
THINKING STRAIGHT: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
 
While my novels feature gay and transgender individuals, these are stories about people. All kinds of people. 
And just as I hope they are read by people whose sexual identities cross all the lines, I hope that each time 
someone reads one of my books they learn some things they didn’t already know. 
 
Topics from Thinking Straight 

 Homosexuality in Science 

 Reparative Therapy and “Ex-Gay” Camps 

 Homosexuality in the Bible 

 The Bottom Line 

 

HOMOSEXUALITY IN SCIENCE 
 
Taylor Adams is Christian. He loves Jesus, and he trusts God implicitly. And in defiance of those who would 
tell him otherwise, he has no problem with his homosexuality, even though he tries hard to keep it a secret 
from his hyper-religious parents and most of his friends. He’s had a few bumps in the road related to this part 
of himself, like losing a good friend and having to lie to his parents (and as he says, “Jesus hates lies.”). But 
he’s madly in love with Will, another boy in his church who returns the feelings. And although neither one of 
them has addressed the contradiction of their nature and their religion to any great depth, both are convinced 
that God doesn’t make mistakes, and that if they are gay, that’s what God wants. 
 
Taylor’s parents are not so sure. In fact, they’re quite sure that there is a serious problem, and for several 
weeks during the summer of Taylor’s sixteenth year they send him to Straight to God, a Christian organization 
dedicated to correcting all types of teenagers’ misbehavior, including homosexuality. It’s while he’s essentially 
incarcerated at Straight to God, and with the help of another teen, that he comes to a better understanding of 
how Christianity and homosexuality are not, in fact, at odds. And he begins to see that although God is testing 
people, the test is not for Taylor to figure out how to be someone other than who God made him. The test is for 
the people who need to learn how to love him just as God made him. 
 
While Taylor is at Straight to God, Will manages to sneak some correspondence in to him, including 
information that describes the biology of sexual orientation, which both boys believe supports their position that 
God wants them to be gay.  
 
Here is the information Will gave him.  
 
The hypothalamus, located in what’s known as the mammalian brain, is responsible for (among other things) 
detecting sex pheromones and determining what the response should be for the individual in question.  
 
A study by the National Academy of Science (report released in 2005) indicated that while straight men 
respond sexually only to female pheromones and not at all to male pheromones, gay men respond sexually 
only to male pheromones. Here are two articles that go into more detail: 

For Gay Men, an Attraction to a Different Kind of Scent (The New York Times) 
"Sexy" Smells Different for Gay, Straight Men, Study Says (National Geographic News) 

 
Although there is some controversy regarding the incidence of homosexuality in various animal species, the 
controversy is limited to the number of species and is not a question of whether it occurs. It could be that the 
different conclusions result from the studies using different definitions or requiring different proof. But there is 
no doubt that it exists 

NewsMedical – 1,500 species (2006) 
Yale Scientific – 450 species (2012) 

 
 

http://www.nytimes.com/2005/05/10/science/10smell.html?_r=0
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/news/2005/05/0510_050510_gayscent_2.html
http://www.news-medical.net/news/2006/10/23/20718.aspx
http://www.yalescientific.org/2012/03/do-animals-exhibit-homosexuality/


REPARATIVE THERAPY AND “EX-GAY”* CAMPS 
 
Some readers have commented that they find it hard to believe that places like Straight to God exist. Others 
say that they can’t believe anyone would send their child there. But the facts are that there are many of these 
places, some more Draconian than Straight to God, and all of them are places where many parents have sent 
their children.  
 
Thinking Straight was inspired by the plight of a teenager named Zack Stark who, in 2005, was sent by his 
parents to what was then Love In Action/Refuge, or LIA/R (why they didn’t see the truth in their own acronym is 
something of a mystery to me). Love In Action, now known as Restoration Path, was a Christian “ex-gay” 
ministry. Refuge, under the LIA umbrella, was a boot camp for gay and questioning teens. When Zack found 
out he would be sent to LIA/R, he posted on his MySpace page about how terrified he was. After the ordeal 
was over, he said he just wanted to be left alone. But before he went to LIA/R, he managed to get hold of a 
digital copy of a document from LIA/R called Refuge Program Rules, and I downloaded and read it. Anyone 
who thinks the methods at Straight to God are out of the question should read this document.   
 
In 2011, the former leader of LIA, John Smid, admitted that a true change in sexual orientation is, in fact, not 
possible. In 2013, Exodus International (once the best-known organization promoting the idea of “ex-gay”) shut 
down the “cure” aspect of its ministry, admitting that no one’s sexual orientation had changed and apologizing 
to the countless individuals and families whose lives decimated over the years in the attempt to do so.  
 
But there are still organizations around the world insisting that it’s possible to “pray the gay away.” For those 
who need further convincing that there are places like the fictional Straight to God, I recommend three web 
sites in particular: 

 Ex-gay Watch 

 Truth Wins Out 

 Good As You 

* The phrase “ex-gay” appears in quotes, because it isn’t real. No one can change the programming of their 
hypothalamus. 
 
 

HOMOSEXUALITY IN THE BIBLE  
 
There are six verses in the Christian Bible that are generally accepted as condemnation of homosexuality: 

1. Genesis 19:5 
2. Leviticus 18:22 
3. Leviticus 20:13 
4. Romans 1:26-27 
5. I Corinthians 6:9 
6. I Timothy 1:9-10 

There are two approaches that support the position that modern-day homosexuals are not, in fact, condemned 
by any of these.  
 
I. The lack of understanding of sexual orientation in Biblical times 
 
The words homosexual and heterosexual do not come into use until the second half of the nineteenth century. 
Before that time, there was no differentiation; no one acknowledged that there was a sexual difference drawn 
along the lines of orientation. A fact of life throughout most of human history is that marriage was a necessity; 
any man who didn’t have a wife had no one to take care of his home or provide him with children to care for 
him in his old age, and any woman who didn’t have a husband was dependent upon the charity of whatever 
man was willing to provide for her (and, in most cultures, the man essentially owned her).  
 

http://www.nytimes.com/2005/07/17/fashion/sundaystyles/17ZACH.html?pagewanted=all&_r=0
http://www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2011/10/13/ex-gay-leader-john-smid-s-about-face.html
http://www.exgaywatch.com/
http://www.truthwinsout.org/
http://www.goodasyou.org/


This situation (marriage as necessity) was pronouncedly more predominant two thousand and more years ago. 
Marriage was undertaken not out of love or physical attraction (although those factors might have been taken 
into account for a lucky few). Everyone got married, with precious few exceptions, and anyone who didn’t die 
first ended up a charity case on the backs of society. Even as late as the twelfth century, King Richard of 
England was referred to as a man who “enjoys boys,” not as a homosexual. The distinction between hetero- 
and homosexuality was not even conceived of in the way that we view it today.  
 
This means that any Biblical verses that use the word “homosexual” or “homosexuality” are translations from 
some other phrase. And even if we agree that the terms refer to, for example, men having sex with men, that is 
no assurance that this behavior would refer to today’s homosexuals: 

a. It was not uncommon for victorious soldiers to rape the vanquished ones – an act of domination and 
contempt, not of sexual attraction. 

b. It was not unheard of for a man of high status and great power to express utter contempt of a weaker, 
socially unimportant man by raping him, thus rendering him no better than a woman. 

c. There is no reference anywhere in the Old Testament regarding women having sex with women. The 
only reference to women together in the New Testament is in Romans, where Paul is trying to help the 
church in Rome stop Pagans from backsliding (they sometimes indulged in mixed-company orgies as a 
way of thanking the gods for physical pleasure, and anyone might pleasure anyone else). The Biblical 
attitude is that if no man is present, sex itself is not occurring. See II.a. below. 

II. Life today vs. life for audiences to whom the books of the Bible were delivered  

a. In Biblical times (and for many years thereafter), in the Middle East and some other parts of the world, it 
was a known “fact” that all the essentials for a new human life were contained in male ejaculate, and 
the woman’s only function was to “bake” the child; she contributed nothing else. Consider what this 
means if a man masturbates (spilling his seed upon the ground), engages in bestiality, or enters a 
woman or a man orally or anally: He is killing someone. And if two men lie together, they are killing two 
people. Wasting seed was murder, pure and simple; there was no need to condemn the male 
homosexual act in an of itself, for it was already murder.  

b. We see in Genesis (19:26-38) that after Lot’s wife became a pillar of salt and was no longer available to 
deliver sons to Lot, his two daughters lay with him. Each had a son, and not only was there no criticism 
or punishment, but also these boys went on to become heads of two of the tribes of Israel. While this 
might not be construed as implicit permission for a father and his daughters to mate generally, in a 
pinch it was not considered a problem; if Lot provided all the raw material, his daughters merely baked 
his sons for him as wife surrogates. 

c. The practice of polygamy was so common for life B.C.E. that it was more often the case than 
monogamy, and nowhere does the Bible require monogamy. Further, there was no condemnation in 
the case where a man keeps a concubine (a woman to whom he is not married), as long as he does 
not do so with another man’s wife (which would be adultery, a stoning offense). 

d. Women were not considered to be truly people, or at least not worthy of being treated as such. Here 
are just a few examples: 

o Genesis (19:4) describes the crowd of men surrounding Lot’s house in Sodom by saying that 
they constituted “all the people from every quarter” of the city.  

o Also in Genesis (19:7-8), when the men of Sodom demand Lot’s two male visitors for 
mistreatment, Lot chides them not to be so wicked and offers his two virgin daughters instead. 
Anyone who would argue that Lot knew the mean were gay and wouldn’t want his daughter, two 
rejoinders: 1) It is not rational to say that one hundred percent of the men in Sodom were gay; 
and 2) What father in almost any culture today would offer is daughter – virgin or otherwise – to 
a violent, rapacious crowd, no matter who they were?  

o In Judges (19:1-20:11), when an unnamed traveling Levite has taken shelter in another man’s 
home, and evil men of the town demand the Levite be turned over to them, the homeowner 
advises them against this wickedness and instead offers his own virgin daughter along with the 
traveler’s concubine, telling the crowd to humble the females and do as they see fit with them. In 
the end, only the concubine is thrown to the crowd, and in the morning she is dead on the 
doorstep. Reading further, we see that the Levite’s home town rose in anger against the 

http://www.religion-online.org/showarticle.asp?title=1265


concubine’s death, but no one criticizes the Levite for throwing her to the crowd in the first 
place; raping, torturing, “humbling” her was fine. 

o The places in the Bible where women are mandated or demonstrated to be subordinate to men 
are too numerous to list here. 

There are numerous other examples of how life and our behavioral expectations have changed in two millennia 
and more. For one example, once, semen and menstrual blood were viewed as unclean, and the Old 
Testament contains strict laws regarding the process to regain cleanliness. For another, slavery was 
considered a normal, expected fact of life in the Old Testament, so much so that there were rules for 
purchasing and selling slaves, including one’s own daughter; and both Old and New Testaments, while 
speaking of slavery as something to be avoided for oneself, take it for granted as a fact of life. The list goes on 
and on and on. 

In summary, western society’s views on men, women, and sexuality have changed so much, and 
homosexuality was so completely absent from the understanding of the Bible’s audiences, that the categorical 
statement that homosexuality is condemned in the Bible is false. Furthermore – as Taylor points out in 
Thinking Straight – for Christians, the test is not whether a gay person can pray hard enough to become 
something other than what God made him or her; the test is for those who are not gay to love without 
judgment. 

And now, a few words about Sodom on Gomorrah. 

 The destruction of Sodom and Gomorrah occurred not because the residents were gay, or even 
because they practiced homosexual acts, but because (according to Yahweh) they were wicked and full 
of sin (the kind of sin is not specified). See Genesis 13:13 and 18:20. 

 Contemporary science disagrees on an accurate percentage of humans who are homosexual, but the 
estimates vary from three to ten percent. According to Genesis, every man – young and old, from all 
quarters of Sodom – surrounded Lot’s house and demanded that Lot’s two male guests be presented to 
them for mistreatment (presumably to be raped). If this crowd wanted to rape the male visitors because 
it was a crowd of homosexuals, that would mean that the entire male population was homosexual, 
rather than between three and ten percent. Even if some of these supposedly gay men were willing to 
lie with women, there is no way the population of Sodom could have been maintained at reasonable 
levels. No sulfurous fire would have been needed to bring an end to the city.  

 Given that the practice of men raping men (as well as women) when they wanted to express extreme 
contempt, and given that Biblical audiences had no concept of sexual orientation one way or another, 
and remembering that no specific sin was specified as Yahweh’s reason for this destruction, the story 
of Sodom and Gomorrah has nothing to do with homosexuality at all. 

 

THE BOTTOM LINE 
 
1. Science shows that homosexuality is a natural, normally occurring phenomenon, in humans and non-human 
animals. 

2. If Christians approach the Bible using the brains God gave humanity, and if they follow what Jesus called 
the two most important commandments upon which all law depends (Matthew 22:37-40), the following 
statement must be true:  

God has not made homosexuals into something God can’t love and told them, “You fix it.” 
 
Therefore: The only thing wrong with being gay is how some people treat you when they find out. 
 
 

 
 


