2A RESPONSE TO:

“CONCERNING THE CRITERIA OF

 VOCATIONAL DISCERNMENT….”

“Gentlepeople(?)”,

What are you going to do about John Nienstedt?  After all, it was scuttlebutt among the clergy of the Archdiocese of Detroit when Mr. Nienstedt was assigned to the boondocks of Minnesota as Bishop of New Ulm that the reason for the appointment was to avoid embarrassment on the part of Mr. Maida due to Mr. Nienstedt’s purported sexual orientation.  

Personally, I find such peculiarly appropriate on both Mr. Maida’s and Mr. Nienstedt’s part:  Some time ago, the Vatican ordered a Roman Catholic priest to resign from the Advisory Board of the Triangle Foundation which is a Civil Rights organization on behalf of lesbians, gays, bisexual, and transgendered people here in Detroit.    Aside from the fact that one would hardly expect the Vatican to descend to harassing persons on Advisory Boards, that action removed a voice that could be valuable to the Church simply by being able to explain Church actions to the organization as well as explaining lgbt moves and motives to the Church.  

After that action, the Co-Chair of the Advisory Board, who happens to be a retired Regnant Bishop of a mainstream Protestant denomination, wrote a letter to Cardinal Maida commending the service that the resigned priest had given to the Board and asking if Cardinal Maida would be willing to suggest another priest who might be more amenable to the Roman Catholic Church.  Instead of personally responding to the Co-Chair Bishop of the other denomination, Cardinal Maida assigned the task of responding to, at the time, Auxiliary Bishop John Nienstedt.  

Bishop Nienstedt proceeded to lecture the Bishop Co-Chair of Triangle’s Advisory Board on the “evils of homosexuality.”  It would seem, if Bishop Nienstedt actually has a homosexual orientation, and if, as is rumored, Bishop Nienstedt actually puts that orientation into action, that he would seem to be an ecclesiastical version of Roy Cohn.  For whatever it is worth, it was also rumored that Bishop Nienstedt took a male friend with him when he moved to the wilderness of Minnesota.  

However, the real point is not Bishop Nienstedt.  Rather, it is the action of Cardinal Maida that is questionable.  Cardinal Maida was rude to have not replied personally to a gentleman who, after all, is considered to share equality of stature within Ecumenical circles.  Cardinal Maida’s action of turning loose a pit-bull Auxiliary to spiritually savage a Regnant Bishop (whether retired or not) of another denomination is an insult to that denomination.  And, it is not just a matter of Cardinal Maida’s poor upbreeding.  Cardinal Maida, chief representative of the Roman Catholic Church in Michigan, dishonored the Roman Catholic Church in the process.  Cardinal Maida’s petulant game of “Gotcha!” is merely another example of what his predecessor, John Cardinal Dearden, once said could look like arrogance from the other side.
HOMOSEXUALITY AND THE PRIESTHOOD  
 “Gentlepeople(?)”, in my opinion, entrance to a Seminary is a homosexual act in and of itself!  Oh! Don’t get me wrong.  I am not saying that you are all performing homosexual genital actions.  Indeed, I can speak from my own experience when I was a member of the Midwest Province of the Brothers of Holy Cross.  I did not have homosexual genital relationships with anyone during that time.  And, to my knowledge, no more than one or two brothers were even rumored to have done so.  
What the priesthood is amounts to the spiritual descendants of those who were called “Shaman.”  In many cultures the Shaman were homosexuals.  Indeed, in some they were expected to initiate young men into sexuality.  I find it amusing that the word “shame” also seems to have descended from that word.  And you, sorry souls, seem to share both of those aspects.  You seem steeped in shame!  

From a more up-to-date perspective:  Priests are like hairdressers and interior decorators.  The only difference is that priests try to redo the inside rather than the outside.  Certainly, there are some bisexual priests.  There are even a very few of those among hairdressers and interior decorators.  But, I would suggest that to be one of those cases where the exceptions tend to confirm the rule.

WHAT OF MR. MAIDA?:



What sexual orientation is Mr. Maida?  First off, he is highly effeminate.  All one has to do is to listen to him speak.  It is sort of like wearing “Drag Within.”  Sure, not all effeminate men are homosexual.  Indeed, even among Cross Dressers a large majority are supposed to be married and have wives.  Some even go out and about with their wives.  But, you “good folk(?)” are the ones who tend to create and foster such stereotypes.  May I suggest that you “live with it” in Maida’s case.


More likely:  When the bishop of Rome, Karol Wojtyla, appointed Mr. Maida as his liaison to the Gay and Lesbian community in order to discipline Rev. Patrick Nugent and Sr. Jeannene Gramick, Mr. Wojtyla in my opinion was confirming the probability of Mr. Maida’s own homosexual orientation.  Again, I am not suggesting genital actions.  Rather, I am speaking of the basic orientation itself.  I guess it would amount to what your present document means by “deep seated tendencies.”   My point:  Rome tends to use its tokens to hide behind when messing with various folk.  It is simply more acceptable to use a compliant member of a minority as “Spokesperson” (i.e. “Front”) than to stand accused of being “unfair to that minority.”  


Fr. Nugent complied!  Sr. Gramick is still going about doing presentations on her apostolate.  Large crowds of both lay and religious attend and applaud her work.  The hierarchy can repress, but it cannot destroy homosexuality.  Indeed, homosexuality has been around longer than Shamanism.

Finally, I would contend that a person cannot be as “anti-gay” as Mr. Maida seems to be without “having a problem with homosexuality.”  And, I would contend that “having a problem with homosexuality” amounts to some degree of repressed homosexuality.  
If it quacks like one and postures like one:  Perhaps it is one? 
ALL OF YOU “GOOD(?)” BISHOPS

You aren’t “Its!”  You have to have some sort of sexual orientation.  Would you all claim to be clerical versions of John Wayne?  Are you Rambo Rectors?  


Homosexuality follows a bell curve!  Proof?  Look at the two basic cultural patterns:  Among many primitive cultures there are Men’s Houses with their sexual initiation rites meant to introduce young men to manhood.  If you think it is just about sex:  One of the tribes on Papua New Guinea completes the rite by taking the young men on a head hunting expedition immediately after the young men attain their first sexual orgasm.  The act is not considered complete until the youngsters have killed their first men.  In another tribe, the men kill the first kid that laughs.  In those cultures homosexuality is treated with respect and is honored.  And, among such cultures, all young men are required to participate in homosexual acts.  


The second basic culture amounts to those similar to our own which rejects homosexuality on an ideological level even though they have not managed to stamp homosexuality out.  The Kinsey statistics are roughly applicable simply because of the shear numbers that Kinsey and his team studied.  In cultures such as ours, the attempt has been to kill homosexuals.  The Inquisition shared that attempt with Nazism.  And, with your own endeavor to psychologically and spiritually destroy young homosexual men and women.  What you do is to “dishonor” homosexuals!

The bell curve should be easy enough to see:  Those cultures with homosexual rituals demonstrate that all young men can be forced to have homosexual sex.  Nobody expects one hundred percent of those young men to actually prefer homosexual sex.  Many of them actually enjoy heterosexual sex.  However, in my opinion, it would have been impossible for any culture to impose homosexual sex on so many young men if many of them were actually averse to homosexual sex.  You can see some of what I mean in prisons, on ships at sea, in boarding schools, and, if truth be told, in seminaries.  At the same time, cultures which condemn and attempt to minimize homosexuality are merely statistical outlines of one side of that bell curve.  The four or five percent lifetime practitioners of homosexuality would be an expectable bottom line on a bell curve.  The ten to thirteen percent practition rate of three or more years would indicate a rather sizeable group of bisexuals with a fairly strong propensity towards homosexuality.  Even Kinsey’s thirty seven percent of at least one time participants just bring us a little past the fifty percent mark.  The implication is that there are nearly forty five to fifty percent of men in our culture who never do participate in an action that comparison to a culture with ritualized homosexuality demonstrates they are capable of, and which many of those non participants very probably desire to do based on that same comparison.  

In other words:  That forty five or so percent of the male population in cultures such as our own who do not practice a rather easily explainable desire should be said to be in denial of that part of their nature.  I include many of you “gentlepersons(?)” among that tribe of sexual malcontents.  You may consider yourselves to be happy.  But, happiness that depends on other people being subjugated to sadness would seem “false happiness(?)”  


I consider you my spiritual brothers in homosexuality.  Just because you are in denial of your nature does not mean that you do not share our nature.  Jesus, told his disciples to not hide their talents.  I consider you, “gentlepersons(?)” to have buried the gift that God gave you so deeply in the closet of your unconscious that you deny God’s generosity and graciousness.  Your “intrinsic disorder” with regards to the homosexual orientation implies that “God made junk!”  If you are right about that last point, and I am right about your own sexual orientation, then you “gentlepersons(?)” are suggesting that you are “junk”.  
PAUL:  YOUR PATRON SAINT


Paul confessed to performing homosexual genital acts!  At the end of Chapter Seven of Romans, Paul said, “I have sinned carnally in my members!”  That is a composite of a number of lines.  “In my members”?  The word “members” refers to a human’s appendages.  A human’s appendages include arms and hands, legs and feet, and penis!  Paul also said, “I do not understand my own actions!”  Everyone understands heterosexual actions.  What Paul was saying was that the sexual actions he performed were homosexual actions.  Why?  Because homosexuality is the kind of sexuality that humans have trouble understanding.  

In other words:  What Paul was saying was, “I sucked dick!”  Or, “I got fucked in the ass!”  [Digression:  It is remotely feasible that Paul “fucked someone else in the ass” but I have difficulty picturing Paul as the “er” rather than the “ee”.]  Whichever the case, Paul’s confession was his glory.  In my opinion, Paul showed more mental courage when he spilled his guts than when he was martyred.  


When you try to hide the meaning of the words of Paul’s confession you do not honor Paul.  Indeed, you slander him.  You reduce Paul to your own level of sniveling, spiritual cowards who do not have the balls to be “the you” that God created you to be.  Even if you, yourselves, have never participated in a sexual act of any sort, you do not have the guts that Paul demonstrated with those words.

Mr. Tarsus was a man!  The reason I have addressed you as “gentlepersons(?)” is because I do not consider you “manly”!

JOHN:  THE PATRON SAINT OF GAYS

Mr. Wojtyla reversed the patrons to give the final word to Paul.  Mr. Wojtyla and his predecessor were wrong.  Paul began the argument!  John was chosen by the priests who ordered the canons of scripture to finish the argument.  His reply was simple enough for the people of that era:  “Those who have been decent enough…”—“who have washed their robes”; in Johannine terms, “have accepted Christ as God”—“…may such dick!”  

The symbol is clear enough:  “The Tree of Live” included phallic imagery.  Genesis began with “do not suck dick” and Revelation ended with “you can suck dick”.  That was John’s answer to all of you idiots who try to claim to “love the homosexual, but hate the ‘sin’ of homosexuality.”  Yah!  Like when you burned our asses at the stake!  


The Bible ends by saying folk decent in other ways can suck dick!

MR. RATZINGER


Which sexual orientation does Mr. Ratzinger have?  


Sexual Abstinence is not a sexual orientation!  Unless a person was truly “asexual” abstinence would be a denial of the sexual orientation that God gave you and/or Joseph Ratzinger.  Indeed, Aristotle pointed out that abstinence from a desire is false pride.  


The evidence that Aristotle was right with regard to the sexual abstinence as practiced by the Roman Catholic clergy can be seen in the viciousness with which you “gentlepersons(?)” have mistreated your practicing homosexual brothers and sisters.  Indeed, it can be seen in the viciousness with which you deal with your own homosexual nature.  You have not just denied your own “selves”.  You have also denied those men whom you could have helped to make actually happy by simply joining them in the loving relationships that God designed for both of your natures.  


Mr. Ratzinger?:  In my opinion, the bishop of Rome is the best example in my lifetime of a person so dedicated to hiding his nature even from himself that I consider him the most obvious case of homosexual self-denial that I have ever witnessed.  

Were it merely a matter of Mr. Ratzinger having to live with himself one might pay it no attention.  However, the combination of such a sick mind with a position of immense power results in damage to others that it is difficult to calculate.  I am referring to the substance abuse and suicide rates of lesbians, gays and transpeople.  I am also speaking of families hurt by the psychological problems of one of its members who are introduced to intense feelings of guilt by the churches.


I see Mr. Ratzinger as a spiritual descendent of Antonio Ghislieri who was also the “Grand Inquisitor” predecessor to Ratzinger’s Prefect of the Doctrine of the Faith.  The Church likes to slough off the victims of the Inquisition with “the state did it.”  Ghislieri, as Pius V had eight young Portuguese men burned at the stake at Rome for the “heresy” of marrying each other.  Thus, in my opinion, ended the Renaissance!  Paul V was canonized:  I like to call him Saint Murderer!  

Both Ghislieri and Ratzinger seem the end logic of Torquemada!  


Ratzinger would be more deceitful for trying to be more effective!  


Ratzinger would psychologically castrate!  Whereas the others would more honestly simply kill!


MATTHEW 10: 14



It is an interesting dilemma:  Did Jesus mean folk who don’t let the Jehovah’s Witnesses in would be zapped to hell as “inhospitable”?  Or, is it as I would suggest, that two  men by two men meant some of his “Gay” followers testing the waters of homophobia? Or, might it even mean “everybody”!  

As far as I am concerned:  It is time for Lesbians, Gay men, Bisexuals and Transpeople to leave the Roman Catholic Church.  Indeed, I would recommend that if the parents of lgbt’s love their children they will also leave the Roman Catholic Church.  As well, I would recommend that other relatives and friends of lgbt’s leave the Roman Catholic Church if not merely for love; then, for fear of God’s retribution on the Roman Catholic Church.  


I would especially suggest that Roman Catholic clergy, monks, and nuns leave the Roman Catholic Church out of decency.  And/or, stay and fight Rome’s wrongs.

In particular, I would recommend that you bishops and cardinals who might try to claim to be decent get out before the brimstone hits.  Or, fight Rome’s wrongs!

Would any of you try to excuse yourself from Christ’s Commandment?:  Then, you had damn best get up off your dead asses and quit being spiritual wimps.  It is time to fight a spiritually corrupt hierarchy.  It is the job of every Roman Catholic who would try to contramand Christ’s only practical Commandment to quit that “quietly within bullshit” and demand that the Roman Catholic Church quit persecuting “the lowest of these” who will end up at Christ’s head table.  


When Jesus said, “….leave and shake their dust from your feet….”, it was the only practical advice he gave to people who are not welcomed by any one.  Jesus did not mention any “involuntary ignorance.”  That malarkey was developed by feeble minded priests to save their own asses.  Jesus said, “It will be worse for the ‘Involuntary Ignorant’ than it was for Sodom!”  If you do not understand what the Guy was saying, then you haven’t read the book very well.  


If you idiots cannot see that I am trying to save you from yourselves, then you are even more pathetic than I thought.  Christ was not kidding when He said “leave”!  That was the gut of Christ’s message!  The Roman Catholic Church is a stubborn church!   It was stubborn as half of Europe quit it during the Reformation until it finally agreed to the Counterreformation.  Today we are seeing the other side of that coin.  You are gambling that you can turn back the clock so thoroughly that everybody will agree to every single dumb turnaround that you insist.  To me, that is a stupid gamble.  


You are gambling that your shear stubbornness (Again, what Cardinal Dearden might imply “arrogance”.) can wipe out a century or three of human development.  You are gambling that “Upon this Rock” means you can do anything you please.  And, what that gamble amounts to in everyday terms is that you have the ability to sink Christianity through your stupidity.  


The Vow of Obedience that I (we all) took when I finished my Novitiate in the Brothers of Holy Cross had only one exception:  We were to obey our Superior except when ordered to sin.  And, then we were to inform our Superior that our Superior was ordering us to sin, and we were to disobey that order.  


You “gentlepersons(?)”—nonsense, there is nothing “gentle” about, “Concerning the criteria of vocational discernment….”—are either doing the “ordering to sin”, or are being “ordered to sin.”  It amounts to toying around the edges of Donatism.  

ANY GAY OR LESBIAN WHO STAYS IN THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH DESPITE CHRIST’S INSTRUCTION TO LEAVE IS STUPID!
PAGE  
1

