Celibacy: Prophetic Witness (3)

This article is the third one in the series that will still come. I closed the second article with the question: Can a Brother be sexual? How can he express his sexuality? I don’t need immediate answer. I know that you will say Brother is a sexual being, and has to express it religiously. What religiously implies may lead us to remembering our baptismal promises, not to talk of God’s Commandments.

The definition of sexuality I gave in the preceding article was a general one in the sense that it related to all living sexual organisms. Now see the definition that is particular to human beings:
Human sexuality may be defined as the quality or state of mutual attraction meant for complementary relationship in male and female human beings based on biochemical properties inherent in human beings. The definition indicates that all human beings feel attraction to the opposite sex, and that the attraction is not necessarily cognitive factor but chemical, which means that it can happen without us desiring it or wanting it. This explains why a person can wake up in the morning and start to think if God is testing his resistance to temptation. It is not temptation. So hear more. 

The complementary nature implied in sexuality is geared toward reproduction. Reproduction involves genital expression biologically based, at times involuntary, but fulfills the natural order of preservation of human species. It is mentioned that the brain interprets what is sexual and triggers off mounting or being mounted behavior. Is it possible for human brain to give different interpretation to human sexual relationship so that reproduction in a biological sense might not occur? In other words, is it possible for human beings to see sexual response not always as coitus? It does not seem to suggest that complimentarity in sexual relationship always connotes sexual intercourse. It is an observed fact that some people have need for frequent sexual expression in terms of coitus while others have very little. It is also observed that some people respond sexually quickly and violently, while others respond slowly and mildly. The basic reason for this variety is not known (that is, it has not been traced to genes or inheritance so far). It is rather of high probability that conditioning or experience can dispose a person to behave in either of the ways. Despite the natural biologically based sexuality, different objects arouse some people sexually. It then means that the brain can be conditioned to interpret a particular behavior or action or object as an opportunity for sexual expression despite the inborn neurophysiology necessary for complementary sexual response which, as a rule of nature, could have been instinctual as it happens with lower animals. This seeming possibility to condition the brain or educate the mind to respond selectively to environmental sexual stimulation gives credence to justifying the possibility of virginity. Remember Virgin Mary. Did she prepare to be a virgin?
If the mind is fed with materials suggested by Christian principles, the brain will not always interpret sexual relationship as genital expression but as a normal human tendency inherent in all human beings, therefore, a gift of God, obviously to be valued, respected, and expressed healthily. Virgins therefore, must have had developmental experience which helped them not to partially focus on a whole human being. 
To tell you the fact there are people who focus their ideas on the shoes women wear and then feel attracted to them, some focus on their pants, hair, fingers, lips, vagina, or even towel. Some focus on the physical beauty of a woman and forget her soul that needs salvation. 

People who become sexually aroused by focusing on the objects women use are referred to as fetishist, they practice fetishism. I will talk of this in more detail under the theme of sexual deviation to tell you that immaturity at the sexual level is not only for Africans, it is universal. But suffice it to say that when we focus on a part of a whole human being, we no longer relate with the person as a dignified being but as dismembered object.
I will stop here to make do for the second article that was too long. But how do you feel about the word virgin? You know that virginity is proper to the Religious? All of us were not virgins when Christ caught us, yet he wants to use us; he took us to the desert – novitiate – and talked to our hearts and found us pleasing and graced us to make vows. The Church in collaboration with our head, Christ, reduced what is required of us to chastity. God and Christ support this way of living: CHASTE. ‘Chaste’ means pure, spotless, faithful, unblemished – all this we are supposed to be after our not being virgins. Remember that married people are expected to be chaste as well. Our own chastity as consecrated religious helps them to live out their chastity. I believe we shall gain something from them more than envying them partially by concentrating on their freedom to satisfy each other sexually as married people. 
So then you understand the meaning of the vow of chastity. It is not that we were not impure; it is that we are pure after renewing our baptismal vows, which is the essence of religious profession. “The call to live the evangelical counsels in a religious family comes from the Father, reaching down to us through the love that Christ has for each of us - "Jesus, looking at him, loved him." His gaze, His choice, resting on each of us, invites us to live more intensely the grace given to us at Baptism” (Const. Art. 13). It is a call to prophetic witness.
There will be no end of session question. Think rather of the question you would have asked me if I were to be there with you. But don’t think of asking me if I am a virgin. In the next article I will articulate about sexuality at birth, and nature and sexuality. 
