Gould on homosexuality
1. two conceptions of “natural”:  non-teleological and normative

2. is homosexuality unnatural in the second sense?

Seven (+1) senses of “natural”

1. Based on the operations of the physical world.

2. Possessing a normal connection with someone.  (?)

3. Present or existing from birth.

4. That which works. (?)

5. That toward which one is naturally inclined.

6. In conformity with the laws of nature.

7. Artificial.

8. What occurs when a human organ is used for purposes contrary to its principle function.

Not unnatural on any of these conceptions.

But, even if it was, who cares?  There are plenty of unnatural things that we find morally acceptable.  Why not this?
Are there any other grounds for worrying about the ethics of homosexuality?

Consequentialist?

Not enough time for volunteer work because too busy having sex?  (Bahahahahahahahahah!  This is so stupid!)

Hey, and what the Hell’s with the sample group?  Where are the lesbians?  The gay men from Iowa?

Devlin’s deplorable argument:

1. The disintegration thesis.

2. The conservative thesis.

Think of tangible and intangible harm as direct and indirect harm.

What a terrible reading!

