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FOREWORD 

Hello fellow humans! May Allah’s blessings be upon all of you. 

I had been thinking of writing to you ever since the SCOTUS 

judgment on Same-sex Marriage came out, but couldn’t do so due 

to a myriad of usual fixations. Then, once Reza Aslan and Hasan 

Minhaj wrote An Open Letter to American Muslims exhorting them to 

not tolerate but “celebrate” and “embrace” the SCOTUS decision, 

I once again girded my loins to tender my opinion, but couldn’t 

bring myself to do it: I think I was undernourished, but I know it was 

Ramadan . Finally, I am over with Eid of Breaking Fast and am 

writing to proffer my belated comments on the matter. 

I know much has been said and written up till now for you to realize 

that this decision is NOT going to go down well with many (if not 

most) Muslims, despite some brothers in faith (or is it religion?) 

goading to the contrary. 

While many Muslims are, and will be, writing pieces to expound the 

merits and demerits of this decision, I am beseeching you to take 

my piece as a simple rejoinder that makes you comprehend one 

thing only: WHY many Muslims will not be able to remain 

“indifferent” to – much less “celebrate” – this decision; instead, 

we’ll keep exhorting the masses to realize their folly through 

intellectual discussions and principled arguments. So, in the end, 

you shall have a complete rejoinder through which you can 

understand why we are acting the way we are acting; and NOT why 

you are wrong and we are right. 

I am doing this because I have realized how easily any reaction of a 

differing Muslim can be considered as bigotry or hate speech, all 

the while remaining oblivious of the exact reasons behind that 

reaction. I haven’t seen a single piece that expounds the dissenting 

http://religiondispatches.org/an-open-letter-to-american-muslims-on-same-sex-marriage/
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Muslim’s reasoning in a holistic manner, hitherto. I know of reasons 

that both ‘Madrassah’ dwellers and ‘Enlightened-Learned-Muslims’ 

harbor, but are either not confident enough to level them in public, 

or are unable to sift the welter of their logics and articulate them to 

a Western audience. Hence, I feel myself burdened with hurling this 

exotic set of arguments out there in an effort to guide the ongoing 

debate. 

After reading these simple reasons, you can correspond with me, 

and I assure you we’ll either have a reasoned debate over the logic 

or illogic of our arguments, or at the very least you’d have 

understood the Muslim point of view and leave them be. 

Hence, what follows in this book is why we cannot commit the 

hypocrisy of “embracing” this decision. 

A word of caution: I am going to sidestep the procedural 

arguments. Arguments like ‘Legislating from the bench’ proffered 

by Chief Justice Roberts, or ‘Social transformation without 

representation’ tendered by Justice Scalia, and similarly other legal 

dissents by Justices Thomas and Alito, that while being weighty and 

just are equally obvious and unrelated to the subject of my book. To 

the contrary, this book is all about the principled arguments against 

Homosexuality and the right to same-sex marriage. Forgive me, if 

you were looking for the former. 

A word of confession: I know I’ll be sounding overly sanctimonious 

to many. But believe you me, I’ve thought it through, and there’s 

simply no way of sidestepping this landmine. So I’m just gonna go 

ahead and do it anyway. 
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BACKGROUND 

These days, there is a tendency of ‘reducing’ every Muslim action 

or reaction to religious edicts. A few lines mentioning the issue in 

question are cited from Muslim scriptures, and the Muslim point of 

view is considered complete, and amicably represented. This 

tendency has become a norm; in fact, a standard, that if anyone tries 

to violate it: offer any detailed explanation that is, it is viewed as an 

effort to mislead the public through lengthy arguments that appear 

equally contrived, as they are justifiably strange. 

Many Muslims too have given in to this tendency. They think it 

impolite to give readers the whole lay of the land: God forbid an 

insight, which most probably would euthanize their oversimplified 

perceptions of Muslims and goad them to rethink and reform their 

views anew. Instead, they opt for the short and scenic route; a few 

words explaining the scriptural verses, and zing! they’re there. 

I have to challenge this tendency right at the outset because the 

whole issue of same-sex marriage in the light of Islam is suffering 

from it. The entire ‘litany’ of evidence presented as premise for the 

stance of Islam and subsequent behavior of the Muslims, is nothing 

but one incident of the Prophet Lot from the Holy Quran. It perfectly 

fits into the persona media has built about the booby Muslims: an 

injunction in their scripture is the sole reason for their surmised 

beliefs and outmoded conduct. Needless to say, it is veritably 

unjust. 

It’s like saying ‘you know why Muslims don’t marry their mothers 

and daughters’? ‘Cause its in their Quran, silly!’ No doubt it is in the 

Quran; and no doubt it being in the Quran is an important premises 

worthy of mention; but it is NOT the alpha and omega of it. Apart 

from the fact that there are always so many visceral arguments for 

and besides it, people who use it as a stepping stone often exhibit a 

terrible deficiency in realizing ‘why’ is it in the Quran to begin with. 
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But then again, why shouldn’t they. Any hint of reasonability or 

semblance of logic behind held beliefs would demolish the 

carefully built tiny little boxes that are widely understood to house 

half-witted and prejudiced minds of the creatures known as 

Muslims. 

This tendency is also deplorable from another angle that is more 

significant to the subject at hand. Since the premises for say a 

prohibition can so effortlessly be reduced to a few verses, it 

becomes all the more easy to offer alternate interpretations, no 

matter how flaccid and flimsy, and the established belief is 

considered zapped by those who are complete strangers to 

religious sciences. Throw in the opinion of a dissident scholar as 

well, and quelle surprise, stick a fork in it. Just in case this process 

might’ve sounded somewhat acceptable to some reader, let me 

give an example to display its vapidity. 

Let’s say a knowledgeable and trustworthy person told you that the 

height of a particular structure, say in the shape of a right-angled 

triangle, was 20 meters. After a while another person, let’s assume 

equally trustworthy, tells you that the height is actually 25 meters. 

Who are you going to believe? Let’s say both these persons agreed 

on the measurement of the other two sides of that structure. So all 

you gotta do is apply the Pythagoras’ theorem to vindicate one and 

ignore the other. 

The moral of this example is that often times in life making a decision 

about an important thing is ‘formulaic’ and ‘derivable’ from a 

principle. You don’t merely have to defer your judgment to mystery 

and enigma. Neither do you need to hitch your discernment to 

credibility: he must be right because he’s more credible. One should 

never relegate one’s own intellectual acuity to someone else’s 

credibility; especially in the aforementioned scenario, where the 

right answer can be derived straightforwardly from a series of well-
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known propositions. Well, deriving Islamic injunctions is one such 

scenario. 

When Muslims tell you that this and that verses in their scripture 

prohibit or allow so and so practice, they are telling you a ‘verdict’ 

that has considerable reasoning behind it; which is not only 

perfectly derivable independent of the statement of the verdict, in 

addition it is consistent and compatible with other injunctions of the 

scripture with such tight integrity that any effort of cross-dressing: 

and the scripture itself vomits it out. It is not like if someone can 

interpret some part of the statement differently and the whole 

injunction shamelessly succumbs to the witch of polysemy – 

irredeemable from the dungeons of linguistic relativity. 

Islamic stance on homosexuality and same-sex marriage has 

become one such skewed and inadequately dilated issue in the 

media. A few verses from the Quran are being examined with this 

same reckless abandon. It is as if someone can show that A can be 

interpreted as B – like for example, ‘zauj’ means spouse and 

therefore can be interpreted as both male and female, people of 

‘Lot’ (pbuh) were destroyed for the crime of rape not sodomy – the 

proscription magically becomes prescription, with the scripture 

trembling at the feet of this ‘linguistic genius’ who had just done the 

one ‘ingenious’ thing no one had ever thought of doing before, i.e. 

open up a dictionary. 

Anyhow, I think it is a foregone conclusion by now that tendering 

radical new interpretations involves a little more than opening up 

lexicons. But disabusing readers of these facetious interpretations 

is something I have intentionally relegated to the last part of this 

book. It is simple and easy and isn’t something I wish to spend much 

of my time on anyway. What I am interested in this book is to present 

this ‘outlandish’ idea that convincing Muslims on a particular belief 

takes a little more ‘stuff’ than a few words in the scripture. In fact, 
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the few words of the scripture are predicated on this ‘stuff’ to begin 

with. 

Apropos, my purpose is to enlist and adequately explain all the – 

conscious or unconscious – reasons why Muslims disapprove of 

same-sex marriage. 

The Verdict 
On 26 June 2015, the unthinkable happened. A nation that hasn’t 

even ratified a globally recognized UN’s women’s rights bill 

(CEDAW: Convention to Eliminate All Forms of Discrimination 

Against Women), declared same-sex marriage lawful. I am not 

going to go into the details of the verdict, as by the time this book 

comes out, it will already be a matter of public knowledge. Anyone 

still interested in the details of the Obergefell v. Hodges case or its 

5-4 verdict, can google it. There’s a plethora of articles out there, 

enough to sate the most voracious appetites. 

While the decision wasn’t something new and unheard of in this 

topsy-turvy world of the present day - as some European countries 

had already done it much earlier – this iteration felt different and 

somehow significant: For us Eastern Muslims, anyways. 

I don’t know why but when the United States of America puts its foot 

down on something, it feels much more substantial and freakishly 

personal to Muslims, than it does for any other country in the World. 

I think it is in part due to the Big Brother status US enjoys, in part a 

bond perhaps that is felt between nations that were ruled by the 

same Masters, and in part due to Hollywood and its omnipresent 

entertainment industry comprising of programs that are somehow 

much more relatable than any other country’s themes and memes. 

And how could I forget the silicon valley, of course, that too! 

Apart from the diametrical ways the US owns and drives the 

metaphorical shackles on the rest of the world, in quite a number of 
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ways any changes in the US cultural landscape have a much graver 

effect on the lives of much of the Muslim world, in particular. This is 

due to the level of acceptance in the hearts and minds it enjoys. Most 

of the educated Muslims, who in turn shepherd hordes of 

uneducated ones, have this witting or unwitting belief that US 

culture is the closest thing to real-life version of Utopia; a perfect 

mix of ‘Human Nature’ and ‘Enlightenment’. I don’t know how and 

why it came about to be, but this belief is subscribed to widely in 

many of the Muslim countries. (Now please don’t consider it an 

endorsement for the political transgressions US commits often 

mercilessly; I’m merely talking of the cultural memes.) I’m not going 

to go in any further detail in the how and why of this, because this in 

itself demands quite an exhaustive discussion. I meant to just point 

to the amplified status ‘happenings’ in the US enjoy in the minds of 

Muslims. And herein, in this incident, what it means to be a human 

was perchance unilaterally revised. How could something so 

ubiquitously profound and inalienably personal be left unattended? 

Hence, although same-sex marriage as an issue was hovering 

around on the global stage, haunting us with a demon we knew we 

were soon to confront, when US gave way to it, it was as if sh*t just 

became real. We knew that due to the sheer amplitude, never mind 

the low frequency, afforded to it due to its acceptance in US might 

act as a juggernaut for the rest of the world. I mean we knew, that 

whether we Muslims accept it or reject it, the issue could no longer 

be ignored. Someone just exhumed something we had most 

conveniently chosen to forget, or at least hide, and slammed it in our 

face. 

Thus, when the verdict came, I don’t know whether US citizens 

realized it or not, the sound of their Liberty bell was heard tolling 

across the world. It was time to organize the arguments, break open 

the sequestered cartons of logical ammo, for and against the 

verdict, for the moment of truth had arrived. I, for one, was hoping 
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to see quite a spirited and explosive competition between the 

advocates and dissenters of the verdict. Being air-gapped to quite 

an extent, on account of geographical distance alone if nothing else, 

I knew I’ll be sitting on the sidelines watching the ‘Big Boys’ play. 

So I got front-row tickets to this spectacular match, made 

arrangements for an uninterruptible supply of popcorn….but very 

shortly it transpired that the match was utterly one-sided as my side 

relied on stuff the other side either didn’t recognize or didn’t value, 

and the stuff they did value was untraceable in my camp as my 

elders weren’t even willing to put up a fight. It looked like a sham. 

Hence, I have cancelled the order for additional supply of popcorns, 

broken open my sports gear, and have decided to jump in the 

colosseum to pitch my side of the arguments to the world. I know I 

have a quiver full of arrows, the foundation I am standing on is firm 

and steady, while the other side is standing on wafer thin ice. 

Ok. So I shall bisect, before I dissect. One bisected part is 

Homosexuality; and the other one is Same-sex marriage. Though the 

latter is dependent on the former, nevertheless it merits an analysis 

independent of the latter. 

Henceforth, I am going to delineate and then elaborate three 

arguments that address each part. I intend for it to serve as a ready 

reckoner for anybody who wishes to comprehensively address and 

counter the Muslim point of view. And so that the constituent parts 

of each proposition are sufficiently expressed as a representative 

and holistic discourse on a Muslim’s arguments and his/her 

reasoning. 
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WHY DO MUSLIMS DISAPPROVE OF 

HOMOSEXUALITY 

Homosexuality is ‘Unclean’ 
The orthodox understanding of Muslims is that Homosexuality is a 

‘sin’. But as you can see, I intentionally did not use the word in the 

heading. And that is because it has become such an inconsequent 

and abhorrent term in the eyes of many among the areligious west 

that the very mention of it makes them roll their eyes and irks them. 

That is partly because of the brutal religious history the word 

evokes; and partly because they have never tried to comprehend 

WHY something is declared as a ‘sin’. Now I have it on good 

authority that what I am about to say will resonate with other Semitic 

religions as well, but due to the lack of a legitimately recognized 

right to do so, probability of disavowal and surety of sounding too 

generic, I’ll limit myself to Islam. 

Contrary to popular perception, there’s nothing mysterious or 

esoteric about the concept of sin. You see ‘sin’ in Islam is nothing 

but an impurity/dirt that sullies the human-self, the abhorrence of 

which is manifest. ‘Dirt’ in this sense is not merely ‘physical dirt’, but 

rather anything that is ‘unfit’ for usage as per the ‘Higher 

Consciousness’ of humans: It can be a dirt on the physical body, it 

can be a dirt that we ingest, it can be a dirt in our actions, as it can 

be a dirt in our beliefs. That is why we’ve been taught to avoid all 

forms and slightest traces of bodily impurities like feces or urine etc. 

or even things that might lead to impurities such as pubic and armpit 

hair etc., and all forms of ‘unclean’ food items like blood and pig 

meat etc., and all forms of ‘unclean’ actions like lying or stealing etc. 

and all forms of contaminated beliefs (I’d rather not give any 

example). If therefore, for generalization, our entire religion can be 

reduced to one single term, it would be ‘Cleanliness’: as it bars us 

not but from ‘uncleanliness’ in all its forms and manifestations! 
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For purposes of simplicity, let me put it this way: we Muslims have 

two axes on our imaginary graph that we use to decide whether to 

do something or avoid it, and these are: One axis is the ‘Good-Bad’ 

axis, which I am sure everyone uses, that guides us in terms of 

benefit and harm. The other axis is ‘Clean-Dirty’ axis, and this one 

might be unique to us or different at least, which guides us about the 

fitness of a particular thing for a particular purpose. In short, if 

something is ‘dirty’, i.e. unfit for that purpose, we avoid it. The dirty 

might not necessarily be bad; but we avoid it on principle. Thus, 

when we avoid consumption of blood, or pig meat OR meat of any 

and all carnivores / omnivores for that matter, it is because of the 

‘Dirty’! If that dirty goes on to be discovered as bad too…good 

enough! However, is not at all essential. 

Hence, before I make my point, I wanted to make sure you 

understand the concept of sin in Islam and how conscious we 

Muslims are in matters of cleanliness. It is not like we consider 

something a sin just because of the few words proscribing it in the 

scripture. No, not at all. The whole process goes like this: We 

strongly experience the wrongness and/or abhorrence of an act or 

belief as an unshakeable feeling inside us; and then once a religious 

injunction ‘comes’ endorsing that feeling, it simply affirms what we 

already knew. It’s not like Islam convinces us to do something or not 

do something out of thin air, while there is indifference within 

ourselves. People not cognizant with this process, therefore, 

unjustly minimize a religious declaration of ‘sin’ as something 

external and disconnected with inherent human impulses. 

With this premise, let’s rush to my conclusion. In sexual acts also, 

we Muslims take extreme care of not mixing ‘Clean’ with ‘Unclean’. 

For instance, we do not copulate with our wives during 

menstruation, until the blood stops – or to put it as per the case I’ve 

built this far – till they become ‘Clean’ for sex. We consider taking 

a bath as mandatory after intercourse, to become clean again. 
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Similarly, we do not have anal sex, because it is inherently 

‘Unclean’. And herein, perhaps, lies our difference. 

You see, vaginal sex is ‘Clean’ to us Muslims because there is a 

distinct separation within the premises between the tract from 

where the urine comes out and where the semen is delivered. The 

same separation is not there in anal sex. Thus as per the formula of 

‘Cleanliness’, anal sex is a sin, because it is unclean. And since we 

consider anal sex with our own wives a sin, anal sex with another 

man…all the more sin! But you guessed it right: it is only applicable 

to gays. Since this eventuality does not arise in case of lesbians, thus 

this aspect of uncleanliness is not applicable to them. 

So there you have it. The 1st reason we disapprove of homosexuality 

is that it is inherently ‘unclean’ vis-à-vis a ‘sin’! 

Homosexuality is ‘Against Human 

Nature’ 
Depending on which side of the ‘Nature vs Nurture’ debate you lie 

on, I know this statement might sound offensive to some; to some, 

ignorant; while others will absolutely certify it. But please bear with 

me, and recall that I am only telling you ‘why’ we Muslims are 

reacting in a certain manner! 

I hope you do know though, that in the past century or so, this nature 

debate has taken many tosses and turns. Opinions ranging from 

‘Blank-slatism’ to ‘genetic-determinism’ to ‘universal human nature’ 

have all been promulgated and rebuttals propagated. 

Nevertheless, anybody familiar with scientific developments knows 

it for a fact that this debate is still going on and has yet to reach any 

logical conclusion. So what do we do till the time that happens? 

We do what seems most reasonable to us! And to us Muslims, the 

most reasonable belief is that there ‘is’ a universal human nature 

(and this is independent of the fact that God said so in our Holy 
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Scripture). There are certain aspects of ourselves that are so 

universally present in various disconnected societies in the world, 

and have remained so throughout history, that it is veritably logical 

to believe that there indeed is an innate human nature. But even 

after this belief, there still remains the question that which features 

belong to this innate human nature, and which are simply 

preferences and idiosyncrasies of particular times and cultures. 

Fortunately, though, this dilemma of not being able to scientifically 

prove which feature belongs to which category does not for a 

moment cloud our judgment in many cases. Especially where this 

innate nature is corroborated by physiology, anatomy or other 

biological factors. 

We Muslims believe it is our human nature that guides us in making 

so many unconscious decisions that if we stop and argue why we are 

doing certain things, we would have to indulge in an overly 

protracted and invidious debate. Why we don’t eat or drink 

excrement, why we like to remain clean, why we are repulsed by 

foul smells, why we have an immutable sense of justice, why we feel 

thankful and indebted, and so so many other aspects of our lives that 

the moment any explanation other than an innate nature is given, it 

seems utterly contrived and convoluted. 

As humans, we know that while our natures overlap with other living 

creatures of this world to quite an extent, we have many aspects of 

our nature that are unique to us and might not have any overlap with 

any other creature. Our heightened sense of cleanliness is one. Our 

greater sense of shame, and therefore clothing, is another. You 

know where I’m going with this…right! 

We therefore argue that our sexual discipline is also affected, if not 

ruled, by our human nature. I am not arguing every part of this 

discipline is; many parts may very well have been a result of 

downright pragmatism, culture or other external stimuli; but I am 
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arguing that some parts are. And among these parts is our disgust 

for incest, and homosexuality. 

We don’t need any reason other than human nature itself to consider 

these orientations as repugnant and a perversion. And we have tried 

and tested that no number of assenters are going to change our 

revulsion to these acts. Just like no amount of arguments are going 

to convince or acquiesce us to reconsider ingesting excrement, 

walking around naked in public and mating with our moms OR 

accepting these desires as normal human orientations, no amount of 

uncanny or ‘but I like to…’ reasoning is going to appease us to 

reconsider homosexual behavior as normal. 

Hence, till the time there is an absolute scientific discovery that 

unequivocally defines and elucidates our visceral impulses and 

natural instincts thereby vindicating homosexuality, this is where 

we stand! 

Homosexuality is ‘Against Reason’ 
We Muslims (I’d like to say humans, but due to ensuing reasons, I 

think I’ll restrict my argument religiously) believe humans have the 

distinct faculty and fortitude to discover the ‘purpose’ of things 

around and within us, and have the wisdom to use them accordingly. 

We know some animals are made for food; some to ride; and many 

others for either and neither. We know what purpose our organs 

serve and use each one of them accordingly. For instance, we know 

to place the food in the mouth. All the energy and pleasure in the 

world we wish to seek from food, if we wish to seek it, can be and 

should be experienced in the mouth. 

Similarly, the organs taking part in sexual acts are also obvious; as 

is the sun in the sky. We know it and have always known it. 

If a few, or many, people tomorrow become fond of rectal feeding, 

should we then consider this tendency normal (just the thought of 
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what menus and eating utensils at restaurants would look like scares 

the bejesus out of me)? Similarly, if a few or many women and men 

have started liking anal sex, should we consider that tendency 

normal? Both pleasures and purposes have their proper premises, 

then why shouldn’t any other premise for that particular purpose be 

considered as improper? 

We humans are much wiser than to ignore that this whole system of 

life around us is working only because right things are used for the 

right purpose. It is our experience that the slightest misallocation, 

due to the tiniest miscalculation, or misperception, can lead to 

horrendous consequences. It would be an understatement to say 

that to conflate normal and abnormal in case of such a ‘seminal’ 

activity that is the foundation for the most ‘basic’ unit of society, as 

per our universal experience, can bear the most undesirable 

results. 

Congrats SCOTUS! You just decided to allow an ionic bond between 

two positive atoms in open contravention to known laws of nature 

that were in place for millennia. We should at least keep our fingers 

crossed. Shouldn’t we? 
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SIN OR CRIME? 

So these are the three reasons we consider Homosexuality as 

unacceptable and condemnable. But for people who even remotely 

understand Islam, should by now have deduced that these reasons 

– i.e. it is unclean, unnatural and unreasonable – are ‘only sufficient’ 

to consider homosexuality as a sin: NOT a crime; and therefore, is 

the personal business of individuals. Society can preach and 

educate individuals and encourage them to abstain from sins. In 

fact, the whole system of Islam is protected by a very fundamental 

principle known as “اا ررمررررر ررب ا رر  اررر رر  الررررف ررمرر رربالاا  which can be ”امررب

translated as “Enjoining what is good and admonishing what is 

bad”. But till the time a sin remains a sin and does not cross over 

into becoming a crime, the only way to do this ‘enjoining’ and 

‘admonition’ is through wisdom and beautiful preaching. But, you 

might rightly ask, when does a sin become a crime? 

A sin can only become a crime if it can be ‘clearly’ deduced that that 

particular sin is harmful to others, or has a considerable chance of 

harming others, or to the society, at large. In a very few cases this 

declaration can even be based on harm to one’s own self, but that is 

more likely an exception to the rule and not the rule itself in Islam 

(like suicide etc.). 

Therefore, unless it can be shown that homosexuality causes harm 

to others, or bears a significant chance of harming others, only then, 

in Islam, can it as a sin be criminalized. Since it has NOT been 

criminalized in Islam through divine legislation, we are at liberty to 

do so, or not, as per our discernment. And when I or anybody makes 

any claim about Islam, he/she means that the two sources of 

legislation in Islam – the religious scripture i.e. the Holy Quran, and 

the Sunnah i.e. the established actions of the Holy Prophet – have 

legislated something about a particular act, or alternatively have 

deferred it entirely to our judgment as human beings. While the 
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Quran unequivocally discusses homosexuality as a sin, it is a fact 

that no worldly legislation for the act, and therefore its 

criminalization, could be found in these two sources of our religion. 

Apropos, until the time a reasonable argument is made and 

accepted by masses in favor of declaring homosexuality as harmful 

to others or the society at large, this orientation shall stay on the 

level of ‘sin only’ for us Muslims. While any nation retains the right 

to criminalize or vindicate it based on its own preferred reasoning, 

we Muslims can ‘tolerate’ it, be ‘indifferent’ to it, and if some of us 

want to be more virtuous, can ‘preach’ against it, but none of us can 

‘embrace’ or ‘celebrate’ it; just like we cannot in case of ‘fornication’ 

or ‘incest’. You might have every right to commit all these acts, yet 

we have every right to denounce them… of course, remaining 

within the ambit of the law of the land that we live in. 
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TO BROTHERS RAZA ASLAN & HASAN 

MINHAJ 

Notwithstanding, two renowned Muslims in the West have 

misappropriated two popular and emotional buzzwords to argue in 

favor of ‘celebration’ and ‘embracing’ the right to same-sex 

marriage. While I am absolutely certain they did it in good will, 

nevertheless, my issue is with their logic, which seems to be 

intrinsically flawed.  

One of these buzzwords was ‘democracy’. Democracy though is 

very much built on the principle of freedom, but we all know, it is 

the principle we must respect and admire, not its every application. 

It would be like arguing that since we celebrate the principle that 

majority of representatives of people are able to make laws in a 

country, we must not object to any law enacted by them. It’s simply 

incorrect. Voicing concerns and objections and trying to overturn 

an enacted law in a civil manner, is veritable democracy, and in no 

way -undemocratic. I mean, apart from this judgment being a 

product of judicial aristocracy and not an act of parliament, of 

course.  

The second buzzword was ‘minority rights’. Well, just because some 

entity is a minority, or for that matter a majority even, does not 

accrue the right to be considered beyond reproach or criticism. 

This argument, hence, is a fallacy to begin with. But what was 

probably malicious, was that it was implied, in a subtle manner I 

might add, that perhaps Muslims being a minority should not rally 

against these rights demanded by other minorities or else many 

rights of Muslims might also be taken away. The implication being 

that Islam too has many or some practices that are equally 

unreasonable or anti-social. Hence, it was a you-scratch-my-back-i-

scratch-yours argument.  
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Being a Muslim let me syllable out this to you: If there is any Islamic 

practice that is unreasonable or anti-social, the majority has every 

right to disallow that practice. Just because we want our 

unreasonable practices to thrive, we shouldn’t call others out – that 

is a hypocritical argument…and a poor one at that! Therefore, I 

vehemently denounce this logic of sinister-reciprocity. We are 

telling them off because we don’t believe every practice of a 

minority, or even a majority, is sacrosanct or inalienable – and 

especially one, that is likely to affect us and everybody directly. 
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WHY DO MUSLIMS DENOUNCE THE 

RIGHT TO SAME-SEX MARRIAGE 

Again, there are three reasons we Muslims cannot ‘endorse’ the 

SCOTUS decision: because as per our line of reasoning, lesbians 

and gays might love their partners, can desire to be allowed to 

announce and celebrate their love, but the state cannot and must not 

call this love a ‘marriage’. 

Definition of Marriage Cannot be 

Reduced to ‘Celebration of Love’ 
We think Western people have come to believe in a very different 

conception of the institution of marriage, which to us Muslims is 

unbelievably infantile. 

The definition of marriage that is there in the backs of Western 

minds that underpins all their legal and social constructs is that it is 

a right that cannot be taken away from people who wish to celebrate 

their love for each other. In other words, you think marriage is there 

because humanity decided to establish an institution to satisfy 

peoples’ desire of being recognized as ‘lovers’. You think it 

revolves around, and is restricted to, the people seeking legal 

recognition of their love and companionship. We think, this is an 

incorrect perception that couldn’t be farther from reality. 

We Muslims think (again I would like to make the case for all 

humans, but eh…) that to think that societies establish institutions 

because of ‘love’ or ‘desires’ is utterly ignorant and ahistorical. 

Societies or nations don’t erect institutions because of ‘loves’ and 

‘desires’, but only because of ‘needs’. Because a veritable need 

presents itself, and appeals to the higher consciousness of humans, 

does society recognize the need to address that ‘need’ centrally and 

institutionally. The need to defend arose among humans, and 
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thereafter, societies: thus, societies established armed forces. 

People might have ‘loved’ to fight for their honor, land and 

belongings long before that, and many people still ‘love’ to join the 

Armed Forces to be called as soldiers and to defend their countries, 

but the institution of armed forces does not merely exist to satisfy 

such peoples’ desires. It exists because of a need. Peoples’ desires 

are commendable, and may act as a natural force to sustain the 

erected institution, but no one in his/her right mind can be mistaken 

for even a moment that the institution was established to satisfy 

these desires alone, and therefore must operate according to these 

desires. It is ‘needs’ that dictate the laws of institutions, not ‘desires’. 

Keeping in view this line of reasoning and perception, it can be 

rightly deduced, then, that institutions pertain more to the people 

joining the institutions and less or nada to any other people or their 

needs. We believe it’s the exact opposite. 

We think the institution of marriage was established because of the 

need for amicable upbringing of the next generation. Human 

civilization, facilitated by nature, deduced that they needed a 

factory that not only ensured the excruciating task of bringing and 

rearing the next generation of humans in this world, they 

recognized that it must be done in a way that is ‘natural’ and ‘clean’. 

‘Natural’: because they realized how cumbersome this process is 

and therefore must be done in a manner where the people 

responsible to do this are ‘driven’ and ‘compelled’ to do this by 

their very own desires; and ‘Clean’: because they realized that the 

coming human generation would as much be concerned about 

modesty and the unblemished cleanliness of their lineage as they 

presently were. Thus, marriage to us is ‘Future-centric’. 

Sure, people wanted to celebrate their love and announce their life-

long companionship in our conception of marriage as well. But in 

our conception it was done to celebrate and announce the fact that 

this man has chosen that woman to undertake this mammoth task of 



Why Do Muslims Denounce the Right To Same-Sex Marriage 

19 

bringing another functional member of the society into this world. 

And to declare it to the entire society that they together are to be 

held responsible for this new person of the next generation. 

The fact that you think that ‘love’ – which was supposed to act as a 

facilitator and catalyst in this process – is complete, in and of itself, 

to have necessitated the need for such a noble institution that 

separates us from animals, is therefore childish to us. Societies and 

nations have no business in being concerned with establishing 

institutions merely to satisfy peoples’ desires (like to announce their 

love). They only step in when regulation is required to address a 

veritable need of the society. 

I think, however, that this decision is completely in line with the 

‘frivolity-centric’ ethos of the present Western society. We think this 

is because they are on a ‘liberty-high’: simply driving under the 

influence of this high. We do think, however, that it is going to be 

short-lived. But short-lived in social sciences terms might be two or 

three generations. And this is because nature, like water, finds its 

own level and makes its own way. 

Hence, in our perception, the notion of homosexuality belies the 

very purpose of this noble institution and addresses no ‘need’ of the 

society. 

Marriage is taken – Use a Different 

Name 
The patent of ‘marriage’ is already taken! It has had a definition, 

whether expressed or implied, since time immemorial. To 

incorporate stuff that demands redefining the very nature of this 

‘term’ is technically incorrect. 

In this era of copyrights and patents, we are much wiser than to 

commit such blunders. When the state wishes to recognize a 

particular conception, isn’t it proper to give a different patent to the 
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petitioner depending on the implications of the petition. People 

asking that their love should be protected and legally recognized 

have a right to do so. But if the state wants to recognize it, it is bound 

by logic that it should recognize it through a different institution that 

does not infringe on another institution. 

After all, isn’t the nature of homosexual bonding fundamentally 

different from heterosexual ones? Aren’t you going to devise new 

and convoluted laws for sexual harassment and infidelity and 

crossdressing etc.? By all means, recognize this bonding if you don’t 

see any societal harm in it, but do so through a different patent. After 

all, don’t you already call homosexuals ‘gays’ and ‘lesbians’. In fact, 

instead of us coining a name for their ‘union’ let them propose a 

name that is beautiful to them and not derogatory in the least. We 

won’t object to it. But what you’ve done is co-allot a globally shared 

patent in a manner which is absolutely contradictory to laws of 

intellectual property. Words like ‘Marriage’, ‘Wedding’, ‘Holy 

Matrimony’ etc. are already taken. Please have the good sense of 

using different words for this diametrically different union. 

‘Human Nature’ Has Practically Been 

Declared ‘Unacceptable’ in 

Legislation 
This, perhaps, is the most significant reason we Muslims are going 

to denounce the SCOTUS decision vociferously. It is less of the 

decision itself, more about legal precedent it sets for the future! 

While giving this decision the honorable judges have declared that 

any arguments based on natural human instincts are untenable in 

courts of law. This might not have been expressly reflected in the 

text of the verdict; yet it is implicit and obvious and crying out loud 

from every page of the text of the verdict. 
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By comparing the arguments for gay-marriage with cross-ethnic 

marriages, law of coverture and what not, the verdict clearly implies 

that there is no core human nature: it is not only impressionable, 

alterable and subjective, but also that no part of it is ‘fixed’. And due 

to it’s limitless elasticity, it cannot be used as a tenable evidence in 

any court of law. 

To say that this blatant minimization (or is it outright rejection!) of 

‘Human Nature’ is ominous, would be a gross understatement. 

There are literally hundreds of threads in our moral fabric that owe 

their existence to this one shared bulwark. I state without hesitation 

that after reduction of ‘Nature-arguments’ from future legal 

discussions, SCOTUS, with the single stroke of a pen has effectively 

removed all pivots held firm by ‘normative behavior’. Incest, 

cannibalism, nudity, bestiality and an infinite number of 

unimaginable orientations have come up for grabs. The ammo to 

argue against their permissibility has been reduced to arguments 

pertaining to ‘harm’ only. And I tell you without exaggeration, that 

their impermissibility is absolutely untenable on account of ‘harm’ 

only! 

I therefore think that unless this decision is reversed, the very 

essence of being human, and running a society connected by a 

common thread of humanity, has been lost. There is a slippery-slope 

which is only visible to those who believe there is a human nature. 

Muslims should do their best to not let it be subtracted here, by this 

decision; for thereafter, there will be no bringing it back, ever.  

So that’s that! Now, before I make my closing arguments, let me 

enunciate this with utmost passion and clarity: We do not hate you, 

homosexuals! Or their advocates! Our religion is unambiguous in 

teaching us that hate is reserved for sins, not the sinners. In fact, we 

have nothing but love, compassion and sympathy for those who in 

our perception have strayed past the leeway of nature. And that is 

why we’ll keep preaching what we think is right, with reasoning and 
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arguments that are open to inspection and counter. There are no 

infallible popes in Islam; only error-prone humans. We’ll preach 

and guide because we love you like our brothers and sisters. But the 

moment we stop doing this: i.e. we stop exhorting and debating with 

you, you should contemplate that we might have started hating you 

– and not the other way around. 
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SO HOW DO WE CLASSIFY 

HOMOSEXUALITY? 

In the spirit of being straightforward and forthcoming, I would also 

like to divulge that if Muslims do not consider homosexuality as a 

normative behavior then what do we consider it to be?  

Well most Muslims, you’ll find, consider it either a perversion, or a 

sickness. Let’s take sickness first. 

There are researches, which can be easily googled, that claim 

homosexuality is perhaps biological. Please go through these 

researches carefully: you’ll find that none of these obviates the need 

for search and analysis of other external factors and stimuli that 

might have affected, or maybe even activated, this orientation in 

subject individuals. One can certainly find an odd research that 

does not cite this possibility as a logical conclusion; yet it can be 

readily deduced by the scope or findings of these researches by the 

reader on his own. Nevertheless, prudent and academically honest 

researchers have highlighted this conclusion consistently. 

But for a moment and sake of the argument, let’s assume the extreme 

inference of these researches: that homosexuality is ‘totally’ and 

‘absolutely’ biological; that this is a birth attribute; external factors, 

if any, have negligible or no effect on the subject’s orientation. 

Assumption complete? 

Now ask yourself: does this proposition alone precludes the 

possibility of it being a disease? Certainly not! Because we know, 

there are so many conditions and attributes that a child is born with. 

Many can be eccentric conditions; so many can manifest as genetic 

attributes. But despite the fact that they are biological, doctors still 

classify them as diseases and abnormalities. Therefore, this 

argument is way out of its depth to begin with. 
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The only cogent argument that is possible here starts after this 

argument’s outcome is completely harvested. And that argument is: 

is it a disease? Or not? And the answer to this would depend on how 

we define normality and non-disease.  

Most Muslims believe, owing to both physiology and statistics 

throughout human history, that homosexuality IS an abnormality; 

thereby behooving treatment. If researches put its blame totally on 

heredity and biology, pathological treatments must be sought and 

adopted in order to quarantine and isolate its effects. If researches 

show that despite biological predeterminations external stimuli 

have much influence in activating and swerving this orientation, 

then efforts must be focused on putting in place a broader spectrum 

of social measures along with pathological ones. 

And if homosexuality is going to be branded as a new ‘normal’, then 

its advocates have to employ hell of a lot of mental gymnastics in 

educating the dissenters why physiological, anatomical and 

statistical evidence is not on their side. 

And then, many Muslims ardently view it as a perversion. Let’s 

discuss this road not taken in some detail too. 

Perversion is defined as an aberrant sexual practice or interest, 

especially when habitual. Most westerners, conservative or liberal, 

still, as of today, consider some sexual acts to be a perversion. 

Incest is one glaring example, that has survived this classification. 

Homosexuality was also considered one till only a few years back. 

Some would argue that it still is, but statistics show that its 

acceptability among the masses is increasing day by day in the 

West. But not so much in the East. So what is going on? 

There are some core deviances that have been commonly held as 

perversions throughout human history, and across nations. As I have 

pled in this book, Muslims consider this commonality to be a 

function of our human nature, but please feel free to chalk it up to 
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some other variable. What we Eastern Muslims are observing, 

though, is a credulity of the enlightened West to rebrand age-old 

deviances as legitimate orientations. Sex out of wedlock, for 

instance, is no longer even frowned upon. It was decriminalized 

much earlier; now it’s no longer even a matter of raising eyebrows. 

The decriminalization of fornication and adultery was a matter 

connected with ‘freedom’ and ‘privacy’, therefore is much less 

objectionable. In fact, in a way, it brought contemporary law much 

closer to Islamic law. But delegitimizing their ‘frown-able’ status was 

a matter of so called ‘moral upheaval’. That is to say that the 

enlightened West is now considering these deeds as part of 

‘normative behavior’; not because of ‘freedom’ or ‘privacy’ but 

rather ‘new and improved standards of morality’. Similar is the case 

with homosexuality. 

We Muslims – especially those living in the East having the distinct 

privilege of not being too close to the issue and observing from a 

distance – believe that part of these ongoing radical reinventions in 

the human behavior department is a consequence of rabid Western 

decadence, which is a function of luxury. Luxury, it seems, is a dual 

edged weapon. On the one side it frees up minds from the shackles 

of prejudice or unreason; but on the other, it disconnects the same 

minds from reality. We, therefore, think ridding homosexuality from 

any blemishes of perversion is a function of this latter side-effect. 

Not every offence and deviance is a result of psychological disorder 

- Muslims would claim. The human being commits wrongs many a 

times knowingly. Many a times he gets addicted to a wrong he 

committed once, no matter how reluctantly. Many a times he uses 

openly contrived excuses to justify his self-evident aberrant 

fixations. And when he sees that the people around are too naïve to 

discover or reject their deceit and trickery, they endeavor to 

legitimize their addictions in the garb of the theory of all too willing 

unreasonable mercy and reckless endorsements of the West. 
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Muslims therefore believe that homosexuality is still practiced by 

many simply because of the addiction to a perverse activity. They 

are neither born with an incapacity to feel attraction towards the 

opposite sex, nor have lost it later on. They are just trying to use the 

‘biology card’ to continue their perversions, unabated. 

Even if they have lost the attraction to the opposite sex, it doesn’t 

mean that their new-found attraction is A-Okay – logically speaking. 

It doesn’t even mean that their loss of attraction is irreversible. But 

even if it is, why shouldn’t we accept the same reasoning for those 

who indulge in incest. After all, is falling in love with one’s sister, 

mother or daughter any more unimaginable than falling in love with 

someone from the other end of the spectrum? 

Perversions or diseases: they are unacceptable, as they are 

unnatural. To think that something cannot be a perversion just 

because some people claim they have lost the ability to feel 

attracted towards any ‘other’, is unreasonable; just like if someone 

does not feel attracted to any person but his sister or mother cannot 

obviate this label. And if he’s telling the truth, and if there is no 

treatment or medication to reverse this affliction, even then we 

Muslims recommend lifetime celibacy: for the homosexuals, as for 

the incestuous. Sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander. 
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SO ARE MUSLIMS HOMOPHOBIC 

THEN? 

Merriam Webster’s online dictionary defines homophobia as: 

“Irrational fear of, aversion to, or discrimination 

against homosexuality or homosexuals” 

Unfortunately, this definition is more de jure than de facto. Because, 

any rational sensitivity or discomfort towards the idea of 

homosexuality is also tantamount to homophobia, generally 

speaking. Thus, by the de facto definition, it is hard to say that 

Muslims are not homophobic. 

The Muslim point of view on this epithet, however, is that we are 

neither homophobic nor homophiles; but we are NOT indifferent 

either. For what its worth though, it must be stated that the reaction 

of an educated Muslim will never be hatred towards, or fear of, 

homosexuals. It will almost certainly be like that towards a person 

having incestuous relationship; ‘Bordering on disgust’, therefore, 

would be the correct description. This means that caution will be 

exercised in the proximity of a homosexual, while preference will 

always be given to ‘evasive maneuvers’. By caution I mean, self-

conscious for subtly staying between despise and platonic. I mean, 

just think of the reaction one has towards a person who practices 

incest, and it would be a fair description of reaction of the Muslims 

towards gays and lesbians. 
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MOPPING UP ARGUMENTS THAT 

ALLEGE ‘QURAN IS NOT AGAINST 

HOMOSEXUALITY’ 

Now lets get down to brass tacks. You know, the Quranic prohibition 

and its dissenters…remember! 

Scriptures of all the three major Abrahamic religions, i.e. Judaism, 

Christianity and Islam, contain the same tale of the prophet ‘Lot’ 

(pbuh), a contemporary of ‘Abraham’ (pbuh), who was sent to 

caution the people of ‘Sodom and Gomorrah’ of the imminent divine 

punishment, which was consequently meted out, for their 

homosexuality (Sodomy in particular; in fact the term owes its 

existence to this very incident). Disputing homosexuality’s ‘sinful’ 

status in Abrahamic religions is, therefore, pretty much an 

impossibility. But that is not to say that some people did not dare it! 

I don’t know much about Christians and Jews, but some Muslims, 

and quite learned for that matter, are disputing the sinful status of 

homosexuality, citing alternate interpretations of verses of the 

Quran. None of these alternate interpretations merits a response; as 

they are quite contrived even to the untrained eye; while to the 

trained eye, these are downright facetious. Notwithstanding, I have 

decided to offer a very very brief rebuttal only for those commoners 

who accept or reject opinions only on the basis of who is uttering 

them, not what is being uttered, so that the blatant disregard for 

common sense these interpretations ask of their believers should 

be made obvious. 

There are only two main arguments that have been presented in 

favor of, or should I say in indifference towards, homosexuality from 

the Quran. These are: 
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1. The people of Lot weren’t destroyed by God because of 

homosexuality; they were destroyed because of raping other males. 

Therefore, homosexuality is not a sin! 

2. Quran uses the gender-neutral word ‘zauj’, translated as ‘spouse’, 

for partners in a married couple. This means that marriage in the 

sight of God is not limited to male-female only, at least semantically 

speaking. 

Let’s quickly discuss each one separately. Don’t worry, I won’t bore 

you with arcane exegesis: more so because these allegations aren’t 

worthy of any! 

The Sinful Status is Explicit, Not Implicit, 

in the Quran 
Irrespective of the fact that the destruction of the people of Lot 

(peace be upon him) was actually brought about for what act, let’s 

assume without any ifs or buts, people who claim ‘rape’ was that act 

are truthful. Peradventure assume this so that I can show you that 

even after this assumption the sinful status of Sodomy is never up for 

grabs. And this is so because when Quran wants to forbid 

something, it doesn’t leave things implied or subject to derivation. 

It states its intention explicitly and unequivocally. 

So without fear of any undesired consequences let’s concede this 

point totally: The people of Lot were destroyed for the crime of rape 

only. 

For the sake of argument, agreed! 

Now let’s look at only some of the statements of the Quran about the 

story of Lot: 

 And Lot, when he said to his people, “Are you committing 

such an immorality which no nation from among the nations 

before you had committed? You approach men to fulfil your 
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desires instead of women; you are but a transgressing 

people!” [7:80-81] 

 (And Lot said to them) “Do you approach males from among 

the people of this World; and leave what your Lord has 

created for you as spouses? You are surely a people 

overstepping your bounds!” [26:165-166] 

 And Lot, when he said to his people, “Do you commit this 

immorality which you have utter clarity about: Do you 

indeed approach men with desire instead of women? Rather, 

you are a people exhibiting utter ignorance!” [27:54-55] 

As you can see in these verses, the charge sheet of the people of Lot 

always begins with ‘immorality’. The Arabic word used is 

‘Faahishah’ (phonetically translated), which means an open 

immorality, regarding which there’s no doubt. But the Quran 

doesn’t stop at just hurling this unbridled word at the readers; 

leaving room for people to surf the tides of hidden implications as 

they may please. It goes on to spell out the exact action it is labeling 

as immorality. And that can be seen by the subsequent explanation 

I have underlined for the readers’ facilitation, in each verse. As you 

can see the text itself is lucid enough obviating the need for any 

explanation. 

Thus, it doesn’t matter for what reason the people of Lot were 

destroyed. The Quran clearly states that ‘men approaching men to 

fulfil their sexual desires’ is a condemnable ‘immorality’. And 

immoralities are part of the only five things God has forbidden. To 

this end, also allow me to present just one verse to substantiate: 

“Say (O’ Muhammad), “My Lord has only 

forbidden (these five things): immoralities – what is 

apparent of them and what is concealed; and 

depriving (people of their) rights; and 

encroaching (on peoples’) rights without having 
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any right to do so; and that you associate partners 

with Allah for which He has sent down no 

authority; and that you say something attributing 

it to Allah which you do not know (as being from 

Allah).” 

Same word ‘Faahishah’ is used in this verse also. So among the only 

five things God has forbidden, immoralities are the first. Hence, 

anybody who wishes to build a case for permissibility of 

homosexuality must employ the magic of redefining the word 

‘immorality’, without which the case falls on its face. 

It doesn’t get any clearer than this. And if someone is able to still 

interpret homosexuality as not a sin from the Quran, I am sure, he 

can conveniently interpret this treatise of mine as in favor of 

homosexuality too! 

Can ‘Zauj’ (Spouse) Really Espouse 

Homosexuality? 
Don’t worry. I am not about to dive into the semantic and 

etymological abyss of linguistics. I am only going to give a very 

layman explanation for it. Because that’s all that is required. 

‘Zauj’ is a gender-neutral word in Arabic: exactly like ‘spouse’ is a 

gender-neutral word in English; and with the same meaning, at that. 

Gender-neutral words, in all languages, were coined to make 

addressing both sexes easy. The question we need to ask ourselves 

is that how can we guess which gender-pair or genders gender-

neutral words point to when spoken or written. In fact, the real 

question, of which this is just a subset, is how can we tell which 

particular meaning of polysemic words is the intended one by a 

speaker or writer.  
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And the answer to this is no rocket science; or theory of relativity. It 

is so simple that we do it like a gazillion times every day without 

even being aware that we are doing it. 

When a word becomes part of a sentence, and the sentence 

becomes part of a speech, there no longer remains any ambiguity 

as to which meaning of a word is intended. Read this line again; as 

assimilating it will help you for all time to come. I have been using 

the word ‘gay’ throughout my book: did it ever confuse you that 

whether I meant ‘happy’ or ‘homosexual’ by it? I have been using 

homosexual also. The word is used for humans, but it can equally be 

used for animals. Could it be that I was talking about animals all 

along as well? Of course not! These would be ludicrous assertions. 

The context of words that our minds so seamlessly and continuously 

work out is so automatic that we are not even aware it is happening. 

Yet, it surely is. And ‘context’ is that ‘key’, that just like in the matrix 

trilogy (the movie), when you apply it to the same door, it will 

consistently open it to only the place selected by it.  

So when God says ‘zauj’ to express a married couple in the Quran, 

it unequivocally means a male and a female, exactly as we do (or 

did) when we use the word spouse. It is, and always has been, a 

recognized definition of the word. Then the Quran repeatedly uses 

this word in manners that substantiate its intent; just like it did in the 

verses quoted above. In fact, in one of those verses ([26:165-166]): 

“Do you approach males from among the people of this World; and 

leave what your Lord has created for you as spouses? You are surely 

a people overstepping your bounds!” – the underlined word is the 

same ‘Azwaajikum’ (plural of ‘zauj’), clarifying it for all eternity that 

the only legitimate ‘spouses’ for males are ‘females’, and vice versa. 

Moreover, while discussing these spouses throughout the Quran, 

(and marital relations are a major subject of the Quran,) God defines 

what all relations of women are forbidden for marriage, what are the 

rules governing the dowry of women, how the male partner gives 
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the divorce and the female asks for it and so many other injunctions 

that explicate the meaning of the word ‘zauj’ to such an extent that 

one would have to be unfamiliar with human languages altogether 

to level this claim that the neutrality of the gender-neutral word has 

beckoned homosexuals to claim what is rightfully theirs. 

But anybody who would still support this absurd allegation should 

be asked this question, with trembling legs and shuddering tongue 

I might add, that how can we use the word ‘spouse’ and not include 

‘homosexuals’. The answer will either amaze us, or befuddle them. 



Conclusion 

34 

CONCLUSION 

In this book I have explicated the line of reasoning that compels 

most of the Muslims to denounce the SCOTUS decision, let alone 

‘embrace’ and ‘celebrate’ it. We think homosexuality is a sin: on 

account of being unclean, unnatural and unreasonable; and we think 

Marriage is an institution that is defined very differently - which is 

perfectly in unison with human nature, as opposed to the epiphany 

that SCOTUS seemed beset by. We are of the view that human 

nature and history, unequivocally endorse our claim. 

Anyone who wishes to have a reasoned debate with us is open to do 

so. In fact, I’ve chosen to write this book with the very intent and 

hope to review and inspect these proffered arguments in the light 

that the good people of the West shall shed on them. 

So this is where we stand. We’ll be standing on this side of the line 

drawn by human nature. We know you have decided to part ways 

with us. We know you are doing so not because of slightest 

smidgens of malice, but because of some understandable good 

intentions. Nevertheless, we think you are mistaken. So, while you 

embark on your journey beyond this line, we’ll be standing firm 

here, waiting for your return. We won’t be just waiting, rather we’ll 

keep laying signs, and building monuments, so that no matter how 

far you go, you can always see where you left us, by simply glancing 

over your shoulder. And when you do return, and return you will, 

we’ll take you in our arms like our prodigal sons and daughters… 

and will offer sacrifice in hysterical jubilation. 
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