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ISSUE 1: The FAQs draw a false equation between 
heterosexual and homosexual relationships in a manner that 
smacks of liberationist propaganda intended to mainstream 
homosexuality.

1. FAQ: “How different is same-sex relationship from a heterosexual relationship?” 

2. The Answer Given: “A same-sex relationship is not too different from a 
heterosexual relationship. Both take the commitment of two people. It’s also a 
connection of two families, cultures and sometimes racial backgrounds and values. 
However, two people in a same-sex relationship may also have different comfort 
levels regarding their sexuality. A partner who is still coming out slowly may find it 
stressful if his partner insists on him meeting his parents. He may not be willing to 
attend a social gathering where he will be introduced as a gay partner. These issues 
are unique to same-sex relationships but can be resolved with openness, honesty 
and trust.”

3. We agree that commitment is all important in all relationships, and can connect 
people across cultures, racial backgrounds and values.

4. We disagree that “a same-sex relationship is not too different from a heterosexual 
relationship.” There is a vast and fundamental difference between heterosexual 
and homosexual relationships. A heterosexual relationship is natural, normal, with 
the capacity to procreate. This is based on the fact that male and female bodies 
are sexually complementary. In contrast, such sexual complementarity does not 
exist between two people of the same sex. A homosexual relationship is, therefore, 
unnatural, abnormal, and procreation is impossible. 

5. We are disappointed and disturbed that the FAQs ignore these fundamental 
differences and highlight superficial similarities of a social nature. 

6. We are alarmed that such an irresponsible and false equation is published in black-
and-white on the official website of HPB, a government statutory board. This is very 
worrisome on several counts:

a. It blatantly promotes and encourages an alternative lifestyle that violates 
the moral standard set out by the law of the land which regards heterosexual 
relationships as the norm. This is reflected in the distinction between heterosexual 
and homosexual relationships under laws such as Section 377A of the Penal 
Code, which criminalises acts such as sodomy.

THIS PAPER IS A RESPONSE TO THE “FAQs ON SEXUALITY” found on the Health 
Promotion Board (HPB) website (http://www.hpb.gov.sg/HOPPortal/health-article/
HPB056342). The article is shocking and deeply upsetting. The tone of the entire 
article gives the impression that HPB condones same-sex relationship and promotes 
the homosexual practice as something normal. It made us question the motive of the 
person or the team that put it together. The propositions are disturbing, erroneous 
and irresponsible. It conveys the impression that the author has taken sides on a 
highly contentious and politicised subject. Here, Pastor Lawrence Khong, Chairman of 
LoveSingapore, addresses five specific issues covered in the FAQs.
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b. It undermines the sanctity of heterosexual relationships as the natural order 
and norm.

c. It desensitises Singapore’s young on issues of decency and morality. It gives 
them wrong ideas of what is natural and normal, and may encourage them to 
callously experiment with sexual practices that are not natural and not normal.

d. It goes against the majority view that the homosexual lifestyle is wrong and 
undesirable for our nation.  

2013: The survey by Our Singapore Conversation found that “society in general did not accept 
gay lifestyles...The majority of respondents across almost all educational profiles rejected 
same-sex marriage.”  
(http://www.reach.gov.sg/Portals/0/Microsite/osc/OSC-Survey.pdf)  

2014: A recent survey by the Institute of Policy Studies states— “When it came to sexual 
relations between two adults of the same sex, 78.2 per cent of respondents said it was wrong. 
And 72.9 per cent did not agree with gay marriage. However, fewer disagreed with gay 
couples adopting a child, with 61 per cent saying it was wrong or almost always wrong.” (http://
www.singapolitics.sg/news/most-singaporeans-conservative-ips-survey).

2014: PM Lee’s response to a third-year NTU student (Wong Wen Pu) on LGBT issues in 
Singapore at the Ministerial Forum 2014—“...there is a considerable degree of tolerance and 
acceptance but at the same time, an acknowledgement that there are limits and please don’t 
push the agenda which many Singaporeans will find that it is not the way they want Singapore 
to go...” (The Straits Times, 28th January 2014)

e. It contradicts both the substance and tone of declared government policy. It 
is, therefore, out of line, inconsistent with our government’s stand.  

1991: Singapore Government White Paper on Shared Values—“Putting the interests of society 
as a whole ahead of individual interests has been a major factor in Singapore’s success 
... In recent decades, many developed societies have witnessed a trend towards .... more 
permissive social mores, such as increasing acceptance of “alternative lifestyles”, casual sex 
relationships and single parenthood. The result has been to weaken the family unit. Singapore 
should not follow these untested fashions uncritically.”

2007: PM Lee’s Parliamentary Speech—“We were right to uphold the family unit when western 
countries went for experimental lifestyles in the 1960s – the hippies, free love, all the rage, 
we tried to keep it out...I am glad we did that, because today if you look at Western Europe, 
marriage as an institution is dead. Families have broken down, the majority of children are 
born out of wedlock and live in families where the father and the mother are not the husband 
and wife living together and bringing them up. And we have kept the way we are. I think that 
has been right.”

2007: PM Lee’s Parliamentary Speech—“Homosexuals work in all sectors, all over the 
economy, in the public sector and in the civil service as well. They are free to lead their lives, 
free to pursue their social activities. But there are restraints and we do not approve of them 
actively promoting their lifestyles to others, or setting the tone for mainstream society. They 
live their lives. That is their personal life, it is their space. But the tone of the overall society, I 
think, remains conventional, it remains straight, and we want it to remain so... ”
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f. It sends mixed signals and cheapens heterosexual marriage. It is 
subversive and dangerous. It undermines our government’s efforts to 
encourage heterosexual marriage, which is ordered towards procreation and 
the establishment of a stable social structure: the Family. Whereas, same-sex 
relationships are innately self-contained and ordered towards self-interest. 
Heterosexual marriages, being the means for procreation, boost our national 
birth rate for family formation, perpetuate the family (the basic building block of 
society), bring up the next generation, and ensure the continuity of this nation. 
The FAQs appear to represent a subtle attempt to place Singapore on a trajectory 
towards normalising same-sex partnership, which goes against our national 
interests.

2007:  PM Lee’s Parliamentary Speech—“Singapore is basically a conservative society. 
The family is the basic building block of our society. It has been so and, by policy, we have 
reinforced this and we want to keep it so. And by “family” in Singapore, we mean one man 
one woman, marrying, having children and bringing up children within that framework of a 
stable family unit...

2012: PM Lee’s National Day Rally Speech—“Singapore must be a home we love...where 
people want to get married, have children and bring up the next generation. Families are a 
big part of what Home means. Families are central to our sense of who we are.”

2014: PM Lee’s Lunar New Year Message—“...we must also keep Singapore the best home 
to raise our children and fulfil their aspirations. We love our children unconditionally and 
place great hopes in them. We want to pass on to them a better Singapore than the one 
we inherited. We hope that our children will build on what they will inherit, and will create a 
brighter future for themselves and their children, just as the Pioneer Generation did for us. 
For this to work, we do need enough children to form the next generation. Unfortunately, 
despite our efforts to promote marriage and parenthood, our birth rates are still too low...far 
below our replacement rate of 2.1.”

ISSUE 2: HPB adopted a biased and selective approach by 
naming only a pro-LGBT group to help those who are looking 
for support.

1. FAQ: “Where can my child find support in Singapore?”

2. The Answer Given: “Talking about sexuality can be difficult and daunting. The key 
is to find someone who is respectful and knowledgeable about sexuality issues. And 
it’s important to find someone your child is comfortable to be open with. A supportive 
therapist can help your child make sense of what he or she is going through. They 
shouldn’t label or dismiss your child’s feelings. You can look for caring counsellors 
at Oogachaga Counselling and Support by calling the hotline 6226 2002 (operation 
hours: every Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday 7-10pm and Saturday 2-6pm) or 
use the email counselling form at www.oogachaga.com/care.”

3. We agree that “talking about sexuality can be difficult and daunting”. Parents who 
have homosexual sons and daughters need all the help and compassionate support 
we can give. No doubt about that. 
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4. We are disappointed that HPB’s original article referenced only one option for help, 
namely Oogachaga, a member organisation of the ILGA, International Lesbian, 
Gay, Bisexual, Trans and Intersex Association. Its hotline is run by specially trained 
LGBTs or LGBT-affirming counsellors. 

5. By such action, HPB is clearly biased and taking sides on this controversial issue. 
What is popular (popularised by a vocal minority) is not necessarily true or helpful. 
We should do the right thing, rather than succumb to expediency or fashion. The 
FAQs should present a plurality of views. It is odd that the FAQs only represent the 
pro-LGBT view while it silences the pro-Family view of the government, the law 
and the majority of Singaporeans. This smacks of a brand of sexual liberationist 
propaganda which we believe will harm the nation.

6. We are baffled as to why HPB did not feature in its original FAQs the other 
established resources and avenues of support available in Singapore. Liberty 
League is one, with its track record of helping LGBTs on a pathway of healing 
and recovery. Another is Focus on the Family Singapore (FOTF) which offers 
counselling for parenting and sexual identity issues. FOTF is an independent charity 
with IPC status registered with the National Council of Social Services. Most of 
its programmes are partially supported by grants from the Ministry of Social and 
Family Development (MSF) and related agencies (http://www.family.org.sg/). To 
exclude these other avenues of care is to discriminate in favour of LGBT-affirming 
organisations. This is both unjust and harmful.

7. For the sake of the national interests, HPB should harmonise its approach with 
the Ministry of Social and Family Development and its related agencies to help 
individuals and families struggling with homosexuality and unwanted same-sex 
attraction.

ISSUE 3: The FAQs use politically-charged language and 
one-sided terms like “homophobia” which are misleading and 
highly offensive to us.

1. FAQ: “What is homophobia and biphobia?” 

2. The Answer Given: “Homophobia is the irrational fear, disgust, or hatred of 
homosexuals, or of homosexual feelings in oneself. Similarly, biphobia is the fear 
and disgust of bisexuals and bisexual feelings in oneself. Both refer to the discomfort 
one feels with any behaviour, belief, or attitude (in self or others) that does not 
conform to traditional sexual roles and stereotypes. A person who is homophobic 
fears knowing, befriending or associating with homosexuals. 

 Homophobic people are prejudiced - and will sometimes reject and bully 
homosexuals. This creates an environment of fear in which homosexuals and 
bisexuals feel the need to hide or deny their sexual orientation.

 Some people may intentionally pass hurtful homophobic or biphobic remarks. Others 
may influence groups of friends to isolate or intimidate a person who is struggling 
with his or her sexual orientation. Or, they may even intentionally expose a person’s 
sexual orientation on social media such as Facebook.” 

PAGE 4



3. We disagree with the claim that moral objection to homosexual behaviour is based 
on “irrational fear, disgust, or hatred” of homosexuals or bisexuals because they 
“do not conform to traditional sexual roles and stereotypes”. Far from it. Moral 
objection is based on the intrinsic physiological nature of the male body and female 
body. Male and female bodies are sexually complementary in nature. To regard 
homosexual behaviour as unnatural and unacceptable is not homophobic and does 
not dehumanise homosexuals. We do not hold homosexuals in contempt. We do not 
despise them. We esteem them as fellow human beings of intrinsic worth. Each one 
is precious, deserving respect and love, just like anyone else.

4. Such a claim—that moral objection to homosexual behaviour is based on 
“irrational fear, disgust, or hatred” of homosexuals or bisexuals because they “do 
not conform to traditional sexual roles and stereotypes”—is prejudicial. It casts an 
unfair aspersion on Singapore society whose majority disapproves of homosexual 
behaviour on reasonable grounds. As mentioned earlier, from surveys conducted 
by Our Singapore Conversation and the Institute of Policy Studies, the majority of 
Singaporeans reject the homosexual lifestyle and say that sexual relations between 
two adults of the same sex is wrong.

5. It is inflammatory to label as homophobic those who do not subscribe to the sexual 
liberationist view that homosexuality is normal. This is a sinister slur and a calculated 
smear of those who oppose the homosexualism agenda. It denigrates them as 
being mentally ill (“phobia” implies mental illness). The use of this politicised term on 
a government website is completely unacceptable. It constitutes an attack on free 
conscience. It will undermine a diversity of viewpoints on a fraught issue. It will harm 
free speech and democracy through the intimidation tactics adopted by aggressive 
and militant LGBT activists. 

 For an account of the politicised and denigrating use of the term “homophobia” to oppress 
anyone who does not support the homosexual agenda, see: “The term ‘Homophobia’: Its Origins 
and Meanings, and its Uses in Homosexual Agenda” at URL http://www.spcs.org.nz/the-term-
homophobia-its-origins-and-meanings-and-its-uses-in-homosexual-agenda/

ISSUE 4: The FAQs fail to give an accurate picture and clear 
warnings of the health risks posed by alternative sex.

1. According to HPB’s website, the vision of HPB is “a nation of healthy people” and 
the mission of HPB is “empowering individuals to take ownership of their health.” 
HPB is the main driver for “national health promotion and disease prevention 
programmes”. Therefore, it is strange and surprising that HPB’s website carries an 
article that endorses the homosexual practice despite the fact that alternative sex 
puts the health of fellow Singaporeans at risk and puts the entire nation at risk.

2. According to information from medical research and mental health studies gathered 
by Focus On the Family Singapore, the threat is real and severe:

a. Shorter Lifespan. [i] AIDS is more common among practising homosexuals and 
has a dramatic impact on life expectancy. In countries with a long history of same-
sex marriage such as Denmark and Norway, married gays and lesbians have a 
shorter lifespan than their conventionally married counterparts by 24 years. [ii]
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b. More Sexually Transmitted Infections. More than 15 severe injuries, diseases 
or syndromes are associated with oral and anal sex, including rectal tearing and 
Hepatitis A and B [iii]. Homosexual men contract syphilis at three to four times the 
rate of heterosexuals. Bacterial vaginosis occurs in 33% of lesbians but only 13% of 
heterosexual women. Lesbians have a relatively high prevalence of the viral Herpes 
Simplex and of Human Papilloma Virus which is linked to virtually all cervical cancer 
cases. [iv]

c. General Health Problems. Homosexuals are more prone to psychiatric disorders 
and mental illnesses, including depression, and mood and anxiety disorders [v]. The 
pro-homosexual Gay and Lesbian Medical Association records that homosexuals are 
more likely than the general population to have substance abuse, alcoholism, binge 
drinking, smoking, obesity, asthma, heart disease, chronic illnesses and infectious 
diseases. [vi]/[vii]/[viii]

3. According to MOH’s Update On the HIV/AIDS Situation in Singapore 2012, “sexual 
transmission remains the main mode of HIV transmission among Singapore residents. 
Of the 469 cases reported in 2012, 457 cases acquired the infection through the sexual 
route, with—
• heterosexual transmission accounting for 47% of infections, 
• homosexual transmission 45% and bisexual transmission 6%. 
• Intravenous drug use (2 cases) accounted for 0.4% of infections.” 
The conclusion: although homosexuals constitute a small percentage of Singapore’s 
population, their infection rate is disproportionately high.  
http://www.moh.gov.sg/content/moh_web/home/statistics/infectiousDiseasesStatistics/HIV_Stats.html

4. According to a report published by The Independent on 9 February 2014, the UK is 
now facing “a growing epidemic of sexually transmitted infections (STIs) linked to a rise 
in unprotected sex and club drug use.” A leading expert calls this “a crisis for gay men”. 
“Rates of gonorrhoea, chlamydia and syphilis in gay men have soared in recent years, 
official figures show, while new HIV infections have also reached record highs.”  
http://www.independent.co.uk/life-style/health-and-families/health-news/sti-infection-rates-among-gay-men-reach-crisis-levels-9117108.html

5. According to a factsheet released by the US Centres for Disease Control (CDC) in 
June 2013, the HIV rates are “at epidemic proportions and are continuing to climb 
steadily among men who have sex with men (MSM).” Fact is “gay and bisexual men 
remain at the epicenter of the HIV/AIDS epidemic,” says Jonathan Mermin, the director 
of the CDC’s division of HIV/AIDS prevention. “The CDC notes that while homosexual 
men make up only a very small percentage of the male population (4%), MSM account 
for over three-quarters of all new HIV infections, and nearly two-thirds (63 percent) of 
all new infections in 2010 (29,800).” http://www.cdc.gov/nchhstp/newsroom/HIVFactSheets/Epidemic/Transmission.htm

6. According to a US News report, “…if HIV infections among men who have sex with 
men (MSM) continue to rise at the current rates (in the USA), more than half of college-
aged homosexual men will have HIV by the age of 50.”   
http://www.usnews.com/news/articles/2013/07/03/gay-community-won-battles-on-marriage-but-may-be-losing-war-on-hivaids

7. To be forewarned is to be forearmed. We are a young nation. We do well to learn 
lessons from the crisis other nations like the US and the UK are facing today. We are 
especially concerned for our young. As one of the most wired nations under the sun, 
our young are exposed to lots of information, ideas and influences. They are malleable. 
They are vulnerable. Therefore, it is crucial that we arm them with the right information, 
the hard truths, the painful realities and consequences—before it is too late! 

8. Given HPB’s stated goal “to increase the quality and years of healthy life and prevent 
illness, disability and premature death”, we urge HPB to be totally transparent about 
the real health risks of homosexual practices. Prevention is better than cure.   
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CLOSING THOUGHTS: This is a national concern. The FAQs have provoked me to 
reflect deeply on the challenges facing our nation. It is about the kind of Singapore we 
want in 20, 30, 50 years from now. We must align with and support our government’s 
declared policy and pro-family stand. Our actions today will affect the future for 
generations to come. The right actions will help the Family to thrive and the nation to 
flourish. Misguided actions will yield bad outcomes and destructive repercussions. As 
the Family goes, so goes society, so goes the nation. 2014 is the International Year of 
the Family. 2015 is our nation’s 50th birthday. I love Singapore. This little red dot we 
call Home is precious. We must not fail her on our watch. Health is wealth. May MOH 
and HPB lead the way, do the right thing, and do it right towards a healthier Singapore! 
I look forward to new FAQs that reflect the views of Singapore’s conservative majority, 
reinforce our government’s position, and serve our national interests.

Note: HPB’s “FAQs on Sexuality” has gone viral, greatly hailed by LGBT communities around the world. Imagine 
this comes from our MOH and HPB. 
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ISSUE 5: The FAQs make an unproven assertion that 
homosexuals can have long lasting relationships and in 
this way the FAQs clearly promote a “mainstreaming-
homosexuality-as-normal” bias.

1. FAQ: “Can homosexuals have long-lasting relationships?” 

2. The Answer Given: “Yes, homosexuals can certainly have long-lasting relationships. 
A homosexual relationship, like any other relationship, is based on values like trust, 
love, commitment and support.” 

3. We disagree because this claim is only theoretical. Research findings gathered by 
Focus On the Family Singapore show a different trend. Homosexuals register a 
higher incidence of short-lived relationships and sexual violence. [ix]


