Engaging Gospel Doctrine (Episode 170)

Lesson 44
“God Is Love”
	
Hook
	Love is not all you need, but it does lie at the heart of everything that matters.

	Manual Goal
	To help class members understand how the Father and the Son show their love for us and how we should show our love for them.



	EGD Goal
	To help class members inform and discipline their love for self, others, and God

	
	


I. Sunday School

a. Bring up the new policy 
a. Framing

b. Two minute take-home (reading as a launching point)

i. It’s all about love… (3:14! We know that we have passed from death to life because we love one another. Whoever does not love abides in death.” 
1. How have you felt God’s love? 

2. How do you show your love for God? Prayer, gratitude, obedience, imitation!

3. How do you show love for yourself? 

4. How do you show love for those around you?

5. How do you feel love for the wider circle of humans/creation?

6. How can we inform and educate our love?

c. Scripture Commentary 

d. Lesson 

ii. Acknowledging our faults/sins (1 John 1); not being able to see our sin is more damning than having greater sins we can see.

iii. “living in the light” of love for each other (1 John 2)

iv. The nature of Jesus Christ. How was Jesus human and divine? How are we?

e. Full Reading

II. Scripture Study 

a. Who wrote the letters of John? http://assets.bakerpublishinggroup.com/processed/esource-assets/files/959/original/hyperlink-27-01.pdf?1417490500 
b. “come in the flesh”: Docetism in early Christianity (Christology overview)

c. A crazy textual criticism story (1 John 5:7-8)
III. Study Notes

a. Love and boundaries

Why am I bringing this up? Because I feel so strongly that it makes me wonder I can support an institution that has put this policy into effect, and made me ask whether I can continue to produce this podcast. I decided to continue the podcast because I want to continue to model constructive approaches and speak for the best of Mormonism, but I also feel obligated to speak out against this policy. 
A few preliminary comments: 

I give the Brethren the benefit of the doubt. I do not believe they intended to hurt anyone, and I think they are acting in what they believe are the best interests of the Church, the members, and the children involved. 
I am supportive of boundary maintenance, including excommunication. I think that excommunication can be the best, loving choice for the individual and is necessary to preserve the character and integrity of the institution. I agree with 4/5 definitions of apostasy (which is different than sin in important ways. Sin is falling short of ideals; apostasy is deliberately fighting against the Church).  

1. Openly fighting against the Church 

2. Persisting in “teaching as Church doctrine information that


Handbook 1, 6.7.3 (https://ksl.com/?sid=37248288&nid=148&fm=most_popular&s_cid=article_popular-4)


Apostasy

As used here, apostasy refers to members who:
1. Repeatedly act in clear, open, and deliberate public opposition to the Church or its leaders.

2. Persist in teaching as Church doctrine information that is not Church doctrine after they have been corrected by their bishop or a higher authority.

3. Continue to follow the teachings of apostate sects (such as those that advocate plural marriage) after being corrected by their bishop or a higher authority.

4. Are in a same-gender marriage.
5. Formally join another church and advocate its teachings.

Despite my support of the leaders and the need for discipline, however, I feel that in order for me to maintain my integrity, I must speak out against this policy. 
It is important first to understand, and to give as generous an interpretation as possible. Why is this happening? 

Well, we can’t know completely. 

As explained by Elder Christofferson, I do believe they think they are protecting the children. Unfortunately, it won’t play out that way for those who desire to affiliate with the Church. Yes, it will cause fewer to want to affiliate, but at a cost. This is the clearest illustration yet that homosexuals are not welcome in the LDS Church. 

The brethren sincerely believe that homosexuality is a sin. And that it can spread through proximity. This is understandable given the context in which they were raised. Because same-sex marriage is legal and looks suspiciously like a loving, stable, and committed family structure, even more extreme measures are required to protect members from empathy toward the homosexual lifestyle. 

In addition to some legal considerations, I think the primary motivation behind the new LDS policy is to resist the normalization of homosexuality. For understandable but indefensible reasons (most having to do with the generation in which the Mormon leaders were raised), the LDS leadership is convinced homosexuality is sinful and wrong--the way many believed 50 years ago.

"The problem is that there is no problem." It has thankfully become much more widely accepted that loving committed same-sex relationships are of equal value as heterosexual relationships.

Any religion or institution that chooses to demonize homosexuality will very quickly be seen as a radical, obsolete hate group.

As clarified in the recent A Thoughtful Faith podcast with James Ord, there are multiple reasons this policy protects the Church from potential legal controversy.

What bothers me: 
The more I look at it, the more it hurts. I stand with those who have said we have to reject this as not of God, against love and families and everything good in the gospel. I believe the Brethren have good intentions, but the harmful outcomes are undeniable and must be opposed. 

How deeply this policy conflicts with the heart of Mormonism, Christianity, and human empathy. https://www.lds.org/general-conference/2012/10/protect-the-children?lang=eng
"When we consider the dangers from which children should be protected, we should also include psychological abuse. Parents or other caregivers or teachers or peers who demean, bully, or humiliate children or youth can inflict harm more permanent than physical injury. Making a child or youth feel worthless, unloved, or unwanted can inflict serious and long-lasting injury on his or her emotional well-being and development.

Young people struggling with any exceptional condition, including same-gender attraction, are particularly vulnerable and need loving understanding—not bullying or ostracism.
With the help of the Lord, we can repent and change and be more loving and helpful to children—our own and those around us."

- Dallin H. Oaks 2013

The hurt and harm. Youth are trying to kill themselves over this (a friend in the psych ward said she saw three attempted suicides come in the night this was announced). Faithful gay members feel torn in two, and the children, innocent, unaware children, function as pawns. The pain is especially acute in shared custody situations, where the straight parent is raising her children in the Church and the father is supportive, for example, and now these children are denied full participation in the Church. And then so many members are hurt and baffled, even if not impacted directly. There is little more damaging to humans that situations that hinder our ability to live compassionately and lovingly. 
Misdirection: There are so many desperate wrongs in the world. Child abuse, spousal abuse, abuse of power, corruption, factors that destroy lives and even the world. Open, legal homosexuality on the other hand—even if we accept that it is a sin for the sake of argument, legal, accepted homosexuality decreases suicide. It increases social stability. It strengthens families. It does nothing but good. The only downside is if you are already prejudiced that it is weird or wrong.

The inconsistency and ironies. 1) The Church does not protect children in many other serious situations, such as abuse, let alone with parents of radically different beliefs/lifestyles. 2) I hadn’t thought of this, but this policy allows for same-sex casual relationships, just not committed ones. And the explanations do not line up with the actual and potential consequences and implications. Two of my active, believing friends wrote up their concerns:
Julie Smith: http://timesandseasons.org/index.php/2015/11/consequences-intended-or-otherwise/
Bill Reel: http://www.wheatandtares.org/19575/duty-bound-to-reject-it/
The blind support. So many members are falling in line with this policy and accepting the explanations given without question (including my mom, actually), and 
The Church is hurting itself. By making homosexuality the big bad, the Church is alienating precisely those people it will need to lead it over the next half century. Homosexuality WILL be accepted near universally. Young people already don’t see it as a big deal at all. It is about love, supporting people being able to love and live freely with those God made them to love. And even if you don’t approve of same-sex marriage, young people approve of government protection of human rights. The arguments simply ring hollow for so many, but especially the young. This is a fight the Church cannot win, unless it wants to become completely obsolete and out of touch, a radical, ignored sect categorized as a hate group. There are so many moving, eloquent responses to this. 
That said (moving forward productively) My understanding of human nature helps, but we also are called to overcome that nature and live in love.
http://rationalfaiths.com/9-facts-about-the-churchs-new-policy-changes/
https://divinity.uchicago.edu/sightings/rifts-mormon-family-what-just-happened
http://www.cnn.com/2015/11/13/opinions/hertzberg-mormon-lgbtq/index.html
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/benjamin-knoll/explaining-reactions-to-the-mormon-policy-change-on-same-sex-marriage_b_8507438.html
http://ministry.mormonwomen.com/nt-lesson-10/
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