Homosexuality

Excerpt from Ain’t Nobods s Business It You Do,

The Absurdity of Consensual ¢

by Peter McWi

mes i a bree Sociehy

iams. Los Angeles: Prelude Press, 1993

N ALL ME DIMWITTED. thickheaded, or

o just plain msensitive, but the consen

g .0._:&“ Stephen’s favorite theories sual crimes that seem the silliest to me are

,._..sﬁ.:rh:n%&z.ﬂnxamav\ men the ones directed apainst homosexuality.

' Lwere survivors of an alien Why should anyone care about whom other

spaceship, and that someday people love, feel attection for, date, hive

A_ ...\mﬁ!.:m would find us and with, marry, or have sex with? 1 just don't
w get us the hell out of here. et

‘__ Obiruary in the U also don't understand the astoneshing

M BAY AREA REPORTER prejudice against gav people * The New York

’ Times reported findings of the Governor's

L Task Force on Bias-Related Violence:
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The sexual pervert (and by this term Dianetics, to be brief, includes any

and all forms of deviation . . . such as homosexuality, lesbianism . . .) is ac-

. tually quite ill physically. . . . He is also so far from normal and so ex-

" tremely dangerous to society that the tolerance of perversion is as thor-
oughly bad for society as punishment for it.

To make a pervert is, rather, something on the order of kicking a baby’s
head in, running over him with a steamroller, cutting him in half with a
rusty knife, boiling him in Lysol, and all the while with crazy people
screaming the most horrifying and unprintable things at him.

As Dr. Edward W. Bauman, United Methodist pastor who for more than i
twenty years conducted a Bible class on television in the Washington, D.C., area, .

observed,

The thing that impressed me most, however, and moved me deeply was
the discovery of the incredible amount of suffering experienced by homo-
sexuals. For centuries the church refused to serve them Holy Commun-
ion. They were often stripped, castrated, marched through the streets, and
executed. In Hitler's Germany they were exterminated by the thousands
in the furnaces and gas chambers.

In our own country, gay persons are disowned by their families, ridiculed
and rejected by society, made the object of cruel jokes, and forced to laugh
at the jokes lest their “secret” be revealed.

They are barred from jobs and housing, often living in loneliness, seeking .

companionship in sordid places and in devious (and dangerous) ways.
They have become the “lepers” of our society. How many young people
are there who lie awake at night, terrified by these “feelings,” with no one
to talk to?
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What causes such deep and unreasonable hatred? I've explored the question 5 .
some detail, and the answers I discovered were surprising. Before giving the

sons, allow me to give a little background.

as far apart as possible on any mvnng.m 5 Prior to the late 1800s, the concept of
When Pat Buchanan you'd care to name. The fact that one is 8 roBOmGE»:Q did not exist. The idea that
thundered, and I quote, “Westand | dead and the other is not is just the begin=’ " one would exclusively feel romantically and
with George Bush against the ning of their differences. Falwell &mgnm 3 E:w drawn to a member of the same Athenians attributed the
amoral idea that gay and lesbian Hubbard’s creation, the Church of m&n:ﬁ,@ o 5 omuéum not considered. Yes, there was cer- QBVEH.«:" of their democracy
couples should have the same ogy, as just another “satanic cult.” On the' q» ..SEH% homosexual activity, but this had al- to a pair of gay lovers
standing in law as married :5.. subject of homosexuality, however, Falwell . ;,,A.Y.wwm%m existed. The Hebrews, for example, P 8 ’
and women,” I wondered: Who is and Hubbard seem to find some noBBow.um... @ did not have a word for homosexuality. suwﬁwwgﬁwmr )
Pat Buchanan to pronounce ground. We've already established how B B When they wanted to describe the forbid- and Homosexuality ’
anybody's love invalid? Falwell feels about “perverts.” Here are . den activity, they had to say, “Do not lie
BARBRA STREISAND some excerpts from L. Ron Hubbard’s = i&» man as one lies with a woman; that
Dianctics, the “15 million copy bestseller”: - 5 detestable” (Leviticus 18:22). Similarly, the

v

: :nnmnrm had no word for homosexual. Paul had to explain: “Even their women
. exchanged natural relations for unnatural ones. In the same way the men also
- ‘sbandoned natural relations with women and were inflamed with lust for one
k. wvognnz (Romans 1:26-27). There was no word, then, for a man who only went
“to v,nu only with men or a woman who went to bed only with women.
%+ To even ask the question never arose. It would be as unusual as asking today,
i ‘Arc you a hot dog eater or a hamburger eater?” The idea that one preference
would exclude the other made no sense. Even if one has not had a hot dog in
, twenty years, one would never think of defining oneself as a hamburgerist or, if a
f person had never had a hamburger in his or her life but adored hot dogs, we
i would not label such behavior as that of “a hotdogger.”
. Insocieties of ancient Greece and Rome, sexual activity with either sex was
 perfectly acceptable. To exclusively go to bed with one sex or the other, in fact, was
. considered a bit odd—something like eating nothing but raw vegetables might be
considered today. In the ancient world, the distinction was: “Were you the domi-
_nant or the passive partner in the sex act?” In relationships between men, the
. dominant partner was praised, and the passive partner was condemned. Why?
. Because to play the passive partner meant a man voluntarily played the part of a
L woman. ‘
. We're back again to the anti-woman prejudice. Why would a man want to
. play the part of a woman? To do so was considered unnatural, self-deprecating,
. and perverse. If slaves or captives did it, well, that was acceptable: they had to. But
. for a man who had a choice to take the passive role in sex was considered person-
L Cally degrading.
£° " And therein lies the seed of the prejudice. It wasn't that homosexual activity
a3 wrong; it was playing the woman’s role in homosexual activity that was consid-
red perverted.
® . Alexander the Great—whose masculinity was never in doubt—had as a pri-
#mary sexual partner a castrated Persian boy. Alexander also had a wife. No one
Bw.r m m:omnoanm the arrangement. Alexander played the dominant role in both rela-
e g tionships. He was a man. Both Alexander’s wife and the Persian hov were treated
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more you condemn it. Shakespeare realized
this, and assumed his audience understood
the concept so well that he made it a joke:
“The lady doth protest too much, me-

with the respect due the ruler’s fayorites,
but with little admiration. 3

In the pagan temples, the male, and fe-
male sacred prostitutes were nearly. inter-

Among the ancient Chinese the most
popular literary expression for gay love was

.

"the love of the cut sleeve,” refering to the changeable. One would be more likely to thinks.”* That line has been met by the to ﬁwh:ﬁﬁﬁ:nm.
selfles o the last emy request a certain type than moaﬂ.n,,n.w One laughter of recognition for almost four hun- d asa 3.:.«.698 B
o the Hon dymasty ALT), who would have a preference for, say, blonds, m.oa, , dred years. and cruel Moa
cut of b sleeve when called for either men or women. For a male to By soundly condemning homosexuality 7 foo
q”._ahaa. zraiﬁﬁ ....us_“.“—“.:i: serve as a temple prostitute was acceptable ¥ outwardly, one avoids facing even the possi- SIGMUND FREUD
ng : ,

- because, after all, he was in service to a god.
JOHN BOSWELL As we have seen, any number of- prohi for or be capable of responding sexually to a
bitions in both the Old and New Testa- @ member of one’s own sex.

ments were abandoned a long time ago. And yet, the one against homosexuality - £ % Those are the two fundamental reasons I've found fo

bility that one might—just maybe—feel love

r the longevity, depth,

remained because the bias against women remained. That's the first reason ho-’ and breadth of the anti-gay prejudice in this country. To keep that prejudice in
mosexuality has continued to be viewed in a negative light long after the vwmnanm_ B b, place, however, requires more than just a handful of false assumptions, taboos,
'reason (it doesn’t propagate the species) no longer applied. < gross exaggerations, and outright lies. Let’s call them myths.
The second reason homosexuality is so feared and despised is that homosexual- s £ 6 6
ity is too close to home. It’s fairly easy for, say, white people to become tolerant of
black people because white people are not black. White people seldom think, “I Hating gays seems to be the only fashionable prejudice left. Maybe that’s why
think I'll have black skin for the next two hours.” White people and black people j . it's dying so hard—some people just can’t stand to be without at least one unjusti-
are so fundamentally different—in terms of skin color—that white people almost 2B fiable hatred. Some stores sell t-shirts with sayings such as “Homophobic and
never say, “I wonder if I'm really black?” « Proud of It” and “Club Faggots, Not Seals.” What other minority is subjected to
This security is not felt with homosexuality. On a purely sexual level, the M o.ch unchallenged, violent hatred? As with most prejudices, the hatred of gays is
human animal responds to lubricated friction. It doesn’t much matter whether £ based on a series of misconceptions. Our culture seems to have more myths
this lubricated friction is being applied by a man, a woman, a machine, or a SR about gays than most. Let’s see if we can shine a little light on a few of them.

well-trained dog; human sexual response on the biological level is automatic. (Yes, Myth #1: Homosexuality is unnatural. In order to see what is natural, we
we are sexually turned on more when our psychological preferences in partnersare 3l must look to nature. In nature, every mammal has been observed in the wild
met, but here, I'm referring only to the biological responses.) taking part in same-sex activities, affection, and bonding. In some animals, homo-

It is also true that human beings can feel affection—even love—for members sexuality increases during times of overpopulation—sort of nature’s birth control.

of their own sex. Affection is not a tidy emotion. It tends to dip—all by itself— i 1 In nature, by the way, what is decidedly not natural is monogamy—especially
into mental, emotional, physical, sensual, and even sexual levels of awareness and for life. The only mammals who even sometimes mate for life are foxes, wolves,
expression. - k- gibbons, beavers, dik-diks, coyotes, the elephant shrew and, perhaps, geese. (Pairs

When one first realizes that he or she is actually capable of some kind of G of female geese and gulls, however, have been observed in bonded partnerships.
sexual and/or emotional response with a member of the same sex, panic ensues. * They sit on the eggs, raise the young, and go about life’s activities as a couple.

Before children are even aware of their sexuality, they know that homosexuality is y g.  Ganders are required only once per mating season, and any gander seems to do.)

bad. Very bad. Among boys eight years or older, one of the most ma,_mv.wmwaﬁ M Some animals mate for a season; most animals mate and move on,**
names they can call each other is, “faggot!” Later, when they Gnnoan..,u@wwn of .3
their sexuality and find—even for a moment—that it flashes in the dire¢tion of £ 3
the same sex, there’s trouble in River City. : s -3 3 mE.n_n to mammals for this example because the lower forms of life—while natural—are posi-

At this point, one has the choice to (a) confront one of the greatest and most . tively inhuman. You could say, for example, that the praying mantis “mates for life,” only because,

) . - ) E: while the male shudders in orgasm, the female bites his head off. Then she eats him. The male pray-
pervasive taboos in our culture or (b) deny wrn :.52. nn»n.DOb <ﬂ-nw§nﬁ¢% by 3 [ ing mantis is an animal that comes and goes at the same time. Maybe that's why he's always pray-
supporting the taboo enthusiastically. Almost invariably, (b) is the choice. It San . ing Sexually faithful until death? Undeniably. We all know how the black widow spider becomes a

old psychological truism: the more you want to taste of the forbidden fruit, the ‘Sl widow and why there is no such thing as a black widower (some animale

. *Hamlet, Act ILl, Scene 2, Line 242.
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From a purely human point of &ﬁé.
homosexual behavior has been recorded in

Homosexual activity occurs under every culture that kept detailed enoyghi re-

some circumstances in probably
all known human cultures
and all mammalian species

documented homosexual behavior in every
country on earth—including in tribes that

countries must certainly be considere
natural for humans. .

Myth #2: People are either homosexual or heterosexual. Not true. People do - 3
tend to specialize—partially because people are conditioned to think they should }§

specialize. Sexual behavior is a continuum with exclusive heterosexuality on one

end and exclusive homosexuality on the other. People, however, can be found at

any point along that spectrum. A corollary to Myth #2 is:

Myth #3: Homosexuality is contagious. The myth goes something like this: If

you try a homosexual experience and find it even marginally enjoyable, a seed
(more like a virus) has been planted, and, eventually, you will wind up a full-

fledged, card-carrying, flag-waving homosexual. This is simply not the case. You |

EPa

can't “catch” homosexuality any more than you can “catch” heterosexuality (al- §
though the latter myth is supported by the concept that “the love of a good
woman” will “cure” a gay man). In either case, even a successful liaison with the

gender one is not naturally drawn to will have little, if any, lasting effect.
I'm amazed at the power those who propound the you-can-catch-homosexual-

ity theory give to homosexuality. How could it be so powerful that, with only a §
small dose, it would suddenly take over an otherwise robust heterosexual? This
myth probably springs from observing some individuals who had severely sup- -
pressed their homosexuality, but once they got one foot out the closet door, there }
was no stopping them. (“I am not just out of the closet,” the greeting card reads, |
‘I am sitting in the living room with my feet propped up watching television.”) §
We pretty much are what we are, and neither homosexuality nor heterosexuality §
can be “caught.” The next myth seems to contradict this myth but, like different §
aspects of a used-car salesman’s pitch, they don't have to support each other for

a2

sex). Here's how Phyllis Lindstrom explained the birds and the bees—well, at least the _unn#.lo:

Ll

“The Mary Tyler Moore Show”: "Did you know the male bee is nothing but the slave of the quegn?
And once the male bee has, how should | say, serviced the queen, the male dies. All in all, not a'bad
system.” Barthworms have male sexual organs on one end and female sexual organs on the other. §
They cannot, however, fertilize themselves. To mate, earthworms lie next to each other—how can J
I say this without becoming numerical>~head-to-toe and simultaneously and mutually play .om& ]
male and female. Amoebas seem to have the best idea—the simplest, anyway: when they've had 3
enough of themselves, they just divide. When one discusses what's natural, then, one has quite a

range of behaviors to choose from. ’

cords. Sociologists and anthropologists’ have

have had no contact with any outside hu- °

or which it has been studied. ;

4 man beings until the arrival of the anthro- |
WARREN J. GADPAILLE, M.D. . : 1
Comprehensive Textbook of atry pologists. Any behavior observed among all

races, all peoples, all cultures, and in all 4

people to believe them. “The American
. public,” said Pat Robertson, “has a very

;short memory.” And this is a man who
,.k )
knows.

My lesbianism i

. Myth #a4: Homosexuality is a choice. It ,%Q«&”“H nﬂnﬂnna

: _has been established for some time that X
o ; oo . All those women out there
;one’s sexual orientation is part of the basic are praying for a man
- personality and formed before the age of and I'm %azmmrnia. .a.sa.
two. The most recent studies, however, 7

RITA MAE BROWN

~-both behavioral and biological, indicate
‘one’s sexual orientation is genetic, some-
. thing one is born with. Whether it happens
.. before birth or it happens by age two, the determination of sexual preference can

hardly be considered a choice. One can, of course, choose not to follow one’s

. preference, but this is not the sort of choice the proponents of this myth mean.

_They mean that gay people choose to be gay in the same way that they might sit

. down and choose which program to watch on television, which team to bet on in

j the Super Bowl, or whether or not they want pepperoni on their pizza.

The idea behind this myth is: a perfectly normal, well-adjusted heterosexual is
sitting around one day and just decides to 80 gay, as one might decide to move to
Antarctica or try to flush hockey pucks down the toilet. It is truly aberrant behav-
ior, but it is his or her choice. Implied in this choice, of course, is a certain hostility
© 1o God, parents, sodiety, and the American way. It’s as though being gay is an act
of rebellion: by a rebel with lots of flaws, |

Gays don’t choose to be gay; they discover they're gay. Like heterosexuals, they
1 find themselves increasingly attracted (romantically as well as sexually) to one
¢ gender or the other. The bisexuals find themselves attracted to both. (Even
: though, as Woody Allen says, “Bisexuality immediately doubles your chances for
a date on Saturday night,” discovering one’s bisexuality must be more confusing
than discovering one is primarily gay or straight.)

Like being left- or right-handed, there is little “choice” to one’s sexual prefer- -
;. ence. Allow me to give you an example. Clasp your hands together by interlock-
&' Ing your fingers. Is your right thumb on top or your left? Now switch your clasp,
so that the other thumb is on top. Feel unnatural? Well, for half the population, this

At what age? Who offered you the choice? The answer to these questions is also
the answer to the question, “When did gays choose to be gay?”

To discover one is (or might be) gay can—considering the many cultural preju-
&.nnml.vn traumatic, and one can be in denial for quite some time. With society
screaming, “Stay in the closet!” and nature pleading, “Get out! Get out!” one does
have the choice of which voice one listens to. In this way—and in this way
nly—is homosexuality a choice.
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Myth #5: Homosexuals recruit others. ;
This is a myth that grew out of the evan-
gelical camp where proselytizing, testifying, -

most projections, the image is distorted—
and very wrong.

sexuals into becoming homosexual. A gay person may, individually, want to have
sex with a heterosexual of the same sex whom he or she finds attractive; the gay
person may even make a pass. This gay person is making a personal statemient of
desire and not fulfilling a recruitment quota. (“If you recruit ten heterosexuals
this month, you get this beautiful 26-piece set of Tupperware!”) Additionally, gays
who are out of the closet may offer support and encouragement to gays who are
miserably in the closet, but that’s about as far as it goes. Besides, the whole idea
of recruitment rests on the concept that homosexuality is a choice, and every
homosexual knows that just ain’t so.

Myth #6: You can spot a gay a mile away. In 1985, when Rock Hudson publicly 3
admitted his homosexuality, I was visiting two gay friends in Maine. Both men
were in their eighties and had been lovers in 1925. In this rather remote region of
Maine (is there any other kind of region in Maine?) the people did not have what
you would exactly call a cosmopolitan view of life. They had somehow heard §

about Rock Hudson (an issue of People must have washed ashore in a bottle).

They were shocked, stunned, numb. Not since the news of Kennedy’s assassina- 3
tion (which they found out about in 1971) had the people of this town been so in 3

shock. “"Rock Hudson?” “No.” “He couldn’t be.” “He doesn’t look . . .” “Rock
Hudson was such a man.” My two friends and I were visiting the general store |
(yes, it was called the general store) and that’s all anyone could talk about. I

wondered what this group of shoppers would say if I told them that the dear, &
sweet, elderly men they were expressing their astonishment to had been lovers in
Paris sixty years before, and that they regularly had dinner with Gertrude ‘Stein
and Alice B. Toklas—two lesbians. But I figured, no, one Rock crumbling tha
week was enough. Besides, they'd probably think a lesbian was manonm..deE

Lesbania.

Some gay men are effeminate; most are not. Some straight men are efferni-

nate; most are not. Some lesbians are masculine; most are not. Some heterosesual

women are masculine; most are not. According to the organization that considers

itself an expert on homosexuality, the Pentagon, “feminized males make up only n
- small proportion of homosexuals, perhaps 10 percent. Thus 90 percent .. ."display §

As a mother, missionizing, and converting are basic ‘ten-
Tknow that homosexuals ets of the faith. Evangelicals somehow feel
cannot biologically reproduce that gays have the same zeal to spread a gay-
children; therefore, they must spell that they have to spread a God-spell.
recruit our children. I’s a simple matter of the evangelicals pro-
ANTTA BRYANT jecting their tactics on the gays. As with

Gays have no desire to “recruit” hetero- "

¢ macho terms.) Regarding effeminacy in

with pool cues. Casanova was—like many

- men strived for. It indicated refinement, dis-

no overt behavioral stigmata,” (O000. “Be-
havioral stigmata.” The Pentagon uses such

men, remember the most notorious ladjes’
man in history, Casanova, could probably
not walk into a pool hall today and order a
creme de menthe without being beaten silly

Can it matter where or
in whom you put it?

ANTONY
men of his era—foppish. It was something

cernment, taste. All those King Louises of
France wore wigs that even Dolly Parton ,

would find too elaborate. And let’s not forget our own founding fathers: satin

pants, powdered wigs, make-up and all.
Linking effeminacy with homosexuality s primarily an American assumption.
In the 1880s, Oscar Wilde toured America and lectured widely on aesthetics. He

a mwmou.ann.. and, in 1897, when Havelock Ellis used the word homosexuality in his
Studies in the Psychology of Sex, Americans linked the two: “So, there are homo-

mnucmm. Oscar Wilde is a homosexual, so that's what they’re like.” Ironically, had

§  view of how to “spot” homosexuals. It would be just as inaccurate, but different.

Myth #7: There aren’t enough gays to really worry about. The percentage of

. primarily homosexual people in this country is estimated at from one to ten
' percent. One percent seems low—if it were one percent, that would mean more
P than half the nation’s gay population traveled to the capital for the 1993 March on
Washington. This is unlikely.* But the number of 8ays is unimportant. As n_,ro Los
B Angeles Times editorialized on April 25, 1993,

What does all this mean in regard to current debates about the place of
homosexuals in American society? It means exactly nothing.

Whether homosexuals are 1% of the population or 10% or some figure in
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between, they are beyond any argument "
or cavil 100% entitled to the same pro- **"
tection under the law and the enjoyment ¥ .

In my very rare homosexual of the same rights that everyone else 5...;
moments I often glance through guaranteed. That specifically includes o
the pages of Yogue, the right to be free from discrimination
where the other day and intimidation in employment, hous- "
ing and schooling. It means the right to- ",
T saw a picture of you. be protected from hate-inspired physical® '
ALFRED HITCHCOCK assaults. It means the right to privacy as. .
in aletter to Joan Crawford that right applies to everyone else. ‘

Gays have been—and continue to -be—
hidden from view in the media, except in

the form of (a) psychotic killers, or (b) effeminate jokes. The first time the word .

homosexual was uttered in a film was 1961. When plays and novels featuring mmw
characters were made into movies, those characters turned into heterosexuals
who were simply “too sensitive.” Film biographies completely expunged. any
mention of a gay hero’s true sexual preference. For example, when the story of
Lorenz Hart’s life was filmed as Words and Music, the movie had him overcoming
people’s prejudice against him for “being too short.” The oddest example was
probably Night and Day, in which Cary Grant, a bisexual, played Cole Porter, a

homosexual, as a heterosexual. Even today, “sophisticated” films avoid homosexu- M

ality. Peter Biskind reported in Premiere that in the novel, Fried Green Tomatoes at

the Whistle Stop Café, “the two main characters engage in a robust lesbian relation-

ship. Where was the lesbianism when the novel was adapted for the screen?”

Myth #8: God is opposed to homosexuality Oh dear, haven’t we done enough
Bible study for one book? We have covered most of the condemnations of homo-
sexual acts in the Bible and, as I trust was clear, the context in which those

condemnations were given include activities that most people now do every day.
To select homosexual behavior out of those and pretend that God still hates that,
but has come to accept and, in some cases, even encourage the rest of them is
indefensible. As John Boswell points out in his book, Christianity, Social Tolerance,
and Homosexuality,

The very same Christian Scriptures which are thought to condemn homo- . i
sexual acts condemn hypocrisy in the most strident terms, and on greater
authority: And yet Western society did not create any social taboos against -+
hypocrisy, did not claim that hypocrites were “unnatural,” did not segre: {*"
gate them into an oppressed minority, did not enact laws punishing theip. "
sin with castration or death. No Christian state, in fact, has passed laws” -
against hypocrisy per se, despite its continual and explicit condemnation by .
Jesus and the church. -

LY

There is one Bible story, however, we have not told: Sodom and OoBS.B_.r
The “sin of Sodom” was apparently so bad that they named a consensual crim

Sl
138

$" tween humans and animals.

» In August 1982, a Mr. Hardwick was in his bedroom engaging in an act o

‘S sodomy with another consenting adult male. Sodomy is defined in Georgia (th

¢ state where this took place) as when one “performs or submits to any sexual ac

involving the sex organs of one person and the mouth or anus of another.” In thi:

j  case, it was Mr. Hardwick’s mouth and the other man’s sex organ. A police office;

came in and, without a warrant, arrested them both. Mr. Hardwick took the case

¥ as far as the Supreme Court. What did the Supreme Court have to say? “The

i Constitution does not confer a fundamental right upon homosexuals to engage ir
sodomy.” Mr. Hardwick is currently in prison—for life.

_..chw.un wants to play the Supremes to the Supremes: “Stop! In the Name of
But what is the sin of sodomy? (And what ever happened to Gomorrahy?)

Now the men of Sodom were wicked and were sinning greatly against the -
Lord. (Genesis 13:13)

after it.

Sodomy has become synonymous with

3 homosexual anal sex, perversion, and de-

M generacy too despicable to mention. Sod- ,;

omy, in fact, is a grab-bag legal term that We need H—g e Frotet ceryone.
encompasses anything the legislative moral a:s“: nmw s:.M:.Q..
Jfathers of a given state find personally dis- dles o oot i

S gusting. It can include anal sex between e :“_\.Rg:vnlnng:
4 men or between men and women (includ- o S persuasion.
ing married couples); oral sex between BELLA ABZUG
men, between women, men and women
ﬁ ' (including married couples); and sex be-

We gather they must have been doing

something not very nice. But what was
- it? Five chapters later we find:

E Then the Lord said, “The outcry against Sodom and Gomorrah is so great
and their sin so grievous that I will g0 down and see if what they have

done is as bad as the outcry that has reached me. If not, 1 will know.”
(Genesis 18:20-21)

wm mnnir&aﬁrn&:msﬂmm:r»ﬁnondnnn no_m._nnrnnes chapter, we finally
S gt to the meat of the story: !

The two angels arrived at Sodom in the evening, and Lot was sitting in the
gateway of the city. When he saw them, he got up to meet them and
bowed down with his face to the ground. "My lords,” he said, “please turn
aside to your servant’s house. You can wash your feet and spend the night
and then go on your way carly in the morning,”

...Zo... they answered, “we will spend the night in the square.” But he in-
3 sisted so strongly that they did go with him and entered his house. He pre-







