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Introduction  

 

Throughout my studies as a Religion major at Colgate, I have become increasingly fascinated 

with the role that religious communities play in constructing individual morality. Additionally, as 

a member of the LGBTQ+ community, I have long had an interest in how politically 

conservative Americans' positions on same-sex marriage and homosexuality are shaped by 

religion. To more closely explore the influence that 
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The conclusion that biblical literalism and authority was the root of evangelical aversion 

towards same-sex marriage was further elevated in my previous project by my use of Saba 

0DKPRRG¶V�WKHRU\�RI�SRVLWLYH�HWKLFV��3RVLWLYH�HWKLFV�XQGHUVWDQGV�HWKLFV�DV�DFWLRQ�3 It claims that 

LQGLYLGXDOV¶�DFWLRQV�DUH�UHVXOWV�RI�WKHLU�³UHODWLRQVKLS�WR�D�PRUDO�FRGH�´4 However, individuals do 

not construct their own moral code contingently but UDWKHU�EXLOG�RQH�EDVHG�XSRQ�WKH�³UHODWLRQVKLS�
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reveals a small, homogeneous, and fairly regionally isolated percentage of individuals who 

identify as evangelical Protestants. With such small and limited representation, it is misleading to 

believe that evangelical tenets of biblical authority and biblical literalism have the influence and 

power to dissuade nearly half of the U.S. 

https://www.pewforum.org/religious-landscape-study/
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primary source of aversion to same-sex marriage in a largely disap

https://www.pewforum.org/religious-landscape-study/
https://www.pewforum.org/religious-landscape-study/
https://www.pewforum.org/religious-landscape-study/
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that they are actually quite ambiguous. The Bible does not include instances of homosexuality 

XQGHUVWRRG�DV�³WKH�SV\FKRORJLFDO�GLVSRVLWLRQ�WKDW�LQFOLQHV�SHRSOH�WR�EH�HPRWLRQDOO\�DQG�HURWLFDOO\�

DWWUDFWHG�WR�SHRSOH�RI�WKHLU�RZQ�VH[�´23 This definition and understanding of same-sex relations 

did not exist at the time the Bible was written and compiled. Rather, homosexuality in the 

context of present day biblical interpretation is commonly misunderstood to be the same as 

KRPRHURWLFLVP�DQG�³KRPRJHQLWDOLW\�´24 Homoeroticism and homogenitality are not 

SV\FKRORJLFDO�LQFOLQDWLRQV�EXW�DUH�XQGHUVWRRG�DV�³HURWLF�HQFRXQWHUV�EHWZHHQ�SHRSOH�RI�WKH�VDPH�
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PHQ�ZKR�FDPH�WR�\RX�WRQLJKW"�%ULQJ�WKHP�RXW�WR�XV��VR�WKDW�ZH�PD\�NQRZ�WKHP�´33 Lot pleads 

ZLWK�WKHP��EHJJLQJ��³GR�QRW�DFW�VR�ZLFNHGO\��/RRN��,�KDYH�WZR�GDXJKWHUV�ZKR�KDYH�QRW�NQRZQ�D�

man; let me bring them out to you, and do to them as you please; only do nothing to these men, 

IRU�WKH\�KDYH�FRPH�XQGHU�WKH�VKHOWHU�RI�P\�URRI�´34 The men are not satisfied with this response, 

KRZHYHU��FU\LQJ�RXW��³WKLV�IHOORZ�FDPH�KHUH�DV�DQ�DOLHQ��DQG�KH�ZRXOG�SOD\�WKH�MXGJH���QRZ�ZH�

ZLOO�GHDO�ZRUVH�ZLWK�\RX�WKDQ�ZLWK�WKHP�´35 The two angels pull Lot back inside of his house, 

³VKXW�WKH�GRRU�´�DQG�VWULNH�DOO WKH�PHQ�³ZLWK�EOLQGQHVV´�VR�WKH\�FRXOG�QRW�FRPH�LQWR�WKH�KRXVH�36 

$IWHU�WKLV�HYHQW��LW�LV�GHVFULEHG�WKDW�³WKH�/RUG�UDLQHG�RQ�6RGRP�DQG�*RPRUUDK�VXOIXU�DQG�ILUH�

from the Lord of out heaven; and he overthrew those cities, and all the Plain, and all the 

inhabLWDQWV�RI�WKH�FLWLHV��DQG�ZKDW�JUHZ�RQ�WKH�JURXQG´�SXQLVKLQJ�6RGRP�IRU�LWV�VLQV�37    

 7KH�VWRU\�RI�6RGRP�LV�RIWHQ�LQWHUSUHWHG�DV�³DQ�H[DPSOH�RI�*RG¶V�XQHTXLYRFDO�

condemnation of same
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NQRZ�WKH�WZR�DQJHOV��/RW�RIIHUV�XS�KLV�GDXJKWHUV��ZKR�KDYH�QHYHU�³NQRZQ�D�PDQ�´�RU�ZKR�DUH�

virgins. The offering of his virgin daughters suggests that the usage prior was referencing sexual 

relaWLRQV�DV�ZHOO��KRZHYHU��LW�DOVR�VXJJHVWV�WKH�PHQ�RI�6RGRP�³ZHUH�LQWHQW�RQ�SHUIRUPLQJ�PDOH-

PDOH�JDQJ�UDSH�´�QRW�FRQVHQVXDO�KRPRVH[XDO�UHODWLRQV�41 In addition, it is not clear whether the 

FULPH�RI�KRPRHURWLF�UHODWLRQV�LV�WKH�VROH�FDXVH�IRU�*RG¶V�SXQLVKPHQW�RI�6RGRP��³2QH�RI�WKH�

FDUGLQDO�UXOHV�RI�/RW¶V�VRFLHW\�ZDV�WR�RIIHU�KRVSLWDOLW\�WR�WUDYHOHUV´�DQG�RQH�LV�REOLJDWHG�WR�VKHOWHU�

strangers passing through.42 The men of Sodom, by threatening the strangers, are breaking this 

cardinal rule and Lot, in attempts to uphold it, offer the strangers his daughters.43 Furthermore, it 

LV�LPSRUWDQW�WR�QRWH�WKDW�WKH�³HDUO\�FRPPHQWDULHV�RQ�WKH�6RGRP�VWRU\´�GR�QRW�UHIHUHQFH�Vins of 

KRPRHURWLFLVP�RU�KRPRVH[XDOLW\��UDWKHU�WKH\�HPSKDVL]H�WKH�³6RGRPLWHV¶�EUHDNLQJ�RI�WKH�ODZ�RI�

KRVSLWDOLW\�´�DFFXVLQJ�WKHP�RI�³SULGH��[HQRSKRELD��DQG�MXGLFLDO�RIIHQVHV�´44 44
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degrading passions. Their women exchanged natural intercourse for unnatural, 

and in the same way also the men, giving up natural intercourse with women, 

were consumed with passion for one another. Men committed shameless acts 

with men and received their own persons the due penalty for their error.47 

 

 

Similar to Leviticus 18:22, Romans 1:24-26 appears to be a clear condemnation of 

homoeroticism. Although few argue that this verse could be interpreted differently, there are 

certDLQ�LVVXHV�ZKLFK�UHPDLQ�XQFOHDU��)RU�H[DPSOH��WKHVH�YHUVHV�DUH�GLUHFW�UHVSRQVHV�WR�D�³ODUJHU�

SROHPLF�DJDLQVW�LGRODWU\�´48 They are not in direct reference to homoeroticism. Homoeroticism, 

in this case, is an impurity and a degradation of passions.49 It is a response to the initial offense, 

which was idolatry. Several scholars argue that Paul, when choosing homoeroticism as 

SXQLVKPHQW�IRU�LGRODWU\��ZDV�QRW�UHIHUHQFLQJ�LW�DV�D�VLQ�EXW�UDWKHU�ZDV�ORRNLQJ�DW�WKH�³*HQWLOH�

world and saw homoerotic activity and idolDWU\´�DQG�³OLQNHG�WKH�WZR�ILUPO\�WRJHWKHU�´50 

$GGLWLRQDOO\��LW�VKRXOG�EH�QRWHG�WKDW�3DXO�GLG�QRW�³DSSO\�WKH�YRFDEXODU\�RI�VLQ�WR�KRPRHURWLF�

DFWLYLW\´�EXW�GRHV�LQ�UHIHUHQFH�WR�LGRODWU\�WKURXJKRXW�WKH�UHVW�RI�5RPDQV�DQG�DW�WKH�HQG�³DV�D�

heading for a whole liVW�RI�ZURQJV´�ZKLFK�GRHV�QRW�LQFOXGH�RU�PDNH�PHQWLRQ�RI�VH[XDO�

behavior.51 Therefore, homoeroticism in Romans 1:24-26, in alignment with Leviticus 18:22, is 

understood as an impurity, not as a sin. It becomes clear upon an analysis and closer reading of 

all three of these verses, that an argument against same-sex marriage based upon biblical 

literalism and interpretation is far more complicated and blurred than is typically presented.  

                                                
47 .HQQHWK�$��/RFNH��³7KH�%LEOH�RQ�+RPRVH[XDOLW\��([SORULQJ�,WV�0HDQLQJ�DQG�$XWKRULW\�´�Journal of  

 Homosexuality 48 no. 2, (2005): 138. 
48 Ibid.  
49 Ibid.  
50 Ibid.  
51 Ibid, 139.  
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 To further problematize the impact of biblical authority and literalism in these debates, I 

raise the question of why some biblical issues are more salient than others in the present social 

and political climates. If biblical literalism serves as the sole reason for aversion towards same-

sex marriage, it should also serve as the sole reason for aversion towards many other social, 

political, and religious issues among the U.S. populace. However, when looking at the 

contemporary political and social climates, some issues which are condemned in the Bible just as 

often, or even more frequently, as acts of homoeroticism have not risen to the public 

consciousness as major social, political, or religious issues in the present day. For example, 

adultery is not commonly recognized as a social issue which is deserving of broader political and 

religious intervention in the United States. As I discussed previously, however, there are over 

fifty clear references to adultery in the Bible. For example, Exodus: 20, or the Ten 

&RPPDQGPHQWV��VSHFLILFDOO\�VWDWHV��³<RX�VKDOO�QRW�FRPPLW�DGXOWHU\�´52 Similarly, in Leviticus 

������LW�LV�VWDWHG��³,I�D�PDQ�FRPPLWV�DGXOWHU\�ZLWK�WKH�ZLIH�RI�KLV�QHLJKERU��ERWK�WKH�DGXOWHUHU�

DQG�DGXOWHUHVV�VKDOO�EH�SXW�WR�GHDWK�´53 Unlike the passage referencing homoeroticism in 

Leviticus, it is clear that this verse speaks directly to the understanding of adultery as infidelity 

with little to no interpretive wiggle room. It also important to note that the punishment is death, 

an equal punishment to the condemnation of homoeroticism in Leviticus. If the Bible is being 

interpreted literally, based upon the two verses in Leviticus, adultery and homoeroticism should 

be held in the same social and political regard. 54 
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see them protesting court rulings on same-sex marriage. Such actions combined with the 24% of 

Americans who do not identify as biblical literalists yet who disapprove of same-sex marriage, 

suggests that there is something much larger than biblical literalism driving the aversion towards 

same-sex marriage in the United States.  

 

If not the Bible, what?  

+LVWRULFDOO\�VSHDNLQJ��³VH[��JHQGHU��DQG�WKH�IDPLO\�DUH�UHDOPV�WKDW�KDYH�EHHQ�DW�WKH�FUX[�RI�

defining American concepts of fear and daQJHU�´�DQG�WKHUHIRUH��KDYH�EHHQ�DW�WKH�FHQWHU�RI�VRPH�

RI�$PHULFD¶V�PRVW�SHUVLVWLQJ�FXOWXUH�ZDUV�55 As Smith discusses in her book, Religious Rhetoric, 

WKHVH�LVVXHV�DUH�SHUFHLYHG�DV�HOHYDWHG�WKUHDWV�WR�³VRFLDO�SRZHU�VWUXFWXUHV�´�WKDW�KDYH�EHHQ�LQWDFW�

since the birth of a Christian America.56 



16 

 

 The constant struggle to maintain the status quo by Christian Americans can be 

witnessed throughout American history. Rather than fading with the passage of time, these 

concerns took on new life during the twentieth century. During the World War II era, for 
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IRXJKW�ILHUFHO\�WR�VWRNH�³IHDU�DERXW�WKH�IXWXUH�RI�$PHULFD�LQ�D�ELG�WR�VWHP�WKH�WLGH´�ZKHQ�IDFHG�

ZLWK�FRQVWDQW�YLFWRULHV�IURP�WKH�³/*%7�ULJKWV�PRYHPHQW�´65 As one can see, the Christian Right 

has made numerous attempts in the past and present to antagonize homosexuals and LGBTQ+ 

activists. In doing so, they often place these individuals at the center of evil, immorality, and 

causes of major tragedies. 

7KH�XQLTXH�QDWXUH�RI�WKHVH�JURXSV¶�GLVFRXUVHV�LV�ZKDW�elevates the issues of sex, gender, 

and the family from individualized religious qualms to broader morally founded social and 

political culture wars. The rhetoric used by these groups, which Leslie Smith coins as chaos 

rhetoric, labels issues such as homosexuality and same-VH[�PDUULDJH�DV�³XQLTXHO\�LPPRUDO´�

within the public sphere.66 6KH�GHILQHV�LW�DV�³D�W\SH�RI�GHFOHQVLRQ�VSHHFK�WKDW�DWWHPSWV�WR�

SHUVXDGH�DQ�DXGLHQFH�E\�VWUHVVLQJ�DQ�LPPLQHQW�WKUHDW�WR�D�EHORYHG�HQWLW\�´67 ,W¶V�PDMRU�

characteristics of moral authority, secular appearance, emotional appeal, and timelessness ± all of 

which will be discussed in further detail ± is the primary reason that some biblical issues such as 

homosexuality, are more salient in the social and political climates of the U.S. than others. I 

argue chaos rhetoric is the unknown factor which influenced the outlying 24% of individuals in 

2014 who did not identify as biblical literalists yet disapproved of same-sex marriage.  

 

Chaos Rhetoric: Defining Features  

Chaos rhetoric is a type of speech which addresses moral decline in a way that resonates 

with a broad swath of Americans, including the religiously unaffiliated and the religious 

                                                
65 Marie Griffith, Moral Combat: How Sex Divided American Christians and Fractured American Politics,  
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of homosexuality, these arguments suggest that such groups do nRW�EHOLHYH�³JD\�SHRSOH�DUH�

LQIHULRU´�EXW�WKDW�³KRPRVH[XDO�FRQGXFW�LV�KDUPIXO´�QRW�RQO\�WR�WKH�SHRSOH�ZKR�HQJDJH�LQ�LW�EXW�

³E\�H[WHQVLRQ�WR�VRFLHW\�DW�ODUJH�´75 Typically, the legalization of same-sex marriage is portrayed 

DV�WKH�³HQG�RI�$PHULFD´�RU�D�VLJQLI

https://downloads.frc.org/EF/EF18B16.pdf
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IDLOXUH�DQG�FDOO�IRU�PRUDO�UHGHPSWLRQ�´�7KHVH�W\SHV�RI�FULWLTXHV�DQG�WKHLU�³SHUVXDVLYH�HIILFDF\´�

are dependent upon thHLU�DXGLHQFHV�DGRSWLQJ�³D�FHUWDLQ�XWRSLDQ�YLVLRQ�RI�WKH�QDWLRQ�´80 For 
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the immorality of homosexuality, however, each still has the same underlying message and 

effect: homosexuality is in some way irrational and detrimental to the well-being of the country.  

The timelessness, persuasiveness, and influence of chaos rhetoric is why it is so impactful 

within the demographic of Americans that do not identify as biblical 
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Smith’s Chaos Rhetoric in the Present  

The Family Research Council  

One popular and more influential Christian Right group in the present day is the Family 

Research Council (FRC). Established in the 1980s and merging with the more well-known Focus 

on the FDPLO\�LQ�������WKH�)DPLO\�5HVHDUFK�&RXQFLO�VWULYHV�WR�³FRXQWHU�WKH�FUHGHQWLDOHG�YRLFHV�

DUUD\HG�DJDLQVW�OLIH�DQG�IDPLO\�ZLWK�HTXDOO\�FDSDEOH�PHQ�DQG�ZRPHQ�RI�IDLWK�´97 Its founder and 

first president, Gerald P. Regier, drew upon his federal experience in the Department of Health 

DQG�+XPDQ�6HUYLFHV�XQGHU�WKH�5HDJDQ�DGPLQLVWUDWLRQ�WR�³OLQN�SUR-

https://www.frc.org/historymission
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 What immediately jumps out in the history of the Family Research Council and its 

structure is that it is research driven. Although the FRC does utilize purely religious rhetoric or 

³*RG-WDON´�LQ�VHYHUDO�RI�LWV�SLHFHV��D�ODUJH�SRUWLRQ�RI�WKHLU�ZRUNV�UHIOHFWV�WKH�FKDPHOHRQ-like 

FKDUDFWHULVWLF�RI�6PLWK¶V�FKDRV�UKHWRULF��$�PDMRULW\�RI�WKH�)DPLO\�5HVHDUFK�&RXQFLO¶V�UHSRUWV�RQ�

same-sex marriage and homosexuality disguise their religious roots in science and scholarly 

studies. For example, Peter Sprigg, a Senior Fellow for Policy Studies at FRC, has written a 

PDMRULW\�RI�SLHFHV�ZKLFK�FLWH�VFKRODUO\�VWXGLHV�DV�³HYLGHQFH´�DJDLQVW�WKH�OHJDOL]DWLRQ of same-sex 

PDUULDJH��,Q�KLV�ZRUN��³(YLGHQFH�6KRZV�6H[XDO�2ULHQWDWLRQ�&DQ�&KDQJH��'HEXQNLQJ�WKH�0\WK�

RI�µ,PPXWDELOLW\�¶´�6SULJJ�FRXQWHUV�WKH�VFLHQWLILF�DQG�VRFLRORJLFDO�QDUUDWLYH�WKDW�³VH[XDO�

RULHQWDWLRQ�LV�µLPPXWDEOH�¶´�RU�XQDEOH�WR�EH�DOWHUHG��+H�FLWHV�organizations such as The American 

Psychological Association and well-renowned colleges, such as, the University of Chicago to 

EXLOG�KLV�FDVH��7KH�PDLQ�SLHFH�RI�HYLGHQFH�KH�XWLOL]HV�DQG�GHVFULEHV�DV�³RQH�RI�WKH�ILUVW�

comprehensive modern surveys of sexualiW\�LQ�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV�´�WKH�1DWLRQDO�+HDOWK�DQG�6RFLDO�

/LIH�6XUYH\�FRQGXFWHG�E\�WKH�8QLYHUVLW\�RI�&KLFDJR�GHPRQVWUDWHV�WKH�³IOXLGLW\´�RI�VH[XDO�

orientation and same-sex attraction.101 He cites quantitative data which portrays the different 

types of attractions and sexual interactions (male-male, male-female, female-female) that 

individuals have acted on in contrast to their sexual orientation identification. The numbers 

suggest that individuals who identify as heterosexual have had both same-sex interactions and 

attractions, however, it also shows that those who identify solely as homosexual have also acted 

on heterosexual attractions.102 6SULJJ�XVHV�WKHVH�QXPEHUV�WR�FRQFOXGH�WKDW�³FKDQJH´�LQ�VH[XDO�

orientation is possible. He argues that if an individual expeULHQFHV�D�³VLJQLILFDQW�OHYHO�RI�FKDQJH�

                                                
101 3HWHU�6SULJJ��³(YLGHQFH�6KRZV�6H[XDO�2ULHQWDWLRQ�&DQ�&KDQJH�´�7KH�)DPLO\�5HVHDUFK�&RXQFLO��Q�G��$FFHVVHG� 

 April 19, 2020: 4.  
102 Ibid, 5.  
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LQ´�DWWUDFWLRQV��EHKDYLRU��RU�LGHQWLW\�WKHQ�³WKH\�KDYH�H[SHULHQFHG�VRPH�PHDQLQJIXO�µFKDQJH¶�LQ�

VH[XDO�RULHQWDWLRQ�ZKLFK�KH�EHOLHYHV�WKH�1DWLRQDO�+HDOWK�DQG�6RFLDO�/LIH�6XUYH\�H[HPSOLILHV�´103 

Overall, the debunking of tKH�³LPPXWDELOLW\´�RI�KRPRVH[XDOLW\�FRXQWHUV�WKH�DUJXPHQW�WKDW�VDPH-

sex marriage is a 14th Amendment issue. If homosexuals are not born homosexuals, and there is 

no scientific proof that they are but there is quantitative data suggesting they are not, then 

marriage equality for same-sex couples should not be considered on the same grounds as 

heterosexual couples, or, more significantly where law is concerned, interracial couples. 

Therefore, there is no reason to disrupt the tradition of institutionalized heterosexual marriage in 

the U.S. by legalizing same-sex marriage on a scientifically ungrounded claim. As one can see, 

Sprigg does not have to mention religion anywhere in this piece to convince his readers to 

rethink the legal argument for same-sex marriage. Rather, all he has to do is cite a study which 

appears credible to make individuals question the foundations of their own political views.  

 6SULJJ�DXWKRUHG�DQRWKHU�DUWLFOH��WKH�³+RPRVH[XDO�3DUHQW�6WXG\´�ZKLFK�FRPELQHV�FKDRV�

UKHWRULF¶V�PRUDO��DXWKRULWDWLve element with its use of secular argumentation. In this piece, Sprigg 

cites an article written by researcher Mark Regnerus and published in the journal of Social 

Science Research which presents troubling data on the welfare of children raised in homosexual 

homes. The study compared and contrasted the overall well-being of children in homosexual 

homes to children in heterosexual homes referencing things, such as, likelihood to suffer from 

depression and drug abuse, to being arrested, to experiencing sexual assault, etc. Sprigg 

VXPPDUL]HV�5HJQHUXV¶V�ILQGLQJV��SUHVHQWLQJ�VRPH�WURXEOLQJ�VWDWLVWLFV��)RU�H[DPSOH��5HJQHUXV�

IRXQG�WKDW�FKLOGUHQ�RI�OHVELDQ�PRWKHUV�LQ�FRPSDULVRQ�WR�FKLOGUHQ�LQ�KHWHURVH[XDO�KRPHV�DUH�³DQ�

DVWRQLVKLQJ����WLPHV�PRUH�OLNHO\�WR�KDYH�EHHQ�µtouched sexually by a parent or other adult 

                                        c. Spr i g g 
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FDUHJLYHU¶�LQ�FKLOGKRRG��DUH�DOPRVW���WLPHV�PRUH�OLNHO\�WR�EH�FXUUHQWO\�RQ�SXEOLF�DVVLVWDQFH��DQG�

DUH�PRUH�WKDQ���WLPHV�PRUH�OLNHO\�WR�EH�XQHPSOR\HG�´104 Similarly, children in both lesbian and 

gay homes in comparison to heterosexual homes are more likely to have been arrested more 

often, suffer from depression, had more sexual partners, and have lower educational 

attainment.105 Sprigg uses all of these statistics to make a 5 point conclusion: 

 

��� 7KH� µLQWDFW� ELRORJLFDO� IDPLO\¶� UHPDLQV� WKH� QRUPDWLYH� VHWWLQJ� IRU� FKLOG-

rearing in American today; 2) Children do better when raised by their own, 

married mother and father, 3) Children suffer when raised by homosexual 

parents... in comparison to all other family structures, 4) Homosexual 

UHODWLRQVKLSV�DUH�LQWULQVLFDOO\�µXQVWDEOH�¶�DQG����3XEOLF�SROLF\�VKRXOG�FRQWLQXH�

to encourage the raising of children by a married mother and father.106 

 

Once again, Sprigg does not have to mention religion at all in order to persuade his readers to 

reconsider their opinions and political views of same-sex marriage. He takes advantage of what 

appears to be a credible scholarly source to present an emotional argument which addresses the 

well-being of innocent children. Similar to the abortion case I cited in previous discussions, his 

UHDGHUV�GR�QRW�KDYH�WR�DJUHH�WKDW�*RG�KDWHV�KRPRVH[XDOV�WR�HPSDWKL]H�ZLWK�6SULJJ¶V�UHOLJLRXV�

aversion to same-
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DQG�WKUHDWV�WR�VRFLHW\��,Q�WKLV�ZRUN��6SULJJ�RSHQV�E\�VWDWLQJ��³LQ�UHFHQW�GHFDGHV��WKHUH�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�

assault on WKH�VH[HV�´107 He frames the emergence of feminism, the homosexual movement, and 

WKH�WUDQVJHQGHU�PRYHPHQW�DV�³DWWDFNV´�RQ�XQGLVSXWHG�UHDOLWLHV��ZKLFK�FDQ�EH�XQGHUVWRRG�DV�

https://downloads.frc.org/EF/EF18B16.pdf
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a concern for gay, bisexual, and other men who have sex with men. Some 

types of HPV can cause genital and anal warts and some can lead to the 

development of anal and oral cancers. Gay, bisexual, and other men who have 
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around the persistence of dominant, status quo institutions of sex, such as, heterosexual marriage, 

traditional gender roles, and childbearing by the proper individuals. A majority of their articles 

do not rely on religious rhetoric or cite biblical verses as would be expected. It appears that they 

deliberately avoid using religious language and biblical evidence to refute American 

contestations of same-sex marriage and homosexuality. In place of such arguments, the Family 

Research Council and its fellows relies on journal articles and well-known and respected 

DVVRFLDWLRQV�WR�FRPSLOH�PHDQLQJIXO�³VFLHQWLILF´�HYLGHQFH��7KLV�HYLGHQFH�WKHQ�SUHVHQWV�SHUFHLYHG�

notions of threat or danger to particular demographics or to the overall well-being of society, 

instilling negative emotions in its readers, and thereby accomplishing social and political 

persuasion. Without appearing credible under the umbrella of scientific evidence and eliciting 

QHJDWLYH�HPRWLRQV��)DPLO\�5HVHDUFK�&RXQFLO¶V�ZRUN�PRVW�OLNHO\�ZRXOG�EH�UHQGHUHG�LQHIIHFWLYH�LQ�

reaching its less religious audience.  

Although it is important to note that many of these articles fail to acknowledge other 

sociological factors that may contribute to many of the statistics cited, I argue that this will most 

likely go unnoticed among a majority of its readers. Being a form of rhetoric, these arguments 

have the ability to create their own particular reality. Residing in the discursive structures of 

³NQRZOHGJH��SRZHU��DQG�DJHQF\�´�FKDRV�UKHWRULF�DOORZV�IRU�D�FHUWDLQ�³SK\VLFDO�FRQWURO�RYHU�WKH�

SRSXODWLRQ´�DQG�³LGHRORJLFDO�FRQWURO�RYHU�WKH�WHUPV´�RI�LWV�RZQ�H[LVWHQFH�111 This is how it 

HQJDJHV�ZLWK�P\WKPDNLQJ��³RU�WHFKQLTXHV...to naturalize a relationship between things that 

RWKHUZLVH�KDYH�QR�LQKHUHQW�FRQQHFWLRQ�´112 For example, it can be seen that the Family Research 

Council enmeshes certain concepts, like child
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&KULVWLDQ�JURXSV�DV�RSSRVHG�WR�WKHLU�SROLWLFDO�VXUYLYDO��7KHUHIRUH��,�DUJXH�WKDW�FKDRV�UKHWRULF¶V�

emotional appeal and adaptability to different socio-historical climates are bi-products of its 

largely secular appearance which allows for a religious position to be made relevant in an 

increasingly secular America. Once it is made relevant, or deemed a credible position, elicitation 

of negative emotions helps to elevate the status of the claim from a relevant political position to 

an existential moral threat which demands national attention. 

However, in the present day, conservative Christian groups are faced with an American 

majority that now largely supports same-sex marriage.115 
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DGPLQLVWUDWLRQ¶V�ODUJHO\�LQGLIIHUHQW�RU�QHJDWLYH�UKHWRULF�RI�VDPH-sex marriage has influenced the 

overall decrease in approval among the U.S. population. These observations may imply 

interesting relationships between chaos rhetoric employed by conservative Christian groups and 

political rhetoric used by political elites. Additionally, they may signify unique alternating roles 

of chaos rhetoric in political environments which are conducive to religious rhetoric as opposed 

to those which are discouraging of it. For example, perhaps chaos rhetoric serves as merely a 

survival mechanism for conservative Christian right groups in largely secular and liberalizing 

political administrations. On the other hand, in conservative and more expressively religious 

political administrations, perhaps it serves more so as a tool of influence and solidification of 

certain religiously based political claims.  

If I were to extend this study, I would like to focus further research on comparing the 

influences of chaos rhetoric both within and outside of political rhetoric in American culture 

ZDUV��,I�REVHUYHG�PRUH�FORVHO\��6PLWK¶V�FKDRV�UKHWRULF��GHVSLWH�LWV�WDFLW�UHOLJLRXV�Qature and 

hence secular emotional appeal, may be found less influential than political rhetoric within a 

largely secularized U.S. population on issues such as same-sex marriage. This might suggest that 

chaos rhetoric utilized by conservative Christian groups is not taken as authoritatively as claims 

made by political elites as may be seen in the case of the approval of same-sex marriage 
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