Do Homosexuals Choose to Be Gay?
Before attempting to answer this question, we must have a working definition of a homosexual and being gay (gayness).  We may either consider them to be synonyms of one another—that they are both in reference to the carnal desires—or make a distinction between them—that homosexuals are, as the Bible says, “homosexual offenders” and being gay is in reference to the underlying carnal attraction to members of the same sex.  If we accept the prior, the question condenses to, “Do people choose to be gay?” or, similarly, “Do people choose to be homosexual?”  If we impose a distinction, accepting the latter, the question more lucidly becomes, “Have homosexual offenders chosen to be attracted to members of the same sex?”  For the discussion we accept the latter as our frame; however, we shall answer the prior as well in responding to the latter.

Being gay, then is being attracted to members of the same sex—a wicked carnal desire that comes from the fallen, sinful nature of Adam.  However, by mulling over this concept we are left with fragmented ideas or a block of understanding fraught with holes in it like Swiss cheese.  Does having an inkling of attraction toward someone of the same sex classify someone as gay?  Is admiring the beauty of someone of the same sex (be it sexual or plutonic) constitute a gay feeling?  Need a person to have such of either of the preceding two feelings twice a week, thrice a week, twenty times a month to be certifiably gay?  Does dwelling on any such emotion further inculcate gayness?

Let’s introduce another element: must there be a complete absence of affinity toward members of the opposite sex to be gay?  Or, is only a majority of such feelings required for determining preference?   Then, if the feelings are virtually equal in intensity, may we rightfully dub an individual bisexual?  Also, given that a person is not always cognitively considering attraction toward others (again, be it plutonic or sexual in nature), may we say that a person is gay only so long as he or she is momentarily processing a feeling that may be classified as gay in orientation?  If so, we may classify this same person as straight as long as he or she is processing a feeling that is inherently straight.  Hence, we may actually consider a person (as virtually all those who are currently labeled by our nomenclature as gay) that has alternating feelings—those toward members of the same and the opposite sex—as oscillators with respect to their mercurial thoughts, emotions, and desires (TEDs).

One final word about this: Is a person straight by default?  That is, a person who has never much considered that he or she is attracted to women, nor has he or she found himself attracted to any men, is straight—even in the absence of such attractions.
“Have homosexuals chosen to be attracted to members of the same sex?”  Let’s ask a related question here: Are people born gay?  They are no more born gay than a human is born to have sinful TEDs such as malice, hatred, desires to steal, etc.  Moreover, it is utterly impossible to answer yes with any credibility given our understanding of being gay is founded upon the basis of sexually oriented TEDs.  Can a child be born who can think that males or females are more “his or her type”?  Inconceivable.  Traveling down the birth canal, the primary TEDs would be anent living and not dying—“Breathe!” “Cry!”  “You’re hungry!”  There is great stress at being born.  Absent from the newborn’s concept of reality are being gay; equally absent are any TEDs of straightness.

Is it true that a person may be genetically predisposed toward a member of the same sex?  Certainly.  Every human being is born with an undeniable proclivity toward sinful TEDs.  But it is no more true that being born with a disposition toward violence exonerates the person from the violence that may come as a result as it is true that being born with a disposition (effeminate males, masculine females) toward members of the same sex exonerates the homosexual offenses that may comes as a result of the internal bent.  Yet a bent is not grounded on fatalism.

Any thinking person may well choose to combat internal propensities with deliberate attention paid to the TEDs involved, treating their mind and heart as a customs station.  When a rebellious, ungodly TED harkens to the individual, that person has the ability to think it or not to think it, emote it or not to emote it, desire it or not to desire it.  In this way, being gay is a series of unchallenged thoughts—a bad mental and emotional habit.  Likewise, lust is an evil TED in that it is intangible and can be chosen or chosen against.  Clearly, some people are more inclined toward such lustful thoughts; however, this does not exculpate any impious culprit of the matter.
Thus, we have not ruled out the mechanism of choice; instead, we have inserted it at the center our understanding of being gay.  The element of choice is roundly indispensable, yea integral, to our understanding of being gay.  As a hot-tempered individual may choose to foster his feelings and so exacerbate the feelings of rage, so too one with occasional gay TEDs may feed this carnality or starve it by choosing not to think, emote, or desire what is unnatural, replacing these with TEDs toward members of the opposite sex or those toward God, Himself.  Countless non-gay TEDs, precursors to the gay ones, exist in individuals who regularly experience such gay ones.  “We take captive every thought to make it obedient to Christ.”  “But in your hearts always set apart Christ as Lord.”  “Love the Lord, your God, with all your heart, all your mind, all your body, and all your strength.”  Whereas the most rudimentary of precursors of gay TEDs may arise subconsciously, be instigated by genetics or circumstances and habitat, or pounce as a broad siding temptation, yet we choose whether to entertain them, as we choose whether to entertain any thoughts pursuant to these.

Entertaining TEDs (which are complexly interwoven and occur concomitantly) even for an infinitesimal amount of time and not choosing, over that interval, to reject such carnality—to be gay—constitutes a clear and unavoidable decision.  We must accept that we have a choice in this matter.  Why?  We understand that to ignore the choice to accept Jesus as Savior is the same as choosing to reject Jesus—only indirectly or passively.  Yet this does not set aside the choice duly made.  To reiterate, having gay TEDs for any time is a decision, a decision made by not choosing to do anything against such “gayness,” where gayness is grounded in and nonexistent without such gay TEDs.
Do homosexuals offenders choose or have they chosen to be attracted to members of the same sex? Given that such attraction is understood in terms of gay TEDs, which are often fleeting and alternating between gay and straight in orientation, one cannot offer the answer, “No,” because such TEDs can be chosen or rejected.  Answering, “No,” avoids the practically unavoidable responsibility and defers all causes to influences beyond a person’s control.  Scripture teaches personal responsibility with regard to sinful passion and would, by no means, do so if we had no capability or power to choose in the proposition.

However often and oscillating and although predispositions exist due to fallen humanity, attraction toward members of the same sex constitutes a decision be it active or passive.  Impressionability and coercibility are no grounds on which to reject personal responsibility based on choice.

Isn’t this being hardnosed toward those who are inclined (from their past or from their genes) toward experiencing gay TEDs?  It is being no more candid than telling men and women that we have chosen our sin over God with the consolation that we were born into the sin of Adam.  “For in Adam all die.”

Random afterthoughts
For another reason that we must answer, “Yes, homosexual offenders choose to be attracted to members of the same sex,” we turn to the fact that being gay is not even broached in Scripture.  Such desires must presumably fall under the category of carnal desires of the flesh.  Similarly, we turn to 1 Corinthians 6:9b, 10.  We must be able to control our desires of idolatry and greed, because to be one characterized by these is to be a candidate for hell.  Not mastering a potentially masterable carnal desire is to make a decision.
People assume, then, that those who have any gay TEDs now deserve the label gay, which is a sweeping generalization that serves to crystallize one’s concept of sexual orientation, confirming the false and pernicious notion of sexual orientation as a state of being.  Self-defeating is the nomenclature of a “gay person.”  By labeling someone as gay, we assume that this is a condition whereas, in reality, it is any number of isolated TEDs arising from a fallen body, mind, and soul.  And though a soul may be redeemed, yet we battle against our weak and broken physicality and carnality.

God would not create someone who is inescapably gay.  “No temptation has seized you but what is common to man, and God is faithful.  He will never let you be tempted beyond what you can bear and will always provide a way out.”  Nor does society make a person gay; however, society does tend to corrupt our sense of right and wrong and may create increasingly more inroads of sinfulness along the lines of incubating gay TEDs by means of dialogue and clouds of lies and deception.
I’m all for calling “gayness” “carnality.”  We all are carnal to some degree, just not all of us have the brand of it classified as “gay.”

