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For many Christians both biological sex and its associated gender identity are God-given attributes, where any departure from the
roles expected by appearance and biology is a falling from Grace that must be condemned by the Church. That presumes that
gender and sexuality are fixed by divine command at birth. Thus any departure from these expectations is a disruption of God’s
purpose. Because of this all forms of homosexual behaviour, for example, is condemned in the Catholic Catechism as acts of grave
iii
depravity which are always in pursuit of inappropriate sex For a detailed account see Gilchrist, S. (2017): “Gender and Sexual
Malpractice and Abuse in the Christian Church”: Available online at: http://www.tgdr.co.uk/documents/236P-Malpractice.pdf
The contradiction arises because modern science does not agree with this conclusion. Currently a great majority of professional
institutions in the Western World regard gender and sexually variant identities and behaviour as being naturally expected variations
of the human condition which are intrinsic to the personality created: that arise very early in development, and which cannot be
changed by the individual concerned or by the actions of others in subsequent life. This is the position taken for example by the
iv
v
British Royal College of Psychiatrists , the British Psychological Society and parallel United Kingdom organisations . Equivalent
vi
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positions are taken by the American Psychiatric Association and the American Psychological Association . Other international
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mental health organizations, including the World Health Organization agree. This is confirmed by the author’s research . Against
ix
this are minority conservative groups like the American College of Paediatricians and parts of the Christian Church.
What should be noted from a medical point of view; is that two very different types of conditions are being defined. Freud himself
described the development of gender and sexual orientation as processes of inversion, where the development of gender and
sexually variant identities takes place from the outset. No other types of gender and sexual identities ever arise. By the same
criteria Freud described the traditional Christian approach as a process of perversion, where the normal process of development is
disrupted or arrested by some external cause. The motives are also completely different since any expression of deviation is the
result of the search for identity, while any expression of a perversion is focussed on a search for reward. The Christian
interpretation medically misdiagnoses these conditions. Thus as a consequence their identity driven nature is denied. Enormous
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harm can be done since the management techniques are almost opposite to one another . So called “Gay Cures” are often
advocated by Christian apologists, on the grounds that they can help to recover the God given gender and sexual identities that are
presumed to first exist. However these misdiagnoses are condemned in the strongest possible terms by the major professional
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institutions, which have come together to issue an agreed statement about the harm they create . That harm is also separately
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described by the author and in a paper by Jayne Ozanne which has just been issued . The guilt which is created can be
enormous. Religious euphoria may provide some form of escape but Gay Cure approaches also fail since the gender and sexual
xiv
identities they wish to reinstate have never existed: therefore they can never be found .
Because the development of gender and sexual allegiances depend on the search for identity, rather than reward, a moral duality
must exist in which gender and sexually variant people who express their true attractions and identities in ways that conform to the
highest moral standards of their own societies should be highly regarded while those who misuse these relationships ought to be
very severely condemned for their acts. The existence of this moral duality directly contradicts the traditional teaching of the
Christian Church: which considers all such activity to be of immoral intent. To the present time the impact of science on the
xv
traditional teaching of the Church has largely been avoided . Consideration of this topic was absent in the “Shared Conversations”
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process, there is no direct reference to it in the Bishops 2017 report” and following the rejection of that report by the February
Synod the Archbishops of Canterbury and York issued a letter which demanded that a teaching document be produced offering a
full welcome and pastoral care for gender and sexually variant people, but without changing traditional teaching of the Church
Not only does that decision perpetuate the medical misdiagnoses that are made by this traditional Christian doctrine. It also gives
xvii
encouragement to those who wish to make use of science to pursue a particular point. The Latimer Trust Document and the blog
xviii
by Ian Paul which are being made available to Synod claim to represent an objective account of the science behind transgender
conditions, however their choice of references is limited to those which support the traditional teaching of the Church: there is little
or no indication that these are contested views which are presented by investigators whose results have been rejected by the
xix
majority of their peers . “Reparative Therapy”, the transgender equivalent of “Gay Cures” is advocated. Opposing views tend to be
dismissed as the work of “transgender activists”. As a consequence the mainstream of science becomes ignored. Taken at their
face value these documents mislead Synod about the scientific consensus that already exists.
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At the Church of England General Synod in York from the 7 to the 11 July about half of the sessions will be concerned with
issues of gender and sexuality. If pastoral care and inclusion is offered to people who, at the same time continue to be deemed to
have fallen from the highest standards expected by Christianity it will have done little to affirm the identity of those people to whom
it is directed. Proper care can only be provided if it unambiguously recognises the genuineness of gender and sexually variant
identities, and if celebrates without reservation and without exclusion the positive contributions that gender and sexually variant
people can make. The Church of England can no longer hide away from a full proper and objective consideration of the science,
and the lived experiences of gender and sexually variant people. The Pastoral Advisory Group appointed by The Church of
England to consider the Next steps on Human Sexuality has no transgender representation or expert medical or scientific
xx
representatives on it; and its terms of reference do not suggest that the necessary changes will be considered . The exposure of
xxi
the sexual abuse over many years by former Bishop Peter Ball in the report “Abuse of Faith” , together with the effective collusion
by Archbishop Carey and other members of the senior hierarchy, because of their misapplication of pastoral care, demands an
independent and objective re-examining of the present Church attitudes to gender and sexuality, which uses all of the medical and
scientific expertise that is available. This must include a re-examination of its traditional doctrine “As the Church of England has
received it”: so that the Church is not misled in future years. The more the Church of England and the worldwide Church refuses to
address these issues, the more it will discredit itself in the eyes of the world. It is decision time for the Church.
Susan Gilchrist.
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That theology is most explicitly expressed Catechism of the Catholic Churchiii. Paragraph 2357 states: “Homosexuality refers to relations between
men or between women who experience an exclusive or predominant sexual attraction toward persons of the same sex. It has taken a great variety
of forms through the centuries and in different cultures. Its psychological genesis remains largely unexplained. Basing itself on Sacred Scripture,
which presents homosexual acts as acts of grave depravity, Tradition has always declared that "Homosexual acts are intrinsically disordered." They
are contrary to the natural law. They choose the sexual act to the gift of life. They do not proceed from a genuine affective and sexual
complementarity. Under no circumstances can they be approved.”
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