipl DY SEXUual exploltation and violence T Can do
the VE 0]0]  T HOowever, where 0eSs SucNn approacC eave the
single DETSOTN), OTr the DETSON ItNn homosexual orientation, ÖT the
single Daren(, ÖT the elderly couple WNOSeEe Are IONg goNeE fifrom
home, ÖT physically incapable Of SexXual intercourse who ısh
MarTYy and children? Ihe problem Ies n InSIStINg that OUT

Xualıty must have l DUTDOSGC, nstead of SEEING T simply Darli the
WaYy Are numans, reCOgNISING the complexIity Of OUT reSPONSES

OUT SEeXual naliure and OUT need adap t and make t Dari OT OUT
cholices throughout OUT ıves Ihıs IMaYy ecome clearer the USe OT

analogy the infant Crıes when t IS Can SdYy that the
DUTrDOSE Of ts IS attraci the mother's attention In Order fed
and SUNViIve and GroW Equaliy mIg SaYy hat have sexual
nalures hat intercourse and the species SUrVIVeES Rut
IS the infant all that IS Sald the human VOICE IS hat
nNat ra SUNGg DY KUIr! Te Kanawa "really” Is®? Just A for 1ten-
tion? Ihe problem lles In confusing USeE€ hat DUTrDOSESE. Are

IManYy USes IC OUT uman capacıties Can Dbe DUl We nol
SOlve OUT mora dilemmas DYy describing OTIE OT UuUSeSs A DUT-
DOSE 1hıs IS nol SqaYy nat Natural L aW eo has contribution
make . eo  y of human sexualıty. But the oniy form OT that IS al
all al  u the task IS that IC Includes wiıthın the "natural” OUT

capacıties interpreters experlence and moral agenits WNO MUST
choose NOW they USe that IS given In the material world. !S

SeEeCcCOoNd alse startıng l IS of the bibliciıst ype IDIICa exXiIs dre
sed establish for SEeXUual behavıour This demands CONSI-

have In Ind here eriticısms Of the "DIOologism” In tradıtional matura| law eOory DYy
wriıters Iıke Bernard Haering and Richard McCormick, and eır attempis Improve

t
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derable IngeNulny and selectıve eadıng Of Scripture n order gaın 4J
Dicture that 0es noTl reduce the STalus lMere cNhatiels and
Droducers of A 100 Iıne for the males Premarıital intercourse, raßbe
and adultery Are reated DropertYy OlNenNces In the Decalogue. ere
IS consistent IeW Of and divorce, and hat ere IS
clearly avOurs the male COUTSeEe things Iıghten In tihe reported
teacChIngs EeESUS, especlally n Luke's Gospel. But the Pauline
l SeeNM ave (as Thielicke DUTIS 19 “a Il Man alkıng
OU colour'  „ We Can choose 1or V  l (as SO Me dO)
and have oilent n church WNO ODeYy uSDands aD-
u  y1 feel unclean when ihey mensiruaile and on' quarrei Ith
concubiıines. The alternatıve IS e Willing SC the Cultura relatıvity
Of the maiterıa and opt for Sl normative theological interpre-
tatıon IC IS tihe central features Of the Gospel the New
Testament proclaıms t COUTS®E@ OUT claıms SUCN eb  Jaı GOos-
pel MOorm will reveal OUT OWN value preferences O-OT! approaches
hıs u  l Ith totally oDeEN iInd But let al eas Iay Cards

the le, reveal IMY OW  —_ DrejJudices, hat Gall have dISCUS-
sSION tihe alternatives.
Our startıng SNOuld the d  l  l Of "uniıon Itn Chris
hrough Baptısm n Galations Here Pau!l the VISION OT
hat all umanlıty MaYy De f Adre brought completion ”  In Chris
SO re IS dıfference Detween Jews and entiies, Detween slaves
and iree, Detitween [1ell and yYOU Are all ÖN  D In Uunıon ıNn
Christ Jesus." We Should remember hat thıs Stiatement al the
culmınatıon Of DOoWwe r ul section Of the epistle StreSsSINg reedom irom
the Jewısh |aw and the innerntance ODEN all Aas CNIKTeEN

KNOW ISO that Paul Opposed antı-nomilanısm ere IS Support
In NISlfor the SexXual Iıbertinısm hat SOTTIE O0k "reedom irom
the law" Mean Rut ere he IS describing the spirit OT unıty and free-
dom IS ODEN all Wwho |ıve in Christ Ihıs Capilure the
lNe  s WaY OT eIng esSUus Drought hrougn NnIS ODEN, vulnerable
and OVING minıstry ljleadiıng HIS 1hıs the divisions
Detitween people Of dıfferent and SOCIa| classes ro
the Old Doundarıes of prejudices (agalnst "sSınful women“” for example
It questioned tradıtional Tamlıly tıes and reilgIOUS Dractices; and T TOrg-

Ne  s cCommunIty where all wWere equaliy ande IT
WasS, In the WOTrdS ans  e, the "preCcarıous endeavour OT love"l4
But IT lead Such Ne  s wine, hat ihe old wineskıns Uurs Ihe authorIi-
les COould NOl allow esSUus |live, and tihe communıity IC iter
NIS resurrection Was caught In sotirıfe OT all inds, S0OOT returniıng Old

Love Endeavour, Love Expense (Darton, Longman Todd,
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patriarchal WaYyYS ıll the VISION emaıns It N OoNne In gender DIas
IS otal denial OT the Gospel, and In IC the whole INg Of [1el
and equaliy has giits MNer DIESETVE the fragilıty of lOve In

world of gre predjudice and eartiess violence

Havıng sel tNIS roa| theologıcal mmm 9 mMuUSst NO  s ıll n SOMe detaıl
n espect Of SpeCIHIC SeXUual relatiıonshıps and Dehavıours m— Il 0(0
hıs In only the sketichilest [Nanner and Derspective Will De hat @)|
confronting the Dro males create In allowing sexualiıty ts
rightfu place. (1 nol ısh Derpetlualte the arrogarice MaAaNYy
male wriıters In this leld, DYy telling NOW they sShould feel and
wnere they have i In Itt! scheme OT ihings! TIhe maın DriorIty
here IS CONiron the violence assoclated Itn male sexuallıty. Farlıer
n hıs ME —— reierre the malleabiılity OUT emotional TEeSPDONSES.

earn read ambiguous Dhysiological sıgnals In specıific WaYS,
partly determined DY OUT upbringing and culture. Ihe mpetus actıon
OT male SeXual desıre IS close COUSIN Of the mpetus violent attack
and T aggression IS equated Itn masculınıty the atal Iınk IS iorged. In
The Connection'> ames Nelson explores the connections
mel ake Deiween elr SeXual DOTENCY and orth males
tiraces the fear IO0SS Of VIgOUT (and of orth A man) assoclated
Ith the difference Detween the DENIS (phallus and the laccıd
DeNIS. Men have earned value the phallus, Dut fed embarrassed DY
the flaccidity and educed SIZE Of the DENIS when NOl ereC
connectlions Deiween violent penetrative SCX and IR self-ımage are
all (070 ODVIOUS Moreover, the ÖT Dariner In HIS SCEeNarIO
has value exXcept receptacle. Ihe Dartner Should CXDTESS
Dleasure and satısfaction, Dut only Decause thıs VI

the Man Of NIS virılıty. the [Man}\n alls, the IS en
blamed and the laccıd DENIS IS assoclated ıtn the weakness and
Softness Of femIMINITY,I In thıs stereotype Of masculıne orth
As MaNnYy wriıters have pointed out!6. SUCNH pathological behavıour In
men s expression Of eır sexualıty sSiems irom A Basıc InsecCurity
OU eır SEXUal |  Y fear OT the femImNe In themselves,
though Somehow f WOul overwheim hem and prevent them firom

mMe  I We need NOT Into the Varıous (psychoanalytic
ÖT O  l  ) hat seek explaın his. T!he IS hat loNg tnıs
DE  l  , mens sexualıty becomes A SOUTCe OT Daln and danger
themselves and others, and T Cannot SEIVe Iurther kingdom of

Westminster Press,1988.
e.g.Alan Watts, Nature, Man and Woman Abacus E &G rachan, Freeing
the emmme Labarum Publications Ltd Dunbar, cotlan
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reedom and lOove proclaımed DYy Christ (In AIS coniext the Dassıvitly Of
eSUus In the face violent cConfrontation IS StrikIıng.)

CONSEQUENCE OT OUT need rea the Cycle OT violencCce and X-
Dloitation D DYy male sexualıty IS that tradıtional teachıngs

sSexual differentiation must De radically questioned. MONGg
ern theologians Kar/ Barth IS A major offender here HIS dIiSCussion Of
sexualıty In Church Dogmatics Droceeds, the Dasıs Of VE
dubilous exegesis Of Genesis insıst clear dI  I10N Detween
males and emales and IsSo the "priority Dut nol superlority” OT the
male Thıs, Barth asseris, IS Dart Of tihe created Order of {NIngs. Tell
elaıule: researc has shown alleged dıfferences De ulle elu-
SIVE dre much greater withın gender varlations han Detween
gender varlations virtualiy all capacıties and D  Iıty characie-
ISUCS Barth IS referring merely Diological diferences, hnen (TOr
e4s0ars given earlıer In hıs the di  INCUON IS relatıvely trıvial
and Irrelevant MOStT hat ean DY sexualıty In el
Moreover, arth'sI the "priority” Of tihe male give
Sanclıon sexualıty dominated DY male DreoCCUupations and the
pDerpetuation of SOCIal roles determined DY male I1eW OT the op
INg Of society!/.
Barth's nıghly soclally relative aCcCount Of the "order OT creation"

the SEeCcOoNd l  ILYy In CO  u  INg adequate theological AC-
COUNT sexualıty. We need u  I0N whether the "Nnuclear family" IS

De equated ITn the „  ristian Tamıly”, and In Darticular whether
Can ESCaAPDE from the gender role stereotypiIng OT ÖOUTrT recent Dast
Should noltle hat the SO-Calle: "hard Sayıngs” Jesus about the
DowerTul Tamlıly tıes Of NIS day Indiıcale hat need NOl make given
SOCIal a  ni for child-bearıng and ıl rearıng Into DsSO-
lute Jesus Sa  s of value In OWnN NOl merely AdS
DOSSESSIONS OT Ir Darents, and he recognized n sSexual UuNnıon a
[1NOTre DOWwe rful BbOond han fılıal lety But all Dersona n-
IpS WerTe ISO relatıvised DY the all ihe Kingdom We ShOould add

AIS QOUT reallısaltıon hat the idealised A  ristian Tamlily" modern
times has ften neld dark secreis IC vViolence and chil
abuse; and, al I1ess Aalıc Dut nonetheless amagıng level, I0SSs
OT tenderness and cCloseness irom the father and an STress
and demand the mother BY hat criterion Juage ese amlı-
lles er for the nuriure Of ılaren than wnere N single
Darent ÖT where A nomosexXual couple Care for C child? f OÖOUr crıterıa

Hıs from Driority IS also VETY strange does the rest of creatiıon have
priority OVerT humans DEeCAUSC It Was created fırst? OT, should De seen
the DiNNaCIle Of creation SINCE che Was created as
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Adre reedom for all develop Iıves Of SEervVICEe and OVe toward others
the basıs OT tenderness and espect In the home, IS oDb-

VIOUS arrangement hat Cafll be quaranteed nurture, In AIs rich

Fınally, then, hat WOU sSsuch d theology OT sexualıty have SaYy
aDOUu SpecCiiC SEeXual behavıours and attitudes? I1eW sexualıty
part of OUT wholeness DETSONS, allowed ts DrODET place,
enable dre IMOÖOTEe ully fior others, tihen need DUL hat
have called "pre-genital sexualıty" nto a  S normatıve place. safe Int!-
IMaCY IS somethiıng IC MoOsStT Deople throughout Iıves
Ihe IOSS of f IS OTlIe Of the cruellest aSspects bereavement when
Dariner dies In private and tender Ccontact ıth the DOdYy OT another

Can KNOW Ourselves agaın eMmMDOodıe selves and Can OVEerCOTMe
SOTTIE of the dislocations OT Ind and DOdY created In tihe SIresSs
ally IvVINg. In Such OMmMentTsS Of tender CcCloseness need NOl
anything the er ÖT ourselves; Can KNOW both activity and
receptivity and value them equaliy gaın the IS seen DET-

In all complexIity and dıfrerence and nol merely extension
ourselves. IS here hat tine diiferences (whether Diological OT Cul-

turally C  M  ) Detitween mMen and Decome |  an
Respect IOr the entaıls willing SCe, NoNnOourTr and nurture
her ÖT NIS different SeXual In thIs WaY seXuallty dıffers
In VE SI  NIC especCt irom theI INnNOCENCE Of the Infant
al the MO Dbreast CcConfusion Of the IWO (common [lel
Ixated the female Dreast) ea demandıng and self-centre
form Of ul sexualıty.
The Sspechics SEeXUual Dehavıour mMuUStT S66I/C'] always agaınst the
DacCKground Of ese foundational requirements for non-exploltative
cCarıng se  > pecific Of COTICcern OCUS around pen  I0M and
pDrocreation, 1or 64$S0OT71$S5 MaYy De evident form the earlıer AISCUS-
SION SO far the former IS concerned, ISSUeS Of mutual desire,
ual espect and satfety all arıse and Can De resolve only where

IS Irusi and ODEN cComMMUNICAtION marrıage 0es noTt provide
anYy Sanctilıon 1or Intrusion DYy the male, COU/N decIsIions nNave ply
demonstrated recently phallıc aggression IS somethıng morally
eplore n all CiIrcaumstances Equaliy, the decision USe OUT d-
IIty MNg aDOU DFEQNAaANCY IS, al the Current Of human de-
velopment, e specılal rTea IC needs reated separately irom
sexualıty whole ake procreation normatıve r6-ODENS the
00OT SEeXual exploltation OT KRather, parenthood IS choice,
DOSSI Dut increasıingly NOl the MOTIM, IC l1len and SNOUId
take together. We sShould ISO consıder whether SUCNH choce COuld
ISO be made DY siıngle ÖT esbilan COuples, ONOr InSe-
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miınatıon The arguments for ÖT agaılnst Adre nol ıth OUT sexualıty
such, Dut ıNn OUTrT understanding the nature Of Darenthood and

the a  1 urturing ıladren
In CONclusıon his section, perhaps sShould Observe that ONa
Christian SeXual ODvIOUSIYy NOl equalte ıth all hat L have
SaIld OU acceptable Dehavılours. ( do nol Delieve hat Can
exclude Nomosexual love irom OQOUT OQY Of sexualıty and za  za NOl
SC marriage ihe one Dulwark f1or SexXual NYy But se e-
[e611C6S$S asıde, hat _ —— have suggested MaYy eQqualiy, OT InN-
deed IMNOTE, demandıng than Of the Dasil Ü nhave relate

eOl0gy Of sexXualıty the COUragEeOUS vulnerabiliy" OT Jesus Qr — ]
See hıs especlally SI  M for en iney nsıder NOW they
INaYy interpret OWnN sexualıty. Courage Of thıs Kınd IS In
contradiıction the SexXual dolatry and gender stereotypiIng Of QOUTrT
modern Western Culture, wnere COUTAGE IS inked male aQgUrES-
SIVeNeSS and tenderness IS equated Ith contemptible weakness In
OUTrT day the gun and the phallus equaliy symbolise the DOWET intiımı-
date, Invade and OmINAaTE:; men Decome shells USINGg OSe
who Adre weaker ıll the emptiness. In Rediscovering 'astiora
Care WTO Of the integrity OT Jesus that Of steadfastiness and In-
elr wholeness yı thıs nat ( have described AdS the Tounda-
tional aspect all sexualıty, safe intimacy, Z e  Z e SsSee demands for ıdelity
(O, and espect IOr, the STIroNGg ASs anYy COMING from tihe dI-
tional emphasıs and IT marrıage indeed onNn-
ger IOr, ihey Adre ıth the spirıt and noTl merely the exierna form
OT the relationship.

D) The TaCtica Task

MY description of Practical OOY DaCK In 1972 required de-
velop Al Droposals for actıon (n the cChurch ÖT [NOTEe widely In
clety) and nen subject se further theological critique SO hat
Droposals SMETGE Iirom his aC OUT understanding a-
Y Can esCcCrmıbe hem ul Driefly, eaving T QOUT further dISCUS-
SION SC6 the applications andNOT hat -  - SUuggesiT.
irst, the church Must WIiHNG ear the questions DEOPIE d/e
aSking. tiimes feel overwhelme: DY the CcE arrogance and Nypo-
CTISY the DronouNceEeMenIs Of the CNurcnes In thıs rea Are
always Of COUTSE A Tew honourable exceptions. What nas struck
Ith Dartıcular OrCe, have een Writing his has een tihe
rontery Of male {  l  l (1 on Mean Just SUCCEeSSsSION OT
Opes) WNO KNOW hat ell eır "tmell Sexual ful-
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ılmen I7 discovered thıs In mysellf, have sought des-
criıbe sSeXuallty though t WerlTe single experience, nstead of SOMMe-
n rich and complex, much IC IS hıdaen from DY geN-
der Our hypocrISYy IS equaliy STroNg. Ihe J  ILYy Of here WwWill have

OT grandchildren whose experlience of fulfillıng sexual partner-
S IS wholly unlıke the officıal church AaCcCOounNT OT moral behavıour
Many will KNOW irom OUT OWT riends ÖT famlıly tine and I0-
VIngness of homosexual partnerships. TIhe questions tihe church MOST
easıly Istens and SeeKs satısty dre 0OSe COMING irom Its MMeNl-
Ders WNO DaNıc al changes In SOCIal and demand SIroNg
answers OT the tradıtional kind wonder most Dneople don?
bother ask questions Of u  y and ake eır standards irom the
Culture around hem lIronically that Culture IS much IMOTEe destructiv:
elr SeXual fulfılment han anythıng ven tihe exireme Duritanısm OT
the churcn has had er Dut have become 0ODSE@eSSE: Ith
arguments Ourselves hat on" hear the questions In the
soclety around
ECONG, the church MUuSst Dut ts OWT) 0OUSe n order hefore offering
advıce outsiıde the church Here ( —— have especlally In ınd the
growIng evidence abDuse the relationships, and the "dark
secreits” chıil aDuse and om violence wıthın church amıles
Ihıs problem must confronted head Ö  r In theological education

and oremos IS all 100 ODVIOUS that OUT selection, rainıng and
Ssupervision WNO Will hold Dastora! office has faıled
Cognize NOW easıly the boundarıiıes Can Crossed DY ven the MOST
experienced Of Dastors Was depressing read reC  y of - e-
ment irom ome Dlamıng, al eas In Darl, socletal 1or tihe
S@XUual abuse In AatnNollIc nstitutions, OUu ihe church had Tes-

DonNsIbIilıty Dercelve the dangers and DTEDAaTE IS workers IOr them
Dealıng ıth hıs ISSUEe A adıcal I100K al NOW Das trainını IS
one al present. ndeed T raises [NOTe asıc questions whether
the whole emphasıs In traının IS Still 100 ntellectualıist 10r tihe rea|l
ISSUEeS IC moOost Dasiors will face

Ird, MuSst Shift the emphasıs n OUur DUuDIC Statements OUu
xualıty from ISSUES of private behavıour ISSUEeS of SOCIal ustice
Can take Ilustration Of HIS irom the New Zealand church In
SUCCESSIVE General Assemblies the Pres  erlan Church O0fearoa
New Zealand has cCaught the headlınes ıtn debates aDOout whether
gaYy Clergy should Oordaıne In Same evidencCce has
een MOU Of Iincreasıng "SCX ourısm“ irom New Zealand
aan and Of SUcCN increase of families In needing e In-

vestigated for chıil abuse hat the SOCIal SEervIces an CODE
matiers have OT COUTSe een discussed DY the Publıc Questions
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ommittee, Dut have een Dald minımal attention eıther DYy In-
sSIıde ÖT Ooutsıde the church We muUsStT earn Iy the |  I9  S OT IıDe-
rationY Aıs ole rea OT sexualıty, MOVINO alongside tne
vulnerable, offering VOICEe the volceless and hearıng the OT the
oppressed. HOw long will t that ONIy A 1  NY n the church In
that Aare the| sSexual ISSUES, whıil the ]  Y remaın
Ixated the bedroom Dehavıours consenting adults”? —— waliıt for the
day Dut nOolT Ith nope wnhen al eas OTIE churcn Will SaYy DUD-
IcIy hat such matiers Adre NOTMNEe Of OUTr DUSINESS, Dut hat sSexual e S
Dlojitation In CVETY CONteXT, InCludIng marrıage, IS deep offence
Christ
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diferences In experiences Of sexuality IC mMuUST ul anYy attempt

tiheologise aDOUuU t


