
 
“Heaven barred to homosexuals.” 
 

 
Len Pearce’s article on the issue of gay marriage, “Heaven barred to homosexuals,” was published 
in recent newspapers. Pearce uses the bold and controversial title to grab the attention of potential 
readers. The article bears a clearly expressed contention that same-sex marriage is wrong and uses 
arguments that attempt to appeal to both religious and non-religious adult audiences. 
 
It is plain that Pearce is eager to draw the reader in, as he begins his article with a friendly tone, 
together with an attempt at humour, to appear neighbourly in the reader’s eyes, but all the while still 
manages to mock same-sex relationships by proposing that heterosexual copulation is “what is 
meant to happen.”  
 
The writer quickly abandons the friendly tone and continues by putting forward his bold argument 
that if every human were homosexual “(it) would lead to the end of all evolution, and the human race 
itself.” This section of text is clearly addressed to the “evolutionist” or non-religious adult audience. 
The writer is attempting to position the reader against same-sex marriage by using the exaggeration 
that same-sex relations could cause the end of the human race, which also strives to portray same-
sex relations as a threat. However, the writer’s intentions probably will not be met in most readers 
because of the argument’s obvious lack in logical reasoning and use of purely fictional 
circumstances, such as the entire human race being homosexual. 
 
With the tone becoming increasingly forceful Pearce addresses the Christian audience. Leaving no 
room for question, Pearce uses language with an expression of religious authority, referring to the 
will of ‘God.' In this section of text the writer is using language that will challenge the reader’s 
religious integrity, in an attempt to persuade readers of a Christian background. This would have a 
strong impact on most Christians, somewhat positioning them against same-sex marriage. However 
if one were to be a Christian and also support same-sex marriage, then the section of text may only 
serve to insult them. 
 
Pearce decides to draw to a close with a short but powerful segment, with the forceful tone now 
bordering on commanding. The writer lists homosexuals together with fornicators and adulterers, 
attempting to establish an association with these already stigmatised behaviours to further discredit 
same-sex relationships. Yet again using religiously spirited language, such as references to “the 
Bible” and “the Kingdom of God,” Pearce would leave those who follow such beliefs with a sense of 
agreement. 
 
The writer’s mundane argument as to why same-sex relationships are wrong is poorly constructed, 
exaggerated and lacking in reason, and may very well appear laughable to some readers, and may 
be ultimately unsuccessful in positioning the reader. However, his use of piously spirited language 
and reference to divine order will almost undoubtedly have the godly readers questioning the 
morality of same-sex relationships. 
 
 


