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To the Editor:  
I would, if I might be allowed, reply to your respondent Susan Gronberg—and, through her, to James Fleming.  The citations are:  Ms. Gronberg in “Letters” of the February 2008 issue.  Mr. Fleming in “Letters” of the December 2007 issue.  I would note that I do not have the December 2007 issue before me so that I must depend on Ms. Gronberg’s interpretation of Mr. Fleming.  I would suspect and hope that she was faithful as to his intent.

As I read Ms. Gronberg’s quotation from Mr. Fleming, he seems to be stuck in the “traditional” idea that homosexuality is a sin in and of itself.  If I might, I would disabuse Mr. Fleming of thinking that I agree with him.  To me, homosexual actions are just as natural as heterosexual actions.  

Paul spoke of homosexual actions as “unnatural.”  He also said that long hair on a man was “unnatural.”  Actually, it is “natural” for hair—whether on a male or a female—to grow until it quits growing.  Paul was stuck in “cultural prejudices.”  

Paul also “confessed” near the end of Chapter Seven of Romans:  “I have sinned….carnally….in my members!”  Translation:  “I have performed sexual-genital actions!”  And, “I do not understand my own actions!”  Everyone understands heterosexual actions!  Paul was confessing to homosexual actions!  

I have never heard of or read of any “Theologian” or “Priest” ever having read and preached that passage from Paul as I have outlined it above.  In other words, I know of no theologian or Preacher that has had the moral courage to understand or quote Paul honestly on Paul’s confession.  In my opinion, that was the most courageous act of Paul’s ministry.  I doubt if Paul, himself, considered his martyrdom as either more courageous or more central to his meaning.  
And, Paul added:  “I deserve death!  Christ frees me from death!”  

It was the Inquisition that was the sin of the Church!  The Church killed who and what Christ wouldn’t!  

Ms. Gronberg closed with:  “I pray that it will lead the church to full affirmation of the lives of all of God’s children.” 

In reply to Ms. Gronberg:  

My name is John Kavanaugh.  I am a member of Saint Matthew’s and Saint Joseph’s Episcopal Church of Detroit, Michigan.  I joined old St. Joe’s in 1970 while the Gay Liberation Front of Detroit met there and shortly before the merger with St. Matthew’s.  

And, I have raised hell with the Bishops, clergy, and laity of both the Diocese of Michigan and the national church for all of the years since.  Indeed, the House of Bishops wanted me arrested during the General Convention in Minneapolis, MN.  A number of the bishops have thanked me since!  

Among the passages that I have used to convince the bishops—and, the rest of the church—are the segment from Matthew where Christ says, “Go into a town and knock on a door.  If they welcome you, go in and ‘take Communion’ with them.  If they don’t welcome you, leave and shake their dust from your feet.  It will be worse for them than it was for Sodom.” I apply that story to acceptance of homosexuals.  

Another passage I use is from the end of Revelation:  “Those who have washed their robe clean….” (i.e. decent folk) “may have the right to the tree of life.”  

By the time Revelation was written the Tree of Life was a phallic symbol.  However, the Tree of Life image predates phallic understanding.  Before the human had figured out the part the male plays in reproduction, the Tree of Life already had the concept of regeneration attached to it.  People could see seedlings sprouting up around trees.  They were able to understand that the seedlings came from the parent tree.  Indeed, the implication was attached to homosexuality in an even stronger way than when the male figured out his part in the birth process.  The gods of the forest included transvestive and homosexual images alongside Mother goddesses long before the human left the protection of the forest for river valleys where farming on a large scale was possible.  
My point is simple:  Many like to say that they “Love the homosexual but hate the homosexual act.”  

The end of Revelation is reply to that:  The bible ends by saying that decent folk can perform that sexual action (oral-genital) most commonly associated with homosexuals.  The placement of Revelation by the priests who set the canons of scripture implies God’s approval of homosexual actions.  
Revelation implies “May!”  It doesn’t say “Must!”  
It is possible that those who are vehement in their disapproval of we who practice our homosexuality have simply chosen not to participate in such actions.  No one says they have to.  But, the Matthew passage may be implying that those individuals are “sinning” when they reject those of us who do practice our nature.  
THE CHURCH OF JOHN

In my last letter to the bishops—sent shortly after the Columbus Convention this past summer—I thanked the bishops for their steadfastness on our issue.  And, I noted that what they have done is to return to the Church of John.    

THE EPISCOPAL CHURCH HAS RETURNED TO THE EARLIEST CHURCH!  

Does this mean that people who disagree with we Gays and Lesbians should be “outside the gates”?  Nonsense!  I am especially pleased by those “Traditionalist” congregations that announce, “We will not leave the Episcopal Church.”  

Years ago I was “Pauline!”   I had doubts about my own “sinfulness!”  It was by working through the question of my own homosexuality that I have become better able to deal with my own nature as well as with other people.  

Indeed, in my opinion, the Paul who wrote, “Without Charity…nothing,” is in contrast to the Saul who held cloaks so that others could stone (the Greek Gay convert?) Stephen.  Did Saul see Stephen in himself?  Was that the change that Christ worked in Paul?  Had Paul come to recognize that Stephen did not deserve death?

When families expel children:  Whether because those children have drug addictions and steal from the family to support their habit?  Or, because of the child’s sexual orientation?  Or, because the child cross-dresses?  Or, simply because the parent disagrees with the child’s political or cultural views?  Or, because they don’t have a job?  Or, because they were psychologically destroyed by war ?  
SHOULD THE CHURCH BE THE HOME THAT COLLECTS ALL OF THE EXILED CHILDREN?  
To me, the Church is the home where rich and poor can meet; where black and white can associate; where men and women can quit being masculine and feminine; where straight and gay can quit being uptight.  

IT WAS JOHN WHO ATTRIBUTED TO CHRIST: “THAT ALL MAY BE ONE!”     

In my opinion, Susan Gronberg’s “affirmation of the lives of all of God’s children” describes that early Church as eloquently and concisely as I have ever dreamed of myself or seen in the writings of others.  

I thank you, Susan!  
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