Dear Aunt Coretta

Please take the time to read this letter, which I will begin with
a prayer from Uncle Martin’s book THE MEASURE OF A MAN,

“O God, our gracious heavenly Father, we thank thee for
the inspiration of Jesus the Christ, who came to this
world to show us the way. And grant that we will see in
that life the fact that we are made for that which is high
and noble and good. Help us to live in line with that
high calling, that great destiny. In the name of Jesus we
pray. Amen. Martin Luther King, Jr.

Although I did not write this prayer, it is echoed in my heart.
1, like Uncle Martin, desire to follow the way of Jesus Christ.

In studying Uncle Martin’s books, and remembering his
sermons and his life style, I remember that he was a man who
delighted in the Lord, and who tried to follow the Bible.

Lately, people are coming up to me, after seeing you in the
news, and they ask how I feel about your support of open
homosexuality, and abortion. I have never discussed these things
with you, and know that I must do so now, since the future of so
many of the people Uncle Martin lived and died for depend on the
truth.

I can only conclude by Uncle Martin’s own words and by his
own life, that he believed in Jesus Christ, and had a great fear of God
and the Word of God. This being the case, it is amazing to me that
you publically proclaim that Martin Luther King, Jr. stood for the
rights of people to practice abortion and homosexuality. The Bible
that Uncle Martin preached and strove valiantly to live by, very
clearly states the error of these choices, of abortion and
homosexuality.

I pray that you will consider your position on these matters.
Support of such practices is very dangerous, and brings curses on
your house and your people. Deuteronomy 28 clearly shows what
kind of curses come when one does not hear the voice of God, and



cursing, vexation, rebuke in all that you put your hand to, SiCKness
will come to you and your house, your bloodline will be cut off. 1
know that this is all very unpleasant, but it must be considered.

How many of your children are married? How many
grandchildren do you have? How fast does money run through your
hands? How often does sickness visit your house? The curse is not
only limited to your own immediate house, but to the household of
King. It is a very high price to pay, selling the soul of your people
for money to support your dream of the King Center.

I do not mean to be unkind, because I have always loved you.
I admire and respect you for all that you have suffered and
accomplished. It is just that what you are supporting today, in the
form of homosexuality and abortion, is so alien to all that the name
of King has stood for over the years.

I have done some research on the two subjects, and what
follows are excerpts from the Bible, and two books, EROS DEFILED BY
John White, AND TOUGH QUESTIONS - BIBLICAL ANSWERS PART
TWO by Jack Cottrell, [ must clearly state that their positions on the
subjects of homosexuality and abortion mirror mine, and I can only
assume that Uncle Martin, a proponet of the Bible and a follower of
the Lord Jesus Christ would have felt the same way. All that he
wrote and lived for clearly indicates that Martin Luther King, Jr. was
a man who feared God and believed His Word. Like Uncle Martin, I
do not hate anyone. [ also fear no man. I love homosexuals and
those who chose abortions. [ judge no one. 1 have fought many of
the battles in my own heart, mind and soul that are described herein.
Therefore, I know first hand that God is a delivering God, and can
bring us out the pain and agony that these type of choices lead to. I
know that we as a people can never be free if we continue to kill our
seed with acts of abortion, homosexuality, sexual immorality, drugs,
greed, crime, violence, political corruption, and any wrong that brings
genocide to our continuing generations.

The following excerpts are presented in support of my plea to
you to reconsider your position as a spokesperson for homosexuality
and abortion.



man or woman who engages in homosexual acts.

I have chosen my definitions carefully. They put the emphasis where
it belongs—on behavior rather than on people, on acts more than on
the man or woman who do them, on lifestyles people adopt not on
the people who adopt them. '

Experts and non experts may disagree with me. To many people a
homosexual is « certain kind of person, a person innately different
from the rest of us. He or she may be described as "a queer," "a gay,”
"a fairy," “a queen,” "a homo," the implication usually being that the
homosexual lives a homosexual life "because of the way she is.” She
makes Iove to a girl for the reason a fish swims; she is acting
according to her true nature and doing the thing she was meant to do
(or else the thing she cannot help doing—depending on how you look
at it). This is all true. But I feel it is only half of the story, the other
half of which is neglected in most literature on the subject.

You will notice 1 say "she" even though the meaning of my sentence
would remain the same had I said "he." This is a concession on my
part to women's liberation. "He" is shorter, and from habit I may use
it more often where "she" would do equally well. We have no
singular pronoun in English which refers equally to a man or a
woman. But I am glad to begin by using” she” where "he" would also
fit for it reinforces another point in my definitions: Homosexuality is
a problem common to both sexes. Homo means "alike" or "equal to.”
it does not refer to maleness., Lesbianism is simply a word used to
describe female homosexuality.

But to get back to the distinction between acts and the people who
commit them: where should the emphasis lie? The question is a
crucial one. Christians say that a person sins because he or she is a
sinner. It is not that sinning makes the person a sinner, but that
having a sinner's nature makes him sin, The statement, a partial
truth, parallels the conventional idea of homosexuality. A male
homosexual indulges in homosexual intercourse, according to this
view, because he has a homosexual nature that causes him to behave
as he does.

Practicing homosexuals, behavioral scientists and bigoted haters of
homosexuality alike seem strangely united on this point: He does
what he does because he is what he is.

But the explanation is too simple. We might also say that Bill, who is
an alcoholic, drinks because he cannot help if. He is sick. Drink
controls him. Try as he might, he never can and never will quit—at
any rate, not until he comes to terms at gut level with his “sickness.”



moderate drinker. He has an inner problem such that he dare not
touch a drop. If hedoes, he has had it. He does what he does because
he is what he is. But let us look more closely. Was Bill always the
way he is now? Was there not a time when he could stop at one
drink or go for weeks with the same bottie of Scotch in his liquor
cabinet and not even think about it? Thirty years ago no one would
have dreamed that Bill would become a lush. It was only twenty
years ago that one or two of his friends were a little bothered. But as
Bill straightened up after drinking a little too heavily for a weekend
or so, even his closest friends were reassured. "Bill doesn’t have a
problem with liquor," they told themselves, But ten years ago the
picture had changed. And today nobody has any doubts,

At what point during the thirty years did Bill become an alcoholic?
What would have happened, say, had he joined a teetotaler
organization after three years of only occasional social drinking and
adopted lifelong abstinence. Could he have stopped then? Almost
certainly, yes. No one is born alcoholic. At what point then do we
cease to say that his drinking is turning him into an alcoholic, and
start to say his alcoholism is driving him to drink? In this respect,
though not to the same extent, alcoholism parallels homosexuality.
For instance a pure homosexual (someone who has always indulged
in homosexuality and never has had the slightest inclination to
anything but homosexual behavior) is only at one end of a broad
spectrum. If we assess people by their feelings, their preferences and
their behavior, we discover that most people, whether their bodies
are male bodies or female bodies, seem to have natures of varying
combinations of maleness and femaleness.

Some men are described as “"all man" and some women as “extremely
feminine" or perhaps “all woman." We imply, when we use such
expressions, that other men are in some sense men with a touch of
something other than maleness about them (such as preferring music
to football or sherry to scotch however masculine they may be in
other ways). Similarly, some women, in addition to their femaleness,
have one or two male traits about their likes or behavior. And the
closer we look, even at the people we know, the more we begin to
see what many careful studies confirm: that there is not the same
sharp distinction between maleness and femaleness in lifestyle that
there is in our bodies. Most of us would see the biblical Esau as being
more manly in his temperament than Jacob his twin. But their bodies
(in spite of Esau's hairiness) were equally male.Thus, our bodies are
(with rare exceptions) completely male or female. On the other hand



preferences. At what point then do we call someone homosexual?
Because a woman prefers women for her closest friends and likes
engineering, do we call her a homosexual? Because a man is not
athletic, not a ladies' man, gentle and quiet in his ways and fond of
sculpture, do we see him as on the way to being a homosexual?
Neither the man nor the woman I have described may ever have
experienced a wish for an erotic relationship with a member of the
same sex and yet both may be regarded as objects of mistrust by
some of us.

On the other hand a man may be a happily married father of five
children, an elder in the local church, a football enthusiast but at the
same time be a habitué of sleazy steam baths and a practicing
homosexual. Call him bisexual, if you must, but to do so may be to
play with words. His behavior is homosexual as well as heterosexual.
I do not say that our natures and feelings do not matter. My point is
that we are far too inclined to explain behavior on the basis of nature
rather than nurture and to be obsessed with what a person is rather
than what he does.

A testimony of the author of EROS DEFILED:

“When 1 was in junior high, a young, married
Christian youth worker invited me to stay for a
week in his home in the country. My parents
were delighted.

The first night T was there he and [ had
devotions in our pajamas on our knees beside the
double bed he and his wife normally occupied,
My own pajama pants, to my embarrassment,
had mysteriously disappeared. My friend's wife,
for a reason it never occurred to me to question,
was to sleep in a single room. After devotions the
Christian youth worker and I got into bed
together.

What followed made me feel embarrassed,
fearful to offend, helpless, angry and sexually
aroused, all at the same time. [ was too
embarrassed to go on resisting his attempts to
seduce. They began so gently as not to seem
sexual at all. Then as he proceeded, "Oh come
now, you're not scared are you? I always wanted



The shame of it lay in the fact that 1 tound a
sexual excitement in me which arose in spite of
all my attempts to extinguish it. T knew nothing
of what homosexuality was. I only knew that I
hated myself for the mixture of anger, guilt,
pleasure and shame I experienced, and T hated
myself for what was happening. I wished I were
miles away. No climax occurred (to me at any
rate). After he was asleep 1 lay awake wondering
what God was really like and what he felt about
me. Ought I to ask for forgiveness? Forgiveness
for what? Was not the youth leader a spiritual
man? The more I thought, the more unreal God
seemed.

My encounter with the youth leader went on
over a couple of years before 1 was able to break
it off. 1 did all I could to avoid future “holidays,"
but two more occurred. He seemed to have a
deep and genuine affection for me. He would
reproach me, at times bitterly, when 1 failed to
answer his weekly letters.

There was something unhealthy about his
affection which went deeper than sex. He
depended on me for his happiness. His was a
need love, not just a giving love. He needed my
affection, And so on my young shoulders was
placed the burden of keeping a Christian youth
leader happy. For me it was a sort of emotional
blackmail in which I was hopelessly trapped.
Why, you may ask, did I never tell my parents?
Tell them what? I knew it would be wrong for
me to engage in such acts with kids my own age,
but this man was a Christian leader. In those
days I had no language to describe even the
physical thing which he kept trying to do, and I
was sickened with shame. As for his emotional
clinging to me, 1 did not even understand it. 1
bore with silent resentment my parents' gentle
rebukes about my unanswered mail and sat
down to force myself to write letters I hated.



of grades seven to twelve) I noticed that pictures
of nude women, and particularly of women's
breasts, would excite me. Following my encounter
with the youth leader statues and pictures of
nude males, especially of male genitals, began to
have the same effect. We had no sex education in
those days and my only reactions were of
mingled delight and guilt. My prayer life grew
more confused and unsatisfactory.

It is sometimes said that homosexuality is
"caused by" the kind of experience I went
through. Perhaps so: But that is not why I
described it. My current sexual life is about as
normal as it could be. Gradually over the course
of many years the sexual interest in male bodies
(which I did not give way to but which for a long
time I was bitterly humiliated about) has left me,
evaporating like an unhealthy cloud, so that at
times were it not for memory I would be puzzled
as to how it could ever have been. Over the
course of those same years my erotic interest in
the female body has grown and sweetened, so
that T am moved not only erotically but with a
strange feeling of reverence and joy by the sight
of a woman's body. (In saying this, 1 am fully
aware that these reactions in no way justify
looking with lustful eyes at any woman [ get a
chance to.)”

We must beware of oversimplified notions of
what homosexuals are and how and why they
behave as they do. Since we shall consider the
morality of homosexuality as well as the
psychology, sociology and physiology of it, we
must see two things from the outset. First, it is
unjust to classify people on the basis of their
feelings, tastes and impulses as "having
homosexual tendencies,” "being latent
homosexuals,” or "having a touch of something
homosexual about them.”



neither the wish nor even the impulse to engage in such acis, and we
have no right to besmirch them, On the other hand we must grasp
that homosexual behavior is not in any sense inevitable in someone
who engages in it. It may be understandable. But no homosexual
(certainly no Christian homosexual) has the right to say, “T am not
responsible for what I do because my homosexual nature makes me
do it."

We must also see from a more scientific viewpoint that the
relationship between what I do and what I am is a fluctuating, two-
way relationship. Once I experience physical pleasure with a member
of my own sex, I am more likely to want to experience it again. The
more frequently I experience it, the more fixed will the pattern
become. What I do determines what 1 am just as much as what I am
determines what I do.

For that very reason the experience of heterosexual pleasure can set
a chain reaction going in the opposite direction. Many people plagued
by homosexual impulses, and even those who have engaged in
homosexual acts, have discovered slowly growing changes in
themselves as they experience heterosexual pleasures. But we may
need to look at these ideas more carefully later on. It is time,
perhaps, to look at the wide variety of homosexual people and at the
theories that attempt to "explain" them.

Few people nowadays are fooled by the old notion that there are
"typical” homosexuals (the effeminate man or the aggressive,
masculine woman). Even the notion that there are homosexual pairs
(the aggressive, masculine woman who pairs up with the clinging,
dependent woman; and the supermale homosexual who pairs up with
the effeminate man) breaks down when we examine it. The
stereotypes exist, Some masculine women are homosexual. But so are
a variety of women with widely differing characters.

As for pairing, it varies endlessly. The spectrum ranges from casual
one night alliances in which the partners know nothing but each
other's first name and preferred techniques to lifelong alliances some
of them "sanctified" by a form of marriage. The only generalizations
that can be made arc that women tend to form longer-lasting
alliances than men and that lifelong fidelity seems to be much more
rare among homosexuals than among striates.

Lionel Ovesey, the psychoanalyst who invented the term
pseudohomosexual (one who fears he is a homosexual but isn't),
describes differing grades or degrees of homosexuality in men. The
range is from men who are exclusively heterosexual through those



to those who have never had anything but homosexunal relations and
are therefore "exclusively homosexual.” Somewhere in the middle are
men 1 have already referred to as bisexual. They are often married
and with children, leading a gay life on the side. Because secrecy has
to cloak their homosexual activities they are known in the gay world
as "closet queens.”

In prisons, in monasteries, in the armed forces and in scientific
expeditions involving only men, "situational homosexuality" occurs.
Such men usually revert to heterosexual behavior outside jail or
when the expedition ends. In jail the curious situation exists where
the domineering, physically tough leader asserts his strength and
masculinity by subjecting prisoners to forceful anal intercourse
(intercourse using the victim's rectum). Far from being looked down
on by other prisoners, he is feared and respected. He proves his
masculinity by subjugating not only women but even men,

We have already seen that in homosexual relationships, asin
heterosexual ones some people are passive, attracting sexual
seduction. As one man said to me: "I am a passive homosexual—anal
type. I like it that way. I always let the other guy do it." But we have
also seen that relatively few homosexuals can be so easily classified.
Many who are passive in one relationship may be aggressive in
another while thousands of homosexuals who frequent gay bars for a
one night pickup may be neither passive nor aggressive but simply
entering into a mutually satisfactory parmership for an evening's
pleasure.

Techniques

Why should I describe what T know about techniques homosexuals
use to arouse one another? If you are a homosexual, you will know
most of them already. If you are not, the information will do you no
good.

My only reason for touching briefly on the matter is to awaken in
those of us who have no sympathy with homosexuality, some
awareness of the desperation to which their tragedy has brought
them.

Most people, for instance, react with revulsion to the thought of a
penis being inserted into another man's mouth or worse inside his
rectum (one of the techniques used by male homosexuals). The
thought of two women each licking her lover's clitoris, or fondling
other parts of her body dismays the average married woman., Why
then is the homosexual not inhibited by the same revulsion?



hunger their feelings changed about what was tempting and mviung
and what was not. Though a homosexual's urge in one direction is
blocked, his sexual appetite remains. When appropriate
circumstances arise, it will affect him- powerfully. So we should not
be surprised when what might sicken another person may seem
exceedingly attractive to the homosexual.

Causes of Homosexuality

Already we are in a position to see that no one, simple cause can
account for homosexual behavior. But we must at least look at the
commoner theories that attempt to explain it

A domineering mother and a passive, ineffectual father are the
villains according fo some analytic theories. Certainly many
homosexual men describe controlling mothers and passive fathers.
Mother is the one in command, Like a galleon she may sweep
through the household in full sail, lesser vessels (husband and
children) trailing in her wake. She may be loud of voice, decisive,
determined, ambitious that her children do well in life. If there are
family arguments, she usually gets her way. She is resented. But she
is also needed for she gets things done. The rest of the family wish
they had more of a say, but no one is willing to protest enough to
challenge her supremacy.

On the other hand her control may be less blatant. She may rule with
subtlety but with equal tyranny. Fragile and gentle, she may govern
her household by a will of steel, by her moral ascendancy (how
skillfully she can put people in their place with a well-chosen
phrase!) or even by an appeal to her headaches.

But lest we too quickly assign her the role of villain, we must
observe that she is only one of several players, I f the supporting
cast failed to play their roles in the sick drama, she would be
reduced to helpless perplexity.

Her husband supports her by his abdication. He knows only two
ways of reacting to her: either by an occasional (but ineffective)
explosion of wrath or by retiring to the basement to watch the TV, to
read or to drink. Sometimes he spends more of his free time out of
the house than in,

The children may react in different ways as well. But the father-
mother model on which they base their reactions is an unhealthy
one. They have been denied a day-by-day demonstration of healthy
parental behavior. They have also been taught for many years to
play the family game in the wrong way and by the wrong rules. How
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Out of the many family interactions one may become specially
important, If mother selects one of her sons to be her special
confidant, she may lay the groundwork for his future vulnerability to
homosexual temptation. He, too, however, must play his pait. He
must fit into the perplexing pattern she expects of him.

Usually he becomes, not in a physical or sexual but in an emotional
sense, the husband she never had. The qualities her husband lacks
she subtly teaches her son to acquire. Without realizing what is
happening, he learns to dance to her music and to respond to her
moods.

For him it is a frustrating process. At times his skill in meeting her
emotional needs is rewarding and gratifying. But because he can
never give her what she is really (but unconsciously) looking for, he
finds himself tied to her in a relationship that frustrates them both.
He is her little man, but he can never be a real man with her. He
learns passivity where he should be learning aggression. His
childhood need to please and keep her happy never leaves him free
to be independent. His sexual urges must be driven underground. His
masculine assertiveness must be quick to defend her but laid aside
when it comes to opposing her. He is tied to his mother's apron string
and both of them are the losers for it.

Had he a strong father to support him and to model himself on,
things might be different. But, father, remember, is in the basement.
As he grows older, the chosen son sometimes discovers that he is less
competent with girls his own age than other boys are, He may feel at
home and find companionship with quieter, more introverted boys
but be drawn with mingled anxiety and yearning to strong, outgoing,
aggressive youths who awaken his admiration. The only women he
feels at home with are strong-minded women who are intrigued by
the appeal his mother has created in him.

Such a young man is not a homosexual. Nor is he what Freud termed
a latent homosexual (vicious and cruel term). If any term fits, it is
Lionel Ovesey's term pseudohomosexual (someone who may
superficially resemble a homosexual but is not one).

Nevertheless he is more vulnerable to homosexual temptation than
other young men might be. He has more learning to do in order to
establish a healthy sexual relationship with a woman, and he will
find it a tougher job to learn to be a good father.

His deepest problem will be one of loneliness, a loneliness which will
drive him in one of several directions, He may stay at home, an aging
bachelor, hoping ping for marriage but finding it strangely elusive,
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relations with older women,

But some of you will ask: Is not a homosexual person different
physically from other people? Is not it a matter of hormones and
genes and chromosomes?

Science has so far searched vainly to find a physical basis for
homosexuality. The testes of male homosexuals produce the same
range of hormones as those of normal men, The ovaries and other
hormone producing glands of homosexual women produce the same
proportions of sex hormones as those of normal women. Even more
curious, eunuchs (men whose testicles have been destroyed), who in
general tend to lose their male characteristics of aggression and
sexual interest in women, have been known to retain their potency
and to have sexual relations. Scientific evidence seems to suggest
that while our sex hormones may account (at least in part) for the
fact that we exhibit sexual behavior and that we experience sexual
urges, our sex hormones do not necessarily determine either the kind
of sexual behavior we indulge in or the sex of the person we choose
as a partner.

It is true that curious sexual anomalies exist in some people’s bodies.
For instance it is possible to have the body cells of a female (with
what is known as a female chromosome pattern) yet a body that
looks like the body of a man and vice versa. But these are
exceedingly rare conditions which have no bearing on our present
discussion or on the enormous problems of homosexuality.

The analytic theories that try to account for homosexuality by
emphasizing the dominant mother and the passive father are by no
means the only ones. In any case they tail to explain why many
domineering mothers rear heterosexual children or why apparently
normal parents rear children who adopt a homosexual way of life.
There is enough truth in the theories to make us weigh them very
carefully, but not enough truth for us to see the world only through
analytic spectacles.

Already (in the chapter on masturbation) we saw that habit (what
behavioral scientists might call reinforced learning) can shape
behavior. Let a young person once experience pleasure from sex play
with someone of his or her own sex, and the sex play will become
that much more appealing the next time. The vulnerability of the
mother-dominated young man [ described above lies precisely here,
Because his sexual urges are (at least temporarily) blocked in one
direction, they will more easily find an outlet in the other. And
because it is easier for him to form deep intimate relationships with
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relationship with another man will “stamp in" this pattern ot
behavior, making it more natural for him in the future.

And really it matters little how the start is made. His seduction by an
older man or by someone his own age, or his forceful confinement to
the company of other men in the armed services or in jail may be a
factor, But if the pleasure and the relief are such as to outweigh his
sense of guilt and shame, he can become as hooked to homosexual
pleasure as a smoker fo cigarettes, an alcoholic to whiskey or a
junkie to heroin.

The important question is not why did it start, but what should his
attitude to it be? And if he wants to quit, how can he go about it?

How Homosexuals Feel about Themselves

There have always been “liberated" segments of society where
anything goes. Even in Victorian Britain, aestheticism and art for ait's
sake created a climate in which it was possible for Oscar Wilde to
flout public morals in his open homosexual friendship with a young
British aristocrat. But in Wilde's day society reacted. Wilde was
publicly vilified and later imprisoned. He died eventually in
obscurity and poverty.

During my boyhood homosexuality was a subject about which boys
snickered and working-class men grew stern and solemn. But the
tide has turned. Since 1954 when the British government set up a
departmental committee (the Wolfendon Committee) to examine all
aspects of homosexuality in the public interest, there has been a
climate of increasing public acceptance of those who choose
homosexuality as a way of life.

The sixties and early seventies have witnessed the growth in North
America of an organized gay movement, fighting both legal and job
discrimination against homosexuals, and aggressively promoting a
gay lifestyle. In the small city where I live I know of three gay
organizations, two of which are seeking public charters. The largest
organization holds monthly banquets, attended by several hundred
male and female homosexuals, in the parish hall of a Roman Catholic
church whose priest is gay. The banquets do not promote
lasciviousness, but they encourage homosexual dancing (that is,
dancing with partners of the same sex) and include shows and other
social activities.

Homosexual marriages in various forms are commonplace throughout
the Western world—their ceremonies rituals oaths, banquets,
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