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	Santa Fe archdiocese learned lessons

By Marco R. della Cava, USA TODAY


SANTA FE — A decade ago, a cloud as dark as the meanest desert thunderhead settled over the faithful in this fiercely Catholic state. It hovered for three years of public horrors and private humiliation — and nearly bankrupted the Archdiocese of Santa Fe.

Beginning in the 1960s, New Mexico's parishes served as a national dumping ground for pedophile priests. After doing time in a rural rehab center geared toward alcoholics, they slipped into sunbaked, Hispanic hamlets and set about their unholy work.

By the '90s, 187 lawsuits were filed against dozens of priests. By 1995, an estimated $25 million in settlements was paid out by the archdiocese and its insurers. And a beloved young archbishop, Robert Sanchez, acknowledged having sex with women, resigned and disappeared from sight.

Now that same storm of clerical abuse has formed over Boston, where high-ranking church officials appear to have kept silent as priests repeatedly abused children. According to a USA TODAY/Gallup Poll, the angry voices rising from the pews want church leaders to repent and reform: A majority of 522 Catholics polled say they feel the church is more interested in protecting its own than helping victims (74%); most will not accept rehabilitated clergy back into their parishes (74%); and they would allow married priests to lead services (75%).

Such cries leave people here wondering whether anyone was paying attention when New Mexicans moaned in disbelief and then set about fixing their broken church.

"You'd think the rest of the country would have noticed when we went through our dark night of the soul," says Archbishop Michael Sheehan, who took over the 91-parish archdiocese in 1993.

"The lesson we learned? Apologize, and take steps toward zero tolerance (of abuse)," he says. "The church will come through, but the temple must be cleansed."

Under Sheehan, 23 seminarians have made it through AIDS tests and police background checks to join the priesthood; church ranks are up 17,000 families to 87,000; and, as of December, the archdiocese is debt-free.

"We're alive and strong," Sheehan says.

That is not to say unchanged or without critics. "Laypeople still have no voice in the church, women even less than men," says Genevieve Chavez of Las Cruces, a member of the national Catholic reform movement Call to Action. "If we don't adapt to the times, people will leave."

One well-known local just did. After hearing about the Boston cases, Marlene Debrey-Nowak decided that her lifetime in the church was over. That she had stuck it out this long is a testament to her faith. Her sons, Mark and Tom, then preteens, were abused by their priest in the 1970s.

"We went public in 1992. It was emotionally devastating, but important to do so," says Debrey-Nowak of Placitas, a hilltop suburb of Albuquerque. "But then you hear about these new cases and think, 'Where was everyone? Didn't they hear us?' That this happened again is unconscionable."

But perhaps not surprising. Some observers of the Catholic Church long have warned about a repeat of New Mexico's woes.

"For years we've been saying this (pedophile) issue is a symptom of a deeper ill in the clergy, but there's been no leadership from bishops," says Tom Roberts, editor of the National Catholic Reporter. "I'm often amazed at how resilient believers are, which just shows that religious expression is bigger than any one bad priest. But these latest cases are really pushing it."

As a result, churchgoers are beginning to "switch from the 'one bad apple' theory to acknowledging there's a rotten core at the leadership level," says David Clohessy, national director of the Survivors Network of those Abused by Priests, which is based in Chicago. "Finally, we're getting away from the notion that victims need to just keep quiet while the bandage is put back over the dirty wound."

Such talk irritates conservative Catholics. To vilify church leaders for the mistakes of a few sick individuals is to "ignore the vital role priests fill in the everyday lives of parishioners and to disregard the cycles of scandal and recovery the church has endured through the ages," says Duncan Anderson, editor of Faith & Family, a magazine aimed at Catholic mothers.

He dismisses reformists: "The church doesn't change based on polls. It thinks in centuries."

A Spanish import
Catholicism rode into New Mexico on horseback in the late 1500s. By 1610, Spanish conquistadors had settled on Santa Fe as their regional seat. Missionary days brought the Bible and disease to many Native Americans. Modern times find this low-slung adobe jewel a magnet for artists and tourists.

But the region has never lost its Catholic roots. On lawns, St. Francis statues sprout like flamingos in Florida; down alleys, shop signs read Holy Spirit Espresso. Even the city's name makes the point: santa fe, Spanish for "holy faith." About 40% of New Mexicans are Catholic, compared with 23% nationwide.

"The sense of allegiance to the church runs very deep here, which contributed to an atmosphere of secrecy," says Richard Wood, sociology of religion professor at the University of New Mexico-Albuquerque. "Our scandals did create a healthy unwillingness to trust blindly. But people did not noticeably leave the church."

Remarkable, considering that "the stories of abuse were unbelievably shocking," says Santa Fe attorney Merit Bennett, who with his partner, Stephen Tinkler, handled 40% of the 187 cases against the archdiocese. The experience helped make both Buddhists.

That some priests were known to have abused hundreds of children gave them pause. But what staggered the attorneys most was that many parents had inadvertently placed their children in harm's way.

"Some would invite the priests to sleep over in the very bed with their child," Tinkler says. Later, many parents either denied the abuse had taken place or, like Manny Arellano's, asked their children to forgive the offending father.

"My parents remain very strong Catholics," says Arellano, 36. "But I'll never set foot in a church again."

Arellano still seethes that "the church denied it all until the end." Not for long, says Bennett: "(Church leaders) will be more careful going forward because they don't like bad publicity or the money these cases can cost them."

Parishioners dig deep
Although news reports at the time indicated the archdiocese and its carriers paid out $50 million, the true figure was closer to $25 million, says Bing Grady, a retired banker who for 19 years has served as the chairman of the archdiocese's finance committee.

The church's final bill was roughly one-third, "with the rest covered by a half-dozen carriers (including Lloyd's of London and St. Paul Fire and Marine) after much litigation," Grady says.

(Bennett says the individual payouts — undisclosed by agreement — were "substantial." Victim Tom Nowak says his was "really just a joke.")

To come up with its share, the Archdiocese of Santa Fe raised$2 million from parish savings and collections, and $1 million from the sale of a Dominican retreat house. Some Catholic foundations also assisted because many cities had sent their troubled priests to New Mexico. A recent $4.5 million land sale in Albuquerque cleared the archdiocese's remaining debt.

"Now," Grady says, "we're just reveling in the peace."

Part of that peace can be attributed to the church extending a bit more control to its flock.

For example, at Santa Maria de la Paz Catholic Community, on the outskirts of Santa Fe, the Rev. Adam Ortega y Ortiz presides over 2,500 families who steer the church's financial and spiritual ship.

"The laity are trusted, as opposed to being dictated to by priests who supposedly know what's best," Adam says.

Not everyone is sold.

Younger Catholics have been lured over to various charismatic groups, such as Santa Fe's Potter's House. And adults such as Camille Flores, once a dedicated volunteer at this city's famed St. Francis Cathedral, left for the Episcopal church two years ago because of its more liberal views toward women. The decision wasn't an easy one.

"Culturally, Catholicism is so huge here," says Flores, arts editor at The Santa Fe New Mexican. "It's in the art, the music, the fiestas, the processions. So you just don't convert, because people see that as shedding your own culture. I didn't even tell my own kids."

She also was torn because of her respect for local priests. "I was sickened by all the jokes about men who I knew were good," she says. "But in the end, the extremely authoritarian nature of the church was too much for me."

A mother's anger
During her lifetime in the church, Marlene Debrey-Nowak acknowledges now that she spent most of her years deaf, mute and blind.

Raised Catholic in New Jersey, where the same priest baptized and married her, Debrey-Nowak followed scientist husband Jim to New Mexico. When she wasn't with children Tom, Mark and Cathy (now 38, 37 and 34), she was counseling alcoholics and volunteering at her Albuquerque parish.

One day in 1971, she was asked to welcome a new priest, Arthur Perrault. Soon, the Canadian was a regular houseguest, which is when he began having sex with Tom and Mark, sometimes in front of Cathy. The abuse lasted more than a year before the brothers spoke up.

Today, sitting with a rescued poodle in her lap and another scuttling around a modest house that overlooks a vast stretch of high desert, Marlene can barely contain her anger, while Tom can hardly get his life in gear.

"I love the people of the church, but I now want nothing to do with that institution," she says, her voice shaking. "The pope recently released a comment. So many lines about the priests, only one line about the victims. It hurts. When I came forward, all I got was stares. No one said they were sorry."

Tom Nowak offers his mom a gentle smile. He is unemployed, unwed and lives at home.

"I can't seem to get anything going, and some days, well, I wonder if it'd be better if I weren't here at all," Nowak says in a whisper. "I think, maybe I'm lazy? Maybe I'm too thin? Maybe it has to do with what happened. I don't know."

But perhaps he does. Nowak recalls watching a talk show recently when a psychologist came on to comment about the Boston cases. "She said, 'Kids are taught that priests are God on Earth. So they're having sex with God. Now that takes its toll.' And I thought, she's right. That is it."

Changes ahead
When Debrey-Nowak looks at her son, it is with a mother's hope that he will yet transcend the horror. But she is doubtful that the church — whether here or in Boston — can fix itself with ease.

"So long as the Catholic mothers I know have to tell their children, 'If a priest touches you, call the police right away,' there is going to be a problem," she says. "Personally, I don't know if we need priests. If they went away, people would still be drawn to the Mass, to the desire to be good to each other."

No priests — this from a woman once filled with greatest santa fe. But she is not alone in her radical view. The storm here may have passed, but change is in the air.

"Never again will people invest so much trust in a priest. And you know, in a way that's liberating for us," says the Rev. Ray Gunzel, who runs retreats for Catholics at the Servants of the Paraclete center in Jemez Springs — the very place where pedophile priests once were brought for "treatment."

"What happened in New Mexico 10 years ago was a real moment of truth, in which people went inside themselves and realized that what they got from the church was far more than the structure that supported it," he says. "Church leaders should pay attention to what we've seen. That when you react to scandal by immediately protecting the institution, you forget that the institution is here to serve the people."

-------------------- - - - - - - - - 
By George Weigel, George Weigel, author of "The Courage to Be Catholic: Crisis, Reform and the Future of the Church" (Basic Books, 2002), is a senior fellow of the Ethics and Public Policy Center in Washington and is d

VATICAN CITY -- Let the healing begin.

This seems to be the consensus Catholic response, ranging from victims groups to the church hierarchy to the Catholic press. It is an entirely appropriate sentiment if the question is reconciling the victims of clergy sexual abuse to the church.

But it is a hopelessly inadequate reaction if the question is fixing what is broken in the structures of Catholic belief and practice in the United States.

The jargon of the therapeutic culture in which "fixated ephebophilia" masks the reality of homosexual molestation and "observe the boundaries" replaces "don't commit grave sin" is part of the problem, not part of the solution, to a crisis caused by priests who broke their vows and bishops who failed to lead.

Stripped of secular-therapeutic euphemisms, here is what caused most cases of clergy sexual abuse and episcopal malfeasance: Unchaste priests weakened by poor theological instruction and defective spiritual formation met confused teenagers and young men weakened by a sex-saturated culture. Then bishops who had absorbed the managerial and bureaucratic ethos of modern American institutional life reacted to the sorry results of those encounters as managers rather than apostles.

Something is manifestly wrong in the Catholic Church when psychology constantly trumps moral theology in describing what is going on when a man seduces a teenage boy. And something is manifestly wrong when the forgiveness that is possible for all repentant sinners is confused with restoring the sinner to a public trust.

Very little of the recent commentary has gotten to the sources of today's Catholic crisis. This crisis did not come from nowhere. It is the result of a Catholic "ecology" damaged by a culture of dissent that has persistently promoted "Catholic Lite" views of core beliefs and institutions.

This culture of dissent views the priesthood as simply another form of "ministry" rather than a re-presentation of the priesthood of Christ himself. It misconstrues what it means to be a bishop -- in the Catholic understanding of things, a teacher, not a discussion-group moderator whose task is to keep everybody reasonably happy and "in the conversation." It has contempt for the church's sexual ethic; indeed, widespread dissent among theologians and priests from the church's settled teaching about the nobility of sexual love within marriage helped create a situation in which some priests gave themselves passes on sexual misbehavior and some bishops failed to recognize sin for what it was.

Public relations experts may have advised the U.S. bishops that using the language of "healing" and "respecting boundaries" will help get a psychobabble-saturated media off the church's case. That seems unlikely. Beyond tactics, however, it is a desperately wrongheaded approach to fixing the current fractures in the church, which are fractures of conviction, commitment and discipline.

Catholics believe the church's "form" was given to it by Christ. That form includes the leadership of bishops in local churches, so there can be no Catholic reform without strong, confident bishops, unafraid to be doctrinally and morally assertive.

Where could bishops who want to be such leaders look for recent models of effective, systemic institutional reform? How about the experience of the U.S. Army after Vietnam? The Army was a shambles in 1975, which had something to do with the general cultural implosion of the 1960s. But the men who rebuilt the Army didn't blame "the times" for their problems.

Rather, they had the courage to see that failures of leadership, institutional inertia and a breakdown of the Army's understanding of its unique mission had created the catastrophe of the early 1970s. Having gotten the analysis right, genuine reform could follow.

So Catholic bishops, priests and laity must begin talking about the crisis in their native language, the language of sin, grace and redemption; good and evil; fidelity and infidelity. Biblical and theological language must replace psychobabble.

The real issues in the Catholic crisis that now seems certain to spill over into 2003 are, have been and will continue to be issues of fidelity and infidelity. Those issues won't be successfully addressed until the church reclaims its own vocabulary.

--------- - - - - - 
L.I. Diocese Tricked Victims of Sexual Abuse, Panel Says

By ROBERT D. McFADDEN

A grand jury accused Roman Catholic Church officials on

Long Island of protecting scores of pedophile priests for decades.

http://www.nytimes.com/2003/02/11/nyregion/11PRIE.html?th
------- - - - - -

Tracking Wayward Shepherds

A grand jury found that Roman Catholic authorities on Long Island conspired for decades to protect scores of rogue clergymen.

http://www.nytimes.com/2003/02/15/opinion/15SAT3.html?th
----------------------- - - - - - - -

Disillusionment 

Disillusionment is something that happens a lot more than most people think. It's almost universal amongst the middle-aged. But, like the story of The Emperor's New Clothes, very few people have the courage to admit it. 

The reason that disillusionment is so widespread is because people consistently put their hopes in the wrong things. Even in religious circles, they almost universally put their faith in organisations more than in God himself. When the organisations let them down (and they always do), there is nothing left for most people to do except hide their disappointment and carry on the best they can. 

Because we are not likely to tell on them (or if we did, no one would believe us) many disillusioned churchmen have confided in us. They started out as idealists with high hopes of making an impact on the world, but they found little support from either the laity or the hierarchy of the church. Others were more committed to defending the institution than with finding the truth. And, because the institution represents job security, even the disillusioned clergy have consented to become one more part of the whole lie. 

It would be easy for us to become self-righteous about this if it were not that the same thing happens even in radical alternative groups like ourselves. It's usually easier to leave the alternative group and re-join the establishment as a temporary cure for disillusionment; but even then the drop-out does not find satisfaction. 

No group wants someone around moaning that they aren't satisfied; so all the disillusioned millions of the world are forced to bear their sorrow privatey, and to proclaim publicly their total satisfaction with the organisation that they are now working with. 

Some of this is understandable. We have another word for the disillusioned. They are called "malcontents". 

But there must be some way to turn honest disillusionment into a positive force. 

Consider for starters that the word comes from "illusion". Finding the truth often means exposing the "illusions" or false gods of whatever system we are in. It may be an unspoken fear of contradicting leadership in areas where leadership might actually be wrong. It may be a commitment to projects and programs more than to the greater good of building the kingdom of heaven. It may be concern with numbers or expediency. We all need to become "disillusioned" with these lesser goals in order to find a higher goal. 

We recently discussed the start of charismatic renewal in Australia with a friend who was present at the historic first gatherings of a handful of lay people at meetings in the Blue Mountains (Sydney) which led to that movement some 30 years ago. We asked ourselves what it was that made this more than just another home fellowship group; and we think the answer is that it was a group of people who wanted something bigger than themselves. 

It's very rare that you can get a dozen or more Christians together for any length of time without them wanting to start a church or put up a building. But when we get a burden for something bigger than just another denomination in the clutter of denominations that already fill the earth, then maybe we can start praying the kind of prayer that God really wants to answer: "Lord, send revival... even if we (or our organisation) are not recognised as being the tool through which it came." 

By all means, let us become disillusioned with lesser goals; and let us not be afraid to voice our disillusionment. For after we have done that, we may be able to pray for and work toward a much greater goal - the building of God's eternal and invisible kingdom here on earth... a kingdom that can reign in the hearts of all who seek him. 
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Democrats Criticize Denial of Communion by Bishops
By LAURIE GOODSTEIN
In a letter to a cardinal, 48 Roman Catholic lawmakers criticized threats by bishops to deny communion to pro-choice politicians.

--------- - - - - - 

8/l6/04  la        Holy Terror
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Religion isn't the solution -- it's the problem

By Sam Harris, Sam Harris is the author of "The End of Faith: Religion, Terror, and the Future of Reason," published this month. He can be reached at    www.samharris.org   

President Bush and the Republicans in the Senate have failed — for the moment — to bring the Constitution into conformity with 

/Judeo-Christian teachings. But even if they had passed a bill calling for a constitutional ban on gay marriage, that would have been only a beginning. Leviticus 20:13 and the New Testament book of Romans reveal that the 

God of the Bible doesn't merely disapprove of homosexuality; he specifically says 

/homosexuals should be killed: "If a man lies with a male as with a woman, both of them have committed an abomination; they shall be put to death."

God also instructs us to 

/murder people who work on the Sabbath, along with adulterers and children who curse their parents. While they're at it, members of Congress might want to reconsider the 13th Amendment, because it turns out that 

/God approves of slavery — unless a master beats his slave so severely that he loses an eye or teeth, in which case Exodus 21 tells us he must be freed. 

What should we conclude from all this? That whatever their import to people of faith, ancient religious texts shouldn't form the basis of social policy in the 21st century. The Bible was written at a time when people thought the Earth was flat, when the wheelbarrow was high tech. Are its teachings applicable to the challenges we now face as a global civilization? 

Consider the subject of          stem-cell research. Many religious people, drawing from what they've heard from the pulpit, believe that 3-day-old embryos — which are microscopic collections of 150 cells the size of a pinhead — are fully endowed with human souls and, therefore, must be protected as people. But if we know anything at all about the neurology of sensory perception, we know that there is no reason to believe that embryos at this stage of development have the capacity to sense pain, to suffer or to experience death in any way at all. (There are, for comparison's sake, 100,000 cells in the brain of a fly.) 

These facts notwithstanding, our president and our leaders in Congress, many of them citing religious teachings, have decided to put the rights of undifferentiated cells before those of men and women suffering from             spinal cord injuries, full-body burns, diabetes and Parkinson's disease. 

Of course, the Bible is not the only ancient text that casts a shadow over the present. A social policy based on the Koran poses even greater dangers. 

/Koran 9:123 tells us it is the duty of every Muslim man to "make war on the infidels who dwell around you." Osama bin Laden may be despicable, but it is hard to argue that he isn't acting in accord with at least some of the teachings of the Koran. It is true that most Muslims seem inclined to ignore the Koran's solicitations to       martyrdom and jihad, but we cannot overlook the fact that some are not so inclined and that some of them murder innocent people for religious reasons. 

The phrase "the war on terrorism" is a              dangerous euphemism     that obscures the true cause of our troubles, because we are currently at war with precisely a vision of life presented to Muslims in the Koran. Anyone who reads this text will find non-Muslims        vilified on    nearly every page. How can we possibly expect devout Muslims to happily share power with "the friends of Satan"?  Why did 19 well-educated, middle-class men trade their lives for the privilege of killing thousands of our neighbors? Because they believed, on the authority of the Koran, that they would go    straight to paradise for doing so. It is rare to find the behavior of human beings so easily explained. And yet, many of us are reluctant to accept this explanation.

Religious faith is always, and everywhere, exonerated. It is now      taboo in every corner of our culture to criticize a person's religious beliefs. Consequently, we are unable to even name, much less oppose, one of the most pervasive causes of human conflict. And the fact that there are very real and consequential differences between the major religious traditions is simply      never discussed. 

Anyone who thinks that terrestrial concerns are the principal source of Muslim violence must explain why there are 

no Palestinian     Christian      suicide bombers. They too suffer the daily indignity of the Israeli occupation. Where, for that matter, are the 

Tibetan Buddhist suicide bombers?    The Tibetans have suffered an occupation far more brutal. Where are the throngs of Tibetans ready to perpetrate suicidal atrocities against the Chinese? They do not exist. What is the difference that makes the difference? The difference lies in the specific tenets of Islam versus those of Buddhism and Christianity. 
@@@@@@@@@@@:
There are now more people in our country who believe that the universe was created in six solar days than there were in Europe in the 14th century. @@@@@@@@@@@@@@   

In the eyes of most of the civilized world, the United States is now a rogue power — imperialist, inarticulate and retrograde in its religiosity. Our erstwhile allies are right not to trust our judgment. We elect leaders who squander time and money on issues like gay marriage, Janet Jackson's anatomy, Howard Stern's obscenities, marijuana use and a dozen other trifles lying at the heart of the Christian social agenda, while potentially catastrophic problems like nuclear proliferation and climate change go unresolved. 

We elected a president who believes the jury is still out on evolution and who rejects sound, scientific judgments on the environment, on medical research, on family planning and on HIV/AIDS prevention in the developing world. The consequence, as we saw in recent elections in Spain, is that people who feel misled and entrapped by our dogmatic and peremptory approach to foreign policy will be unable to recognize a common enemy, even when that enemy massacres hundreds of people in their nation's capital.   @@@@@@@@@@

It is time we recognize that religious beliefs have consequences. As a man believes, so he will act. Believe that you are a member of a chosen people, awash in the salacious exports of an evil culture that is turning your children away from God, believe that you will be rewarded with an eternity of unimaginable delights by dealing death to these infidels — and flying a plane into a building is only a matter of being asked to do it. Believe that "life starts at the moment of conception" and you will happily stand in the way of medical research that could alleviate the suffering of millions of your fellow human beings. Believe that there is a God who sees and knows all things, and yet remains so provincial a creature as to be scandalized by certain sexual acts between consenting adults, and you will think it       ethical to punish people for engaging in private behavior that harms no one. 

Now that our elected leaders have grown entranced by pseudo-problems like gay marriage, even while the genuine enemies of civilization hurl themselves at our gates, perhaps it is time we subjected our religious beliefs to the same standards of evidence we require in every other sphere of our lives. Perhaps it is time for us to realize, at the dawn of this perilous century, that we are paying too high a price to maintain the iconography of our ignorance. 

/tried to send him a msg thru his site, got rejected.  Smart ass.

----------- - - - - -

THE PROSPERITY GOSPEL
TBN's Promise: Send Money and See Riches
	 


	Pastor Paul Crouch calls it "God's economy of giving," and here is how it works:

People who donate to Crouch's Trinity Broadcasting Network will reap financial blessings from a grateful God. The more they give TBN, the more he will give them.

 


Being broke or in debt is no excuse not to write a check. In fact, it's an ideal opportunity. For God is especially generous to those who give when they can least afford it.

"He'll give you thousands, hundreds of thousands," Crouch told his viewers during a telethon last November. "He'll give millions and billions of dollars."

Preachers who pass the hat while praising the Lord have long been the stuff of ridicule in film and fiction. But for Crouch and his Orange County-based television ministry, God's economy of giving is no laughing matter. It brings a rich bounty, year after year.

Crouch has used a doctrine called the "prosperity gospel" to underwrite a worldwide broadcasting network and a life of luxury for himself and his family.

For at least a century, preachers have plied the notion that dropping money in the collection plate will bring blessings from God — material as well as spiritual. But Crouch, through inspired salesmanship and advanced telecommunications technology, has converted this timeworn creed into a potent financial engine.

TBN collects more than $120 million a year from viewers of its Christian programming — more than any other TV ministry. Those donations have fueled its rise from a rented studio in Santa Ana to a global broadcasting system whose programs appear on thousands of channels — via satellite, cable and over-the-air broadcasts — in a dozen languages.

The network's donors also help fund generous salaries for Crouch ($403,700 a year) and his wife, Jan ($361,000), and an array of perks, including a TBN-owned jet and 30 homes across the country, among them a pair of Newport Beach mansions and a ranch in Texas.

The prosperity gospel is rooted in the idea that God wants Christians to prosper and that believers have the right to ask him for financial gifts. TBN has woven this notion into its round-the-clock programming as well as the thousands of fund-raising letters it mails every day.

During one telethon, Crouch, 70, told viewers that if they did their part to advance the Kingdom of God — such as by donating money to TBN — they should not be shy about asking God for a reward.

"If my heart really, honestly desires a nice Cadillac … would there be something terribly wrong with me saying, 'Lord, it is the desire of my heart to have a nice car … and I'll use it for your glory?' " Crouch asked. "I think I could do that and in time, as I walked in obedience with God, I believe I'd have it."

Other preachers who appear on the network offer variations on the theme that God appreciates wealth and likes to share it. One of them, John Avanzini, once told viewers that Jesus, despite his humble image, was a man of means.

"John 19 tells us that Jesus wore designer clothes," Avanzini said, referring to the purple robe that Christ's tormentors wrapped around him before the Crucifixion. "I mean, you didn't get the stuff he wore off the rack…. No, this was custom stuff. It was the kind of garment that kings and rich merchants wore."

TBN viewers are told that if they don't reap a windfall despite their donations, they must be doing something to "block God's blessing" — most likely, not giving enough.

Crouch has particularly stern words for those who are not giving at all.

"If you have been healed or saved or blessed through TBN and have not contributed … you are robbing God and will lose your reward in heaven," he said during a 1997 telecast.

A central element of the prosperity gospel is that no one is too poor or too indebted to donate. Bishop Clarence McClendon, a preacher whose show "Take It By Force" appears on TBN, told viewers in March that God had asked him to deliver a message to those in financial difficulty:

They should "sow a seed" by using their credit cards to make donations. In return, the Lord would see to it that the balances would be paid off within 30 days.

"Get Jesus on that credit card!" McClendon said.

Ask and Receive

Proponents of the prosperity gospel — also known as the "name it and claim it" gospel and the "health and wealth" gospel — point to a verse in the Hebrew Scriptures in which the Lord warns the faithful not to "rob" him by withholding their tithes:

" 'Test me in this,' says the Lord Almighty, 'and see if I will not throw open the floodgates of heaven and pour out so much blessing that you will not have room enough for it.' "

E.W. Kenyon, an evangelical pastor in the first half of the 20th century, was an early and influential advocate of the idea that God would grant material wishes.

Kenyon wrote about the "power of faith" to bring health and wealth. He depicted an Almighty who not only protected his followers and forgave their sins, but handed out gifts if asked. The important thing was to ask.

Kenyon's ideas inspired what came to be known as the Word of Faith movement. Many of the phrases Kenyon coined — such as "What I confess, I possess" — are still used by evangelists.

After Kenyon's death in 1948, other pastors used aspects of his teachings to draw an even more emphatic connection between piety and prosperity. Pentecostalists such as Oral Roberts were particularly ardent in espousing this doctrine.

In the 1960s, Pastor Kenneth Hagin, often described as the father of the Word of Faith movement, raised the profile of the prosperity gospel still further, promoting it on television and in books with titles such as "Godliness Is Profitable" and "How to Write Your Own Ticket with God."

Hagin preached a four-part formula that he said he received in a vision from Jesus: Say it. Do it. Receive it. Tell it.

First, believers must ask God for what they want. Next, they must demonstrate their faith through donations. Then they will tap into the "powerhouse of heaven" and receive their gifts. Finally, they must spread the news.

Most of today's leading televangelists preach some version of this creed.

Paul and Jan Crouch were brought up in the Assemblies of God, a Pentecostal denomination where the prosperity gospel flourishes. After working in ministries in South Dakota and Michigan, the couple moved to Southern California in 1961 to run an Assemblies of God TV production facility in Burbank.

They launched their own network in 1973. After two nights on the air on KBSA-TV Channel 46 in Santa Ana, they were broke. So the next night, they staged a telethon.

The phones hardly rang. Then Paul Crouch hit on an idea, he recalled in his autobiography, "Hello World!" He told Jan to announce on the air that an anonymous donor had promised to give $20,000 — on condition that viewers pledge the same amount that night.

The anonymous donor was Crouch, and the $20,000 was money the couple had already lent the network. If viewers came through with $20,000, they would forgo repayment of the loan.

By evening's end, viewers had phoned in $30,000 in pledges, enough to keep TBN on the air.

"Without really realizing it at the time, I had put into motion one of God's most powerful laws — the law of giving and receiving, sowing and reaping," Crouch wrote. "Thirty-, 60- and 100-fold blessing is, indeed, a glorious truth and blessing for those who will simply obey the word of the Lord!"

The prosperity gospel became the foundation of TBN fundraising. The Crouches and TBN personalities such as faith healer Benny Hinn present the doctrine with passion and a flair for the dramatic.

During fundraising "Praise-a-thons," the Crouches read testimonials from donors whose debts supposedly were miraculously forgiven — or who inexplicably received checks in the mail. They pray over donors' pledge cards.

In 2000, TBN televangelists told viewers that those who promised $2,000 would get the money back before the end of the year — and would find that their debts had been canceled. Later, donors were invited to send in loan statements and other debt paperwork. The documents were burned on a stone altar.

During another pitch, Crouch read on camera a letter he said was from a financially strapped viewer who had pledged $4,000.

According to Crouch, the donor wrote: "Within 15 minutes of that time, I received a check in the U.S. mail in the amount of $5,496.70. No explanation…. I know it's not an income tax return. I don't make enough money to file returns."

That year, in a fundraising letter to the network's "prayer partners," Crouch wrote: "Praise the Lord, the reports of awesome miracles of debts canceled and God's people coming out of debt continue to come in. God's economy of giving really works!"

What Windfall?

Most mainstream theologians and pastors say the prosperity gospel is at best a doctrinal error and at worst a con game. They point out that Jesus and his disciples abandoned their possessions in order to live a spiritually rich life. 

"It is difficult to fathom how anyone familiar with the abundance of biblical teaching about the 'deceitfulness of riches' could have devised the prosperity gospel," said William Martin, a sociology professor at Rice University and author of a biography of Billy Graham. 

"While the Bible does not condemn all wealth, it surely points to its dangers in numerous passages."

Critics of TBN say that the promise of financial miracles — besides being a distraction from the core principles of Christianity — can cause real harm.

Ole E. Anthony, founder of the Trinity Foundation in Dallas, a televangelist watchdog, said he knew people who had given the last of their savings to TV preachers, hoping for a windfall that never came.

"The people on TBN are living the lifestyle of fabulous wealth on the backs of the poorest and most desperate people in our society," Anthony said. "People have lost their faith in God because they believe they weren't worthy after not receiving their financial blessing."

Thomas D. Horne, of Williford, Ark., a disabled Vietnam-era veteran, said that in 1994 he was swept away by the rhetoric of TBN pastors and donated about $6,000 in disability benefits.

Time went by and he did not receive the promised surfeit of money. Last year, he found out that TBN had purchased a Newport Beach mansion overlooking the Pacific. He wrote to the network, asking for his money back.

"I want to recoup my hard-earned disability money I sent to these despicable people," said Horne. He said he has received no reply.

Philip McPeake is another donor for whom God's economy of giving did not deliver. Out of work and out of luck in November 1998, McPeake heard the Rev. R.W. Schambach make an impassioned plea for donations on TBN's Kansas City television station, KTAJ. 

Schambach promised that if viewers sent $200 as a down payment on a $2,000 pledge, God would give them the rest within 90 days — with a bonus to follow.

McPeake sent in his money and waited for his luck to change. When it didn't, he complained to the Missouri state attorney general's office and the Federal Communications Commission. TBN refunded his donation.

Carl Geisendorfer, who runs a low-power Christian television station in Quincy, Ill., offered TBN programming for 19 years — until, he said, he grew disgusted by the televangelists' financial appeals. 

He said he pulled TBN off the air in 2002 after watching a preacher tell viewers that they should pledge $2,000 — even if they didn't have it — in order to receive a financial miracle from God.

"I should have canceled TBN several years earlier, but I thought Paul Crouch would finally see the light on how foolish and prideful that false gospel is," said Geisendorfer, president of Believer's Broadcasting Corp., a small media group. "I'm sorry I waited as long as I did."

Geisendorfer said donations to his station dropped 25% after he dropped TBN's programs. He said Paul Crouch called him and, during a 90-minute conversation, admitted to struggling over how far to go in promising financial rewards to donors.

"He said, 'What's the difference if some believe it or not. It works for many people. Why not?' " Geisendorfer wrote in a newsletter sent to station supporters last year. He quoted Crouch as saying: "The money comes in and the world is being reached by the Gospel."

Crouch declined to be interviewed for this article. His son, Paul Crouch Jr., a TBN executive, said critics of the prosperity gospel overlook the fact that the network has used viewers' contributions to bring God's word to millions of people.

He said it was unfortunate that "the prosperity gospel is a lightning rod for the Body of Christ. It's not what drives TBN."

If TBN was interested only in money, the younger Crouch said, it would sell advertisements instead of funding its operations primarily with viewers' contributions. 

"We could double our money tomorrow," he said.

He added that appeals for money make up a small part of TBN programming and are prominent mainly during TBN's twice-yearly, weeklong "Praise-a-thons."

Those are the times when Rick Johnston, a retired pastor who lives near Flagstaff, Ariz., swings into action. 

Johnston, 56, organizes groups of like-minded Christians to try to jam TBN's phone lines during "Praise-a-thons." The strategy is to stay on the line as long as possible offering phony pledges.

"I feel like a little fly trying to knock down Goliath," Johnston said. "But if I can stop somebody from being robbed of $100, I'm going to do it. There are worse things in life I could be guilty of doing."

Not all TBN donors are looking for a financial payback. Many say they are more interested in the promise of salvation and in helping spread the message of Jesus.

Jeanne Fish, 87, a widow who lives in a Tustin apartment, said she took solace from TBN when her husband died nearly 20 years ago and has been a loyal viewer ever since.

"I get so much out of it," she said. "It's almost like getting a theology degree. It's kind of hard to turn off, in fact."

Loyal viewers are dumbfounded that TBN generates controversy within the evangelical community.

"I'm just so amazed and shocked that so many people don't like [TBN] in the Christian world," said Arthur Robbins, an artist who lives near Santa Cruz. "It's a huge undertaking to promote the Gospel worldwide, and they're doing it."

On the air, Paul Crouch responds to criticism of the prosperity gospel by invoking Satan.

"If the devil can keep all of us Christians poor, we won't have any disposable income to build Christian television stations," Crouch said once.

Michael Giuliano, an expert in televangelism at Westmont College in Santa Barbara, said this is an effective strategy.

"It's very, very powerful," he said. "In a world of uncertainty, you know who the good guys in the white hats are and who the guys in the black hats are. And giving money to TBN is a tangible way to join the fight for the good guys."

*

(BEGIN TEXT OF INFOBOX)

`Get Jesus on that credit card!' 

Pastor Paul Crouch and other evangelists appearing on Trinity Broadcasting Network tell viewers that God will reward them many times over for their donations. Examples:

Paul Crouch

'God spoke to me clearly and said, "Did I give my son Jesus on the cross expecting nothing in return?" God bankrupted heaven and gave the best gift he could give…. You can bring God a gift fully expecting something in return. Get to the phone!'

Vote and Be Damned
By MAUREEN DOWD          l0/l7/04
Conservative bishops and conservative Republicans are working hard to spread the gospel that anyone who supports John Kerry is aligned with the forces of evil. Vote and Be Damned

By MAUREEN DOWD
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First Dick Cheney said that supporting John Kerry could lead to another terrorist attack.

Then Dennis Hastert said Al Qaeda would be more successful under a Kerry presidency than under President Bush.

Now the Catholic bishops have upped the ante, indicating that voting for a candidate with Mr. Kerry's policies could lead to      eternal damnation. 

Conservative bishops and conservative Republicans are working hard to spread the gospel that anyone who supports the Catholic candidate and onetime Boston altar boy who carries a rosary and a Bible with him on the trail is aligned with the forces of     evil.

In an interview with The Times's David Kirkpatrick, Archbishop Charles Chaput of Denver said a knowing vote for a candidate like Mr. Kerry who supports abortion rights or embryonic stem cell research would be a     sin that would have to be confessed before receiving communion. "If you vote this way, are you     cooperating in evil?" the archbishop asked. "Now, if you know you are cooperating in evil, should you go to confession? The answer is yes."

As Mr. Kirkpatrick and Laurie Goodstein wrote, Catholics make up about a quarter of the electorate, many concentrated in swing states. These bishops and like-minded Catholic groups are organizing voter registration and blanketing churches with voter guides that often ignore traditional Catholic concerns about the    death penalty and war - the     pope opposed the invasion of Iraq - while calling abortion, gay marriage and the stem cell debate "nonnegotiable."

"Never before have so many bishops so explicitly warned Catholics so close to an election that to vote a certain way was to commit a sin," the Times article said.

Once upon a time, with Al Smith and John Kennedy, the church was proud to see Catholics run for president. The church was as unobtrusive in 1960, trying to help J.F.K., as it is obtrusive now, trying to hurt J.F.K. II. 

The conservative bishops, salivating to overturn Roe v. Wade, prefer an evangelical antiabortion president to one of their own who said in Wednesday's debate: "What is an article of faith for me is not something that I can legislate on somebody who doesn't share that article of faith. I believe that choice ... is between a woman, God and her doctor." 

Like Mr. Bush, these patriarchal bishops want to    turn back the clock to the 50's. They don't want separation of church and state -     except in Iraq. 

Some of the bishops - the shepherds of a church whose hierarchy bungled the molestation and rape of so many young boys by tolerating it, covering it up, enabling it, excusing it and paying hush money - are still debating whether John Kerry should be allowed to receive communion.  [GREAT point says al garner!]
These bishops are embryo-centric; they are not as concerned with the 1,080 kids killed in a war that the Bush administration launched with lies, or about the lives that could be lost thanks to the president's letting the assault weapons ban lapse, or about all the lives that could be saved and improved with stem cell research.

Mr. Bush derives his    immutability from his faith. "I believe that God wants everybody to be free," he said in the last debate, adding that this was "part of my foreign policy."

In today's Times Magazine, Ron Suskind writes that Mr. Bush has created a "faith-based presidency" that has riven the Republican Party.

Bruce Bartlett, a domestic policy adviser to Ronald Reagan and a Treasury official for the first President Bush, told Mr. Suskind that some people now look at Mr. Bush and see "this instinct he's always talking about is this sort of weird, Messianic idea of what he thinks God has told him to do." He continued: "This is why George W. Bush is so clear-eyed about Al Qaeda and the Islamic fundamentalist enemy. He believes you have to kill them all. They can't be persuaded, that they're extremists, driven by a dark vision. He understands them, because he's just like them."   [exactly]
The president's certitude - the idea that he can see into people's souls and that God tells him what is right, then W. tells us if he feels like it - is disturbing. It equates disagreeing with him to disagreeing with Him.

The conservative bishops' certitude - the idea that you can't be a good Catholic if you diverge from certain church-decreed mandates or if you want to keep your religion and politics separate - is also disturbing.

America is awash in   selective piety,   situational moralists and   cherry-picking absolutists.  [great, man has she got it !]
God and Sex
By NICHOLAS D. KRISTOF     l0/23/04
If we're going to cherry-pick biblical phrases, then perhaps we should just ban marriage altogether.     #    #

------------ - - - 
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Another Church Sex Scandal
	
	
	
	
	


(CBS) Like any mom, Heidi Meyer fixes boo-boos, serves up breakfast and even reviews some math homework. 

But every day is a fight for this mom to overcome her past. 

"Basically any way that he could put his hands on me, he did," she told CBS News Correspondent Jane Clayson. 

From the time she was 10, until she turned 13, Heidi, a Jehovah's Witness, says she was molested by a member of her congregation. Finally, she turned to the leaders of her faith. 

And what did they say? 

"They asked me, do you think this could be a misunderstanding? And I said, no. No, I'm very sure of how his hands were on my body and there's no way to misunderstand that," Meyer said. 

But the elders dismissed her plea for help and sent her away with a warning: "You need to keep quiet about this. You don't want to drag his name through the mud. You don't want to drag the name of Jehovah's organization through the mud." 

Bill Bowen, an elder for more than 20 years explained, "Anything that an elder says is viewed as the direct word of God." 

Bowen, a former Jehovah's Witness went on, "You could even be excommunicated for questioning what an elder tells you to do. There's no negotiation here. You must obey what the elders direct." 

But what silences most victims is that Jehovah's Witnesses require either a confession or two eyewitnesses to any accusation -- making sexual abuse almost impossible to prove. 

For Leanna Morley, in Oregon, the abuse started when she was five. 

"It's time that the people knew about the secrets that happen in that religion," she said. "It was a living hell." 

Sue was seven years old and living in Washington. Her molester later made a chilling confession. He said there were 24 to 42 little girls that he had molested -- he couldn't remember how many exactly. 

Bill Bowen says by the end of the year he expects at least 100 lawsuits to be filed against the faith. 

The problem is huge, he said. "It's of global proportions. You're talking about tens of thousands of children who've been molested in the last ten years. Tens of thousands, easily." 

The Jehovah's Witnesses Headquarters disputes these numbers but says they're aware of the problem -- and cites a letter it published last May. It says "we have long instructed elders to report allegations of child abuse to the authorities where required by law to do so, even where there is only one witness." 

There is another letter. It denies Heidi Meyer's charges, saying "... no child abuse involved." 

For Heidi, it's another betrayal by a faith she trusted and turned to for help. 

"These are your spiritual leaders, these are men appointed by God in the eyes of Jehovah's Witnesses, and who was I? You know, I was just some kid." 

As a mom she's still fighting to overcome her past -- even choosing to home school her son because she's afraid to leave him with others.    -------------- - - - - - 

/thus fundamentalists more concerned with cover up    #
Nautical Nonsense
Because of a media fuss ignited by the Christian right, an overexposed cartoon character is well on his way to culture-war immortality.  l/22/05

God and Evolution
By NICHOLAS D. KRISTOF
Modern science is turning up a possible reason why the religious right is flourishing and secular liberals aren't: instinct.

Catholic Group Receives 1,092 New Sex Abuse Reports
By NEELA BANERJEE
The overwhelming majority of the accusations, which were made against 756 priests, concerned incidents that took place about 30 years ago.

The Price of Infallibility
By Thomas Cahill
Though John Paul II will be remembered as one of the great political figures of our age, he was not a great religious figure.

Cardinal Law, Ousted in U.S. Scandal, Is Given a Major Role in Rites for the Pope
By LAURIE GOODSTEIN
Cardinal Bernard Law was named by the Vatican as one of nine prelates who will have the honor of presiding over funeral Masses for Pope John Paul II.

Art vs. the Church Lady 
Art is by definition artificial, yet it tells truths. Here in Washington we're fortunate that a truth-telling art exhibit has arrived like a blast of fresh air, just when the pall of religiosity hanging over the city was reaching gas-mask stage.

Religion Run Amok
7 Great Lies Of Organized Religion A Hard Look at Past & Present
CoffeehouseTheology.com
Many Paths to God?
A comparative study of the world religions, are they all the same?
www.EveryStudent.com
Pat Robertson's Gift


Thursday, August 25, 2005; Page A18 

WE WON'T even pretend to have given television evangelist Pat Robertson's latest obnoxious utterance much thought, considering his long history of pious bloviations that have made him come across to most Americans as, well, witless. Were it not for the widespread attention being given in Latin America to Mr. Robertson's call on Monday for the assassination of Venezuelan President Hugo Chavez, we would have preferred to allow the Christian Coalition's founder to continue his slide from America's mainstream into the obscurity he has so richly earned. But his latest bit of foolery is worth a comment or two -- if for no other reason than Mr. Robertson, in an act of stupidity only he could outdo, has handed Fidel Castro's acolyte a propaganda gift of immeasurable value.

Mr. Chavez, who, like Mr. Robertson, is infatuated with the absurd, fancies that the United States is out to kill him. It so happens that Mr. Chavez, when not meddling in the affairs of his neighbors and spawning anti-democratic movements, seems to enjoy portraying himself as a target of U.S. assassins -- a charge that he makes without evidence and that has been strongly denied by the Bush administration.

	
	


Enter Mr. Robertson. It's a pity Venezuelans don't know that "The 700 Club" broadcaster is a fading shadow of the Republican Party figure he once was. That Mr. Robertson once ran for his party's nomination, built a conservative religious advocacy group that had aspiring office-seekers quaking in their boots and -- entrepreneur that he is -- befriended every sub-Saharan kleptomaniac he managed to meet.

But Mr. Robertson's slide from the mountain peak of evangelical pontification was not because of his politics but because of his mouth. When his words were not ill-advised, they were moronic; when not callow, downright loopy, as in: predicting God would curse Orlando with a hurricane if gay-pride events were celebrated at Disney World; wishing a nuclear bomb would be dropped on the State Department; and suggesting that America had it coming on Sept. 11 because God had been insulted "at the highest level of our government." Venezuelans just may not know the Pat Robertson that America knows. Yesterday, Mr. Robertson apologized. We are used to that, too.

Still, it is curious how some of Mr. Robertson's fellow travelers have not been able to locate their tongues over this latest Robertson-inspired international disturbance. The Family Research Council and Traditional Values Coalition spare no moments in rushing forth to denounce irresponsibility on the part of those they dislike. Not so with Mr. Robertson, who only called for the United States to murder a foreign head of state. Even the Bush administration can't bring itself to censure a fellow conservative who publicly calls for his country to break the law. "Inappropriate," the State Department managed to say. The White House, embarrassed by Mr. Robertson yet again but too afraid to mix it up with his narrow but loyal base of support, simply averts its gaze. For all that, Mr. Chavez owes Mr. Robertson a thank-you note.

Los Angeles Files Recount Decades of Priests' Abuse 
By JOHN M. BRODER
The personnel files reveal case after case in which the church was warned of abuse but failed to protect its parishioners.
Methodist Court Removes Openly Lesbian Minister 
By NEELA BANERJEE
The highest court in the United Methodist Church defrocked a lesbian minister and reinstated a pastor who refused to allow a gay man to join his congregation.

Defenders of the Faith    By SLAVOJ ZIZEK      Why Europe's Muslims should be grateful for Europe's atheists.    Nyt   3/06

A Shift Among the Evangelicals    6/06

E.J. Dionne Jr. | The mellowing of evangelical Christianity may well be the big American religious story of this decade -- and it will probably have an impact on the nation's political life.

Melding Faith and Tolerance

By Jim Hoagland
Sunday, July 2, 2006; Page B07     w post

VENICE -- A half-century dominated by the secular ideologies of capitalism, communism and physics has given way to a time of religious backlash provoked by the uncertainties and menaces of vertiginous modernization. While shrinking the world, the forces of technology, trade and communications have done little to make it a more tolerant place.

/Intolerance -- whether exercised by "Islamic" fundamentalists blowing up the mosques of other sects or by "Christian" activists    blowing up abortion clinics -- is rapidly becoming a decisive force in domestic politics and foreign policy in nation after nation.

This growing crisis of intolerance needs to be recognized and addressed by the world's political leaders, not exploited or ignored by them. Interfaith dialogues, the conscious stripping away of injurious religious stereotypes and a refusal to base state policy on    narrow religious interests should become part of an international political agenda adopted and promoted by global organizations wherever they exist.

The civil war within Islam between Sunnis and Shiites and the violent jihadist ideologies against other religions it has spawned are the most immediately malignant forms of the wave of global backlash. But they are part of a broader phenomenon.

The spiraling growth of evangelical Christianity in the United States -- as well as in Latin America, China and Africa -- reflects the central reality that also helps    drive the radicalization of Islam across the Middle East, Central Asia and the northern Caucasus.      When people feel threatened by rapid and mystifying change, they turn to the most literal forms of religion for explanations and justifications.

It was not supposed to work this way, says Karsten Voigt, a political intellectual whose main job is studying the United States for the German government. It was     assumed that "there was an indissoluble link between modernization and secularization. But that turns out to have been wrong," Voigt told a gathering of Europeans and Americans sponsored by the Council for the United States and Italy here last week.

Voigt argued that religion is becoming an important     factor in a widening gap between Europe and the United States.

Many Europeans assume that all American "evangelicals are poor and badly educated" and have made the Bush administration their instrument for proving to the world 

"that God is American,"    sigggggggggggggggggggggggggggggggggggggg

Voigt said. Meanwhile, he noted, Americans      see falling church membership in Europe as proof of the moral and physical decline of a feckless Old Continent not interested in spiritual values, even though church attendance seems to be increasing again in Europe.

"On both sides of the Atlantic, broad sections of the population are unable and unwilling to get inside the heads of their transatlantic counterparts," he added. "When people fail to communicate with one another, their relationship suffers."

Broadly speaking, Europeans construct laws and constitutions to protect the state from the power of religion. Americans protect religion from the power of the state. For them, politics is "a civic religion" in which "good and evil are clear alternatives" that form simple choices.

"Americans have never had a problem combining religion and democracy in their own society. That may have caused them to underestimate the difficulties that Islamic countries would have in reconciling the two. Europeans feel it is a difficult process that could take decades, not years," Voigt told me.

A few days later in Washington, Sen. Barack Obama (D-Ill.) addressed with an unusual combination of clarity and civility the problems for democracy that religious backlash is creating at home. His words could easily be adopted as well as guidelines for all governments in the Middle East and elsewhere.     "Democracy demands that the religiously motivated translate their concerns into     universal, rather than religion-specific, values. It requires that their proposals be subject to argument, and amenable to    reason," Obama said Wednesday in a talk to the Call to Renewal group. Principles must be "accessible to people of all faiths, including those with no faith at all.

"Now, this is going to be difficult for some who believe in the     inerrancy" of sacred scripture. "But in a pluralistic democracy, we have no choice. Politics depends on our ability to persuade each other of     common aims based on a common reality. . . . At some fundamental level, religion does           not allow for compromise. It's the art of the impossible. If God has spoken, then followers are expected to live up to God's edicts, regardless of the consequences. To base one's life on such uncompromising commitments may be sublime; to base our policymaking on such commitments would be a dangerous thing."     Me and moks
jimhoagland@washpost.com
Hell houses

Wooooooooooo

Nov 2nd 2006 | WASHINGTON, DC
From The Economist print edition

Welcome to hell. Admission: $8.00

A SKELETON or a zombie might kill you. But going to a rave could imperil your eternal life. Secular haunted houses are incompetent to address these dangers. Besides, they celebrate a pagan holiday. So this October, hundreds of churches around America hosted their own horror shows, to rival Halloween. 

Reuters[image: image22.jpg]


Another raver pays the price
In “hell houses”, sometimes known as “judgment” or “reality houses”, young actors depict the consequences of drinking, partying or being gay. Women who are casual about sex might reconsider once they see how it leads to a bloody late-term abortion, for example. 

The idea is credited to the Rev Jerry Falwell, who first staged a hell house in 1972. Liberty University, the college he founded in Lynchburg, Virginia, produces a sophisticated annual event called Scaremare. This year's theme was “The DaScaremi Code.” Thousands waited in line for hours to attend. A few teenagers whiled away the time by discussing the metaphysics of the Trinity. 

Scaremare was, as its promotional material promised, “a balance between a fun house and a house of death.” But it was not really a hell house. Apart from a crucifixion tableau, there was no overtly Christian message until the end, when visitors were herded into a tent. Inside, a student gave a rambling but heartfelt lecture on original sin, escape via death, the evangelical mission and the emptiness he felt before being saved. 
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Most churches that bother to put on a haunted house are not interested in such a soft sell. And a small congregation does not need vast resources to scare people. Colorado's New Destiny Christian Centre sells “Hell House Outreach Kits” for a modest fee. The kit includes scripts for scenes such as the funeral of a young man “who believed the born-gay lie and died of AIDS”. Supplemental sound effects, such as “Splinter the Family Unit” by Lucifer Voice, are also available if needed. 

Hell houses have fans outside the evangelical community. An event in Oklahoma was “seriously lots of fun”, wrote one student in a review for his college paper. “Too bad I had a Jesus hangover in the morning.” The phenomenon has even reached the east coast. Last month an experimental theatre company in New York staged its own “Hell House” off-Broadway. It was well received. But the real hell houses are controversial. Mainstream Christians think that evangelism and scare tactics are mutually exclusive. Some hardliners, in contrast, object that no one should have to pay to hear the Gospel. 

here in o.c.  [edit] Sex abuse settlement
On January 3, 2005 Bishop Tod Brown apologized to 87 alleged victims of sexual abuse and announced a settlement of $100 million following two years of mediation. The suits alleged sexual misconduct on the part of 30 priests, 2 nuns, 1 religious brother, and 10 lay personnel into the 1980s; 11 claims were against Eleuterio Ramos and 9 against Siegfried Widera, both deceased (Widera by suicide).[1] About 25 cases involved abuse dating before the creation of the Diocese of Orange, one to 1936.[2a] It was the first settlement in California arising from the Roman Catholic Church sex abuse scandal of the late 20th and early 21st centuries and the largest settlement (though not the largest judgment) to date arising out of the scandal.

About half of the sum was covered by liability insurance. The diocese had also sharply cut costs to prepare for the settlement in the preceding months. These steps enabled the Diocese of Orange agree to the settlement without closing schools or parishes, or more severe measures required of other U.S. dioceses caught up in the scandal.[2b]        This could be from:   http://www.google.com/search?hl=en&q=scandal++orange+diocese  = wiki
Archdiocese seeks a settlement as 500 sex abuse cases head for trial  - na   July 9, 2007   Times Staff Writer,By Joe Mozingo / Times Staff Writer 

...Anderson. "Their exposure is extraordinary." joe.mozingo@latimes.com -- (INFOBOX BELOW) Clergy...by the archdiocese Source: Graphics reporting by Joe Mozingo and Vicki Gallay / Times Staff Writer 
Payout could be largest yet – half a billion.

Liberalism and Secularism
Stanley Fish on the incompatibility of religion and liberal politics. [image: image24.png]



Liberalism and Secularism: One and the Same
Tags: liberalism, secularism
Back in June, I wrote three columns (”The Three Atheists,” “Atheism and Evidence” and “Is Religion Man-Made?“) about the recent vogue of atheist books, books that accuse religion of being empty of genuine substance, full of malevolent and destructive passion, and without support in evidence, reason or common sense. 

The authors of these tracts are characterized by professor Jacques Berlinerblau of Georgetown University as “the soccer hooligans of reasoned discourse.” He asks (rhetorically), “Can an atheist or agnostic commentator discuss any aspect of religion for more than thirty seconds without referring to religious peoples as imbeciles, extremists, mental deficients, fascists, enemies of the public good, crypto-Nazis, conjure men, irrationalists … authoritarian despots and so forth?” 

In a similar vein, Tom Krattenmaker, who studies religion in public life, wonders why, given their celebration of open-mindedness and critical thinking, secularists “so frequently leave their critical thinking at the door” when it “comes to matters of religion?” Why are they closed-minded on this one subject?

An answer to these questions can be found, I think, in another publishing phenomenon: the growing number of books and articles dedicated to the rehabilitation of liberalism both as a political vision and as a self-identification of which one needn’t be ashamed. 

A recent example is Paul Starr’s “Freedom’s Power: The True Force of Liberalism” (2007). Starr, a professor of sociology at Princeton, claims that what unites liberals are political principles rather than agreement “on the ultimate grounds on which these principles rest.” This is the familiar (and suspect) claim that liberalism is not a substantive ideology but a political device that allows many ideologies to flourish and compete in the marketplace of ideas. Liberalism, says Starr, “is only a framework – that is, it provides a space for free development.” Where there are deep “divisions over the meaning of the good life,” he continues, the “neutrality” of the liberal state “furthers mutual forbearance.”

But right there, in the invocation of “free development” and “mutual forbearance,” Starr gives the lie to liberal neutrality. Free development (the right of individuals to frame and follow their own life plans) and mutual forbearance (a live-and-let-live attitude toward the beliefs of others as long as they do you no harm) are not values everyone endorses. 

And neither are the other values Starr identifies as distinctively liberal – individualism, egalitarianism, self-realization, free expression, modernity, innovation. These values, as many have pointed out, are part and parcel of an ideology, one that rejects a form of government organized around a single compelling principle or faith and insists instead on a form of government that is, in legal philosopher Ronald Dworkin’s words, “independent of any particular conception of the good life.” Individual citizens are free to have their own conception of what the good life is, but the state, liberal orthodoxy insists, should neither endorse nor condemn any one of them (unless of course its adherents would seek to impose their vision on others). 

It follows then that the liberal state can not espouse a particular religion or require its citizens to profess it. Instead, the liberal state is committed to tolerating all religions while allying itself with none. Indeed, Starr declares, “the logic of liberalism” is “exemplified” by religious toleration. For if the idea is to facilitate the flourishing of many points of view while forestalling “internecine… conflicts” between them, religion, the most volatile and divisive of issues, must be removed from the give and take of political debate and confined to the private realm of the spirit, where it can be tolerated because it has been quarantined. 

Thus the toleration of religion goes hand in hand with – is the same thing as – the diminishing of its role in the society. It is a quid pro quo. What the state gets by “excluding religion from any binding social consensus” (Starr) is a religion made safe for democracy. What religion gets is the state’s protection. The result, Starr concludes approvingly, is “a political order that does not threaten to extinguish any of the various theological doctrines” it contains.

That’s right. The liberal order does not extinguish religions; it just eviscerates them, unless they are the religions that display the same respect for the public-private distinction that liberalism depends on and enforces. A religion that accepts the partitioning of the secular and the sacred and puts at its center the private transaction between the individual and his God fits the liberal bill perfectly. John Locke and his followers, of whom Starr is one, would bar civic authorities from imposing religious beliefs and would also bar religious establishments from meddling in the civic sphere. Everyone stays in place; no one gets out of line.

But what of religions that will not stay in place, but claim the right, and indeed the duty, to order and control the affairs of the world so that the tenets of the true faith are reflected in every aspect of civic life? Liberalism’s answer is unequivocal. Such religions are the home of “extremists … fascists … enemies of the public good … authoritarian despots and so forth.” 

This harsh judgment, which Berlinerblau and Krattenmaker label closed-minded, is inevitable given liberalism’s founding premises. If the goal is to facilitate the free flow of ideas in a marketplace of ideas, the one thing that cannot be tolerated is the idea of shutting down the marketplace. Liberalism, if it is to be true to itself, must refuse to entertain seriously an argument or a project the goal and effect of which would be to curtail individual exploration, self-realization (except in one direction), free expression and innovation. Closed-mindedness with respect to religions that do not honor the line between the secular and the sacred is not a defect of liberalism; it is its very definition.

This has been so from the beginning. In 1642, John Milton wrote a tract (”Areopagitica”) in defense of free expression and uncensored publication. It is considered (along with J.S. Mill’s “On Liberty”) a founding document of modern liberalism. But Milton exempts from his toleration Catholicism (”I mean not tolerated Popery”) because, in his judgment, Catholic doctrine undermines “civil supremacies” and therefore must be “extirpate,” that is, torn out at the roots. 

Some 350 years later, John Rawls (in “Political Liberalism”) seeks a political framework that legitimates all “reasonable comprehensive doctrines.” A reasonable comprehensive doctrine is one that would not lead its adherents to “use political power” in an effort to “decide constitutional essentials or basic questions of justice” in a manner directed by that doctrine. A reasonable comprehensive doctrine is ecumenical and tolerant. An unreasonable comprehensive doctrine, on the other hand, would display no such tolerance. It would insist on its right to be pre-eminent, and therefore it would not be welcome in Rawls’s liberal society. 

At first glance, this makes perfect sense. After all, why should we tolerate the unreasonable? But the sense it makes depends on “reasonable” having been defined as congruent with the liberal values of pluralism and moderation, and “unreasonable” having been defined as any viewpoint that refuses to respect and tolerate its competitors, but seeks to defeat them. In liberal thought, “reasonable” is a partisan, not a normative notion. It means “reasonable” from our perspective.

In saying this, I am not criticizing liberalism, just explaining what it is. It is a form of political organization that is militantly secular and incapable, by definition, of seeing the strong claim of religion – the claim to be in possession of a truth all should acknowledge – as anything but an expression of unreasonableness and irrationality. Berlinerblau and Krattenmaker hold out the hope that secularists and strong religionists might come to an accommodation if they would listen to each other rather than just condemn each other. That hope is illusory, for each is defined by what it sees as the other’s errors.

But surely, one might object, this is too categorical a statement. There are many who are liberal in their political views – they honor free expression, toleration, individual rights, free and frequent elections, and limited government – and are also people of faith. Yes there are, but the faiths they profess (at least publicly) must be the moderate and undemanding kind liberalism recognizes as legitimate. 

There are two answers presidential candidates cannot give to the now obligatory (and deeply offensive) question about their religious faith. A candidate cannot say, “I don’t have any,” and a candidate cannot say, “My faith dictates every decision I make and every action I take.” Rather, a candidate must say something like, “My faith generally informs my moral values, but my judgments and actions as president will follow from the constitutional obligations of the office, not from my religion.” In other words, I too believe in the public-private distinction and I will uphold it. I won’t insist that you adopt my values and I will respect yours. (In short, I’m a liberal.)

A candidate who didn’t say something like that but instead announced a determination to reshape public institutions in accordance with the dictates of his or her faith would be seen as too closely resembling the Islamic fundamentalists who, we are told again and again, are our sworn enemies. The divide between those who subscribe to a form of politics uninflected by religious faith (except as a pious “add-on”) and those who would derive their politics from faith and acknowledge no distinction between them is not simply national but global. And as Mark Lilla has recently argued (New York Times Magazine, August 19), it is a divide that cannot be bridged either by efforts at education or by the supposedly inexorable drift of history toward modernization and secularization. Lilla’s lesson is that there is no such drift, although messianic liberals (like George W. Bush) continue to believe in it. 

What Lilla calls “political theology” – a politics fueled by faith and visions of eternal life – is not going away, and the two standard liberal responses to its growing strength are inadequate. One is comical, although it has had disastrous consequences. It says, let’s tell them about the separation of theology and politics (or lend them copies of Mill and Rawls and James Madison’s “Remonstrance”) and they’ll soon come to want it, too. The second response is to demonize secularism’s opponents as fanatics, fascists and know-nothings, and resolve to stamp them out, a resolve that looks increasingly like a bad bet given the numbers. “It is we,” Lilla reminds us, “who are the fragile exception.” 

So secularism isn’t going to win by waiting for what it thinks to be its better arguments to carry the day (politics is neither rational nor Darwinian); and the military option holds out the prospect of more horror than hope. What to do? 

One thing we can’t do is appeal to some common ground that might form the basis of dialogue and possible rapprochement. There is no common ground, and therefore Lilla is right to say that “agreement on basic principles won’t be possible.” After all, it is a disagreement over basic principles that divides us from those who have been called “God’s warriors.” The principles that will naturally occur to us – tolerance, mutual respect, diversity – are ones they have already rejected ; invoking them will do no real work except the dubious work of confirming us in our feelings of superiority. (We’re tolerant, they’re not.)

So again, what to do? Lilla’s answer is pragmatic rather than philosophical (and all the better for that). All we can do, he says, is “cope”; that is, employ a succession of ad hoc, provisional strategies that take advantage of, and try to extend, moments of perceived mutual self-interest and practical accommodation. “We need to recognize that coping is the order of the day, not defending high principles.” Now there’s a principle we can live with, maybe.
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Blowin’ in the Wind
Tags: wind power
When the issue of energy came up in the debate among the Democratic presidential contenders on Aug. 7, the candidates began talking about “renewable” energy and one of them (Chris Dodd) mentioned wind power. Seems logical. Why spend all the effort and money to build huge electricity plants when the wind is always blowing? Who could argue against a technology that promises to derive energy from a renewable, and free, resource?

Everyone I know. 

For five months of the year, I live in the very small town of Andes, N.Y. Each year has its signature event — floods, drought, road construction, caterpillars. And 2006 to 2007 has been the year of the wind turbines. 

Like many of the other towns targeted by the wind turbine industry, Andes is a rural community that over the years has lost its economic base. At one time the hills and valleys were home to many small dairy farms, but most of them are no longer in operation, and no industry, light or heavy, has taken their place. Now the area relies for its revenue on retirees and second home owners who are educated, relatively well off and tend to be teachers therapists, lawyers, artists and social workers. In short, liberals. They are all soldiers in Al Gore’s army, into organic foods, hybrid cars, clean air, clean water, the whole bit. 

They are also against wind power.

Their reasons are the ones always given by those who wake up to find the wind interests at their door. Even if large wind farms were in place throughout the country, the electricity produced would be a very small percentage of the electricity we use. Because the turbines are huge, 400 feet or more, installing them involves tearing up the ridges on which they are placed. Once in operation, they cast shadows and produce noise. Their blades cause a “flicker” effect, kill birds and interfere with migration. The outsized towers ruin scenic views and depress real-estate values.

These last two reasons are seized on by wind proponents who say that a few elite newcomers are putting their aesthetic preferences ahead of both the community’s welfare and the national effort to shift to green energy as a way of slowing down global warming.

It’s a nice line, but it won’t fly. The wind companies may advertise themselves as environmentalists, but they are really developers, which means that they do things with other peoples’ money — yours. Wind farms are attractive as an investment because the combination of tax credits, tax shelters and accelerated depreciation rates means that investors reap large profits in a few years. Meanwhile, those in the community pay twice for their electricity; once when their taxes go to subsidize the wind interests and a second time when the monthly bill arrives. And that bill will likely be larger than it would have been had the turbines never been erected.

Then there are the issues of “de-commissioning.” What happens when the turbines are no longer profitable and are shut down or fall into disrepair and become postmodern ruins larger than Stonehenge? Who fixes them? Who takes them down? Who repairs the ridges? 

Don’t ask the original developers. Before the special tax and depreciation breaks have run their course, they will be long gone, either because they have sold the project to another developer or because they have just decamped and moved on to the next town.

So what do you do? Some towns have done nothing; they think it can’t happen here. Other towns take the developer’s money but extract promises that the turbines will be set back so many yards or miles. (Good luck if the promises aren’t kept; developers never return your calls.)

Others across the country have done what we did in Andes — organize. We formed an alliance, incorporated, raised money, sent out flyers, took polls, sponsored forums, wrote a zoning ordinance, presented it to the town council and planning board, and finally saw it pass. It was democracy in action.

But it’s not over. The Spitzer administration has been working on a plan to shift the authority for land use control from local communities to a state commission. Local zoning ordinances would be countermanded and communities like Andes could get wind farms even if they didn’t want them.

Perhaps the governor and his colleagues should be reminded of the company that made wind power into a big, profitable business in this country. It was called Enron.
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Hillary Clinton’s Other Mate
Tags: Hillary Clinton
It’s time to start thinking seriously about Hillary Clinton’s running mate. I know that the first primary is six months away (although the date keeps creeping backwards) and the conventions more than a year away, but this one is over before it’s over. Clinton’s national poll numbers are very high and if they hit 50 percent fence-sitters will climb down and join her ranks. John Edwards isn’t going to catch fire, and Barack Obama has already caught all the fire he is able to ignite. With every day, the small possibility that Al Gore will join the race gets smaller. As for the other candidates, they are either running for vice president or just having a good time. To be sure, polls in Iowa and New Hampshire show a close contest, but I predict that as the time for actually voting gets closer, Clinton will pull away in those states, too, and the landslide will begin.

So the only remaining big question is, Who should her running mate be? Answering that question requires thinking in two contexts – personal profile and electoral college. 

Hillary Clinton is a middle-aged, white woman Protestant senator from the Northeast. Every identifying mark in this long list of personal attributes bears a significance for her choice. First of all, her running mate can’t be a woman. But, on the other hand, he does have to be white, or at least kind of white. The pundits keep wondering whether the country is ready for a woman president or a black president; it sure isn’t ready for a woman and a black on the same ticket. Nor is it ready for a woman and a Jew, which rules out Gov. Ed Rendell of Pennsylvania. On the age question, there is more flexibility. She is neither young nor old, so her running mate could be either as long as the age difference wasn’t egregious.

He probably shouldn’t be a senator. The rap against senators is that they belong to a debating society and haven’t had much experience administering things. One senator on a ticket is more than enough, although a senator who was once a governor would be O.K. Sitting governors are better. Members of the House of Representatives have the same liability as do senators, and in addition they usually have little national name recognition.

Then there’s geography. Senator Clinton was brought up in Illinois and lived for a long time in Arkansas, but she has to stick with her New York identification, if only because she had to do so much to secure it. Therefore no other Northeasterner need apply, which eliminates Sens. Joe Biden of Delaware and Chris Dodd of Connecticut. That leaves the West, the South, the Southwest, the Northwest, and the Midwest. That seems to be a lot of space to roam around in, but not really, and it is here that we get to the electoral college.

Although the conventional wisdom is that even if Senator Clinton wins the nomination, she couldn’t win the general election, a victory in the electoral college is not all that hard to imagine. Just do the numbers. Start by giving her New York and California, then add all of New England plus Delaware, Maryland and D.C. Throw in one or two states in the Northwest (Oregon or Washington), and either Colorado or New Mexico in the Southwest. She loses the South, except for Louisiana where the Bush administration is in bad odor, and, perhaps, Arkansas, if her husband does a lot of work. She wins Hawaii, loses Alaska.

This leaves us where we are always left on election day – watching Pennsylvania and New Jersey, the Midwestern states, and Florida. Clinton probably takes Pennsylvania and New Jersey, and loses Kansas and Indiana. Illinois is a lock. Michigan and Wisconsin lean in her direction. Missouri probably goes Republican. Minnesota, Iowa and Ohio are up for grabs, with Ohio the prize. Florida is Florida.

So what she needs is a governor or former governor who can tip the balance in a fairly large state that could go either way, ideally someone from Ohio or Florida. If we go strictly by this criterion, Clinton’s man is Gov. Ted Strickland of Ohio; but he’s been in office for less than a year and his constituents probably wouldn’t be happy if he were to forsake them for a national stage. There’s no one in Florida, so it’s time to start looking elsewhere for someone who could help and won’t hurt. Mark Warner, the former governor of Virginia, was the political rage for a month or two and is regarded as a moderate; he could be repackaged by the right marketing campaign. He might even bring Virginia with him. 

Gov. Mike Easley of North Carolina is a Democrat who has run ahead of his party in two elections. However, he is not well known outside the region and it is a question as to whether he could deliver his own state. It is doubtful that John Edwards could either. It is also unlikely that he will be asked, and even less likely that he would accept, although he would be smart to do so. (How else is he going to get another chance?) 

Looking to the Midwest, Wisconsin has a democratic governor, Jim Doyle, a veteran (some might say shopworn) politician who was formerly an attorney general and has two adopted African American sons. He also has been caught accepting Green Bay Packer tickets, a minor infraction for which he was fined $300, but enough, perhaps to taint him. Evan Bayh is a popular senator from Indiana who was also a popular governor. He has tested the presidential waters before; and would know what he was in for.

And then there’s Bill Richardson, two-term governor of New Mexico, former congressman. former Ambassador to the United Nations, former Secretary of Energy, three quarters Mexican, but with a reassuringly Anglo-Saxon name. Sounds ideal, even though his state has only five electoral votes and he is an unpolished speaker. 

Just how unpolished was demonstrated on August 9 at a gay issues forum when the singer Melissa Etheridge sandbagged him by asking, “Do you think homosexuality is a choice, or is it biological?” He blurted out “choice” and Etheridge gave him a second chance. He didn’t do any better, declaring, “I’m not a scientist,” and then going on for a while about “human decency.” 

What he should have said – and later did say in a statement issued by his campaign – is that the answers science may give to Etheridge’s question are irrelevant to the political issue of rights which should be granted equally to gays and lesbians no matter what road brought them to that self-identification. In short, he should have repudiated the assumption informing Etheridge’s question, the assumption that political policy should follow science. ( Of course decoupling politics and science can lead to the opposite conclusion: anti-gay activists could say that independently of whether homosexual behavior is chosen or determined by biology, it is immoral and should not be validated by law.) 

Obviously Richardson was ill prepared by his campaign staff for this entirely predictable moment, but should he become the vice presidential candidate, the Clinton staff will equip him with a set of evasions for every occasion. This was a stumble, but it is not fatal, at least not to his vice-presidential ambitions. 

So there’s the list – Warner, Bayh, Easley, Richardson, maybe Doyle. No one who sets the pulses racing, but no one, at least on the evidence so far, who would be a total mistake. The mistake would be if Senator Clinton decided to get creative and adventurous, but on the record there seems to be little danger of that.

I mean that as a compliment. Even conservative commentators have been saying that she is running a model campaign – disciplined, prepared, thoughtful, calm, on message. One might call it presidential, which is a good reason, among many others, to elect her president.

Religious right's fundamental shift
By Stephanie Simon and Mark Z. Barabak

A transforming evangelical movement may deny the GOP a tool that the party has used repeatedly to capture the White House.
Conservative Christian leaders are increasingly reluctant to get political, leaving a key Republican voting bloc divided. The trend may help Giuliani but hurt the GOP in the long term.

By Stephanie Simon and Mark Z. Barabak, Los Angeles Times Staff Writers 
November 15, 2007 

COLORADO SPRINGS, COLO. -- A fundamental shift is transforming the religious right, long a force in presidential politics, as aging evangelical leaders split on the 2008 race and a new generation of pastors turns away from politics altogether.
The result, in the short term, could be a boost for the centrist candidacy of former New York City Mayor Rudolph W. Giuliani, whose messy personal life and support for gay rights and legal abortion have      not produced the unified opposition from Christian conservatives that many anticipated.

Over the longer term, the distancing of religious leaders from politics could prove even more consequential, denying the GOP one of the essential building blocks it has used to capture the White House in five of the last     seven presidential races.
The shift is evident in this Rocky Mountain community at the heart of the evangelical movement.
"As far as me standing in the pulpit holding a voter guide, that's not going to happen," said the Rev. Brady Boyd, 40, who leads a congregation of 10,000 at New Life Church. He will use his position to teach the Bible to believers. "I won't use it to influence their vote," he said.
That suits many in his congregation just fine. "If he starts talking politics, that makes me very uneasy," said Wolfgang Griesinger, 56, a political independent.
"It's not his place to tell us who to vote for," said Marsha Thorson, 54, a Republican who is leaning toward Giuliani.
Black churches have a     long tradition of political activism, mostly on the    Democratic side. White evangelical churches did   not assert themselves politically until Ronald Reagan's  1980 campaign, when first the Moral Majority and later the Christian Coalition began organizing on behalf of Republicans.
The term "evangelical" refers to Christians who claim a personal relationship with Christ and consider the Bible the word of God, to be faithfully obeyed. They are a huge group -- about one in four voters -- and far from monolithic; their ranks include Pentecostals, charismatics, Southern Baptists and many others. Some worship to rock music, others to hymns; some speak in tongues. Some believe God preordained those headed to heaven; others hold that anyone can achieve salvation by accepting Jesus Christ as their savior. Former Presidents Carter and Clinton are evangelicals, as is President Bush.
Despite that diversity, evangelicals have become a reliable -- and increasingly crucial -- Republican voting bloc. Many were drawn to Bush in 2000 because of his conservative stance on social issues and his story of turning to Christ to overcome a drinking problem. He won the support of more than eight in 10 Christian conservatives in 2000 and nearly nine of 10 in 2004, according to Los Angeles Times exit polls.
But in the three years since, many Christian conservatives have expressed a growing unease about the entanglement of politics and pulpit. Among young evangelical adults, nearly half say involvement in politics is problematic, according to a new book, "unChristian," from the evangelical research firm the Barna Group.
Some of that disillusionment comes from disappointment with Bush's policies, including the war in Iraq. But there's also shame at the often-bombastic, sharply partisan rhetoric of the traditional standard-bearers for conservative Christian values, including televangelist Pat Robertson, 77; the Rev. Jerry Falwell, who died this spring at age 73; and radio host James C. Dobson, 71.
One-third of evangelicals under 30 told Barna that they were embarrassed to call themselves believers.
"They're tired of the hard-edged politics that the Christian right has practiced in the last   couple of     generations," said John C. Green, senior fellow at the Pew Forum on Religion & Public Life. "They see all this division, all this     anger, without a lot to show for it."
Mega-church pastors have capitalized on that frustration by offering a different brand of Christianity. With sunny, affirming services, they cast a broad welcome net -- and fill arena-size sanctuaries each Sunday.
They may promote a cause, such as AIDS relief in Africa. But endorse a candidate? Push a partisan agenda? That could    empty half their pews. Few up-and-coming pastors want to risk such a backlash.
"There's nothing in it for them," said Timothy Morgan, deputy managing editor of the evangelical monthly Christianity Today. "It just gets people stirred up."
Florida pastor Troy Gramling, 40, recently preached a series he called "My Naked Pastor," which involved airing his every thought to webcams that followed him around the clock. Make that almost every thought: Gramling said he would never announce to his congregation of 14,000 how he planned to vote.
"That would be putting pressure on them to agree with me, and I don't feel I have a right to do that," Gramling said. "God doesn't call me and tell me who's his favorite."
Mega-church pastors often argue that Christians don't need big names to tell them whom to vote for; they need solid biblical teaching, which they can use to screen each candidate for proper values. But that leaves it up to the voters to determine which values should be the litmus test.
In previous years, the test was obvious: A godly leader must oppose abortion and gay rights and possess a strong Christian faith. This year, the evangelical establishment has sent voters a strong signal that they can feel free to branch away from that trinity.
Robertson, for instance, overlooked Giuliani's three marriages, his brief cohabitation with a gay couple, and his support for abortion rights to endorse him as the best candidate to fight terrorism.
Fundamentalist Bob Jones III, 68, made it clear that he believed that former Massachusetts Gov. Mitt Romney, a Mormon, follows a false religion. Yet Jones, chancellor of the university that bears his name, backed Romney on the grounds that he could win the White House.
Dobson has declined to endorse anyone -- despite repeated pleas from supporters of former Arkansas Gov. Mike Huckabee, an ordained Southern Baptist preacher who holds textbook religious right positions on social issues. Instead, Dobson has hinted that he may support a third-party candidate.
The disarray on the Christian right -- coupled with the striking silence of mega-church pastors -- means that Republicans can't count on the mass voter turnout drives that helped so much in years past.
"The days when Ralph Reed [and his Christian Coalition] could mobilize tens of thousands of followers are gone," said Rich Galen, an advisor to GOP presidential candidate Fred Thompson, a former senator from Tennessee. "In terms of suddenly turning on a spigot of funds and volunteers and direct mail, that just doesn't happen anymore."
Marvin Olasky, editor in chief of the Christian newsmagazine World, offers this perspective: "Anyone who talks about delivering the   evangelical vote    might as well apply for a job as a herder of cats."
The upheaval has also left an opening for Democrats, who are aggressively wooing evangelical voters by framing issues such as global warming, healthcare reform and the war in Iraq as moral priorities. Sens. Hillary Rodham Clinton of New York and Barack Obama of Illinois, the party's two presidential front-runners, discuss their faith openly and often, a notable contrast with past Democratic hopefuls.
The Democrats don't expect to swing the entire bloc of conservative religious voters their way next November. "But it's going to be such a close election that even 2 percentage points would make a huge difference," said D. Michael Lindsay, author of a new book on evangelical influence, "Faith in the Halls of Power."
Here at New Life Church, the congregation includes Democrats as well as independents and Republicans, and Boyd says he figures they all come to hear his take on the Gospel, not the latest Gallup poll.
"I don't think that as believers, as Christians, we should back away from the political scene. . . . But there's a correction happening now in the local church," he said.
New Life's founder, Ted Haggard, never hesitated to remind his congregation of his close ties to the     Bush administration. Haggard resigned last year after encounters with a male prostitute, but the church's reputation as a political force remains; Boyd said he had been courted by several elected officials since arriving in Colorado Springs.
He meets with the politicians -- but only to see if he can offer them spiritual guidance.
"I'm a pastor," he said. "That's what I'm called to do."

stephanie.simon@latimes.com
Secular Europe’s Merits  By ROGER COHEN   Mitt Romney’s speech and the emergence of the anti-Darwin Baptist minister Mike Huckabee suggest how estranged the American zeitgeist is from the European.
----------------------------- - - -   from the bk this republic of suffering:  ridiculous:
Americans viewed death in the mid-19th century through the lens of   evangelical Protestantism, with its focus on 
/heaven as a real place where people went in their   real bodies after dying.   
/Admission to heaven required not just living a good life but also dying what was known as "the good death." Dying soldiers -- and anxious family members -- worried about this, because the devil tempted the dying with despair and disbelief. If wives were going to see their dead husbands in heaven someday, the dying had to follow what Faust calls "a checklist": The dying man should express an awareness of his impending fate and a willingness to accept it; he should restate his belief in God and in his own salvation; he should leave messages for "those who should have been at his side." Last words were important evidence of a good death. Before the war, men generally died surrounded by wives and children, who awaited and carefully noted their last words. But if you died on the battlefield, your fellow soldiers bore the responsibility of recording your last words and conveying them to your family. Those deprived of learning their loved ones' last words remained anxious for the rest of their lives about whether they would see their husbands and sons in heaven.

----------------------------------------------- - - - - -

February 7, 2008,  4:42 pm 

Mitt’s Funeral
Mitt Romney is gone, having suspended his campaign in the face of delegate math that cannot work in his favor, no matter how he crunches the numbers. But before he leaves the stage, the record should show who – or what – did him in. 

Blame Christians. By significant margins, in poll after poll, in vote after vote a solid block of evangelical Christians said they would never vote for a Mormon. Since evangelicals made up nearly half of the Republican primary vote in some states, Romney was up against a deep well of distrust of a religion that many evangelicals still label a cult. 

It showed again Tuesday, in exit polls in the bellwether state of Missouri. Among the small group of Republican voters who say they never go to church, Romney got his highest vote total – 39 percent. Among people who attend services more than once a week, he received his lowest, 21 percent. 

Put another way, those dreaded secularists – whom Romney himself criticized in his off-tune and hugely miscalculated speech on religion in December – were far more likely to vote for him than were the most devout Christians. 

“Most evangelicals will still be suspicious of Mormonism as a religion,” noted Christianity Today, a leading evangelical periodical, after the speech, which was Romney’s attempt to defuse the issue. “The religion’s continued rejection of historic Christian truths feeds that suspicion.”

Of course, there are many other reasons why the well-funded ex-governor with the to-die-for resume never got any traction. Many voters found him unctuous, weasely, fake. He didn’t wear well. His voice was grating and snappish. He was too perfect, on the surface, for the human race, let alone America on the cusp of a recession and an uncertain war. He changed positions so dramatically on gays and abortion that Senator John McCain could call him the true “change” candidate in a debate, and the audience laughed at the obvious joke. 

But as it became clear that McCain, who is anathema to many conservatives, was going to head the Republican ticket, Romney had his chance. Gov. Mike Huckabee, for all his chuckleheaded bon mots, was never a viable candidate. He simply didn’t have the money, the experience or the judgment. Talk radio’s leading gasbag, Rush Limbaugh, said as much, telling listeners that a vote for Huckabee was a vote for McCain.

Yet, precisely at Romney’s opening, the Christian base was not there to help him. On Super Tuesday, the influential evangelist James Dobson said he would sit out the election if John McCain was the nominee. At the moment Romney most needed him, Dobson threw no life jacket his way.

And those who think that race without Huckabee would have given Romney the conservatives he needed are delusional. 

It’s tempting to call these voters anti-Mormon bigots. Polls show evangelicals are three times as likely to vote for a black candidate as a Mormon. In the late 1960s, the percentage of Americans who said they would not vote for a Jew was in the teens. By 2000, that number was down to the low single digits. A similar tolerance opened up for Catholics. 

But on Mormons, the numbers never moved. About 17 percent of Americans say they have qualms about voting for a Mormon – the same number as in 1967.

Among evangelicals, it’s far worse. Southern Baptists, a huge part of the Republican base, have labeled Mormonism a cult. Mormons believe that the Garden of Eden was in Missouri, and that a lost tribe of Israelites found their way to North America – both anthropological fairy tales, and heresies to many evangelicals. 

According to a Pew Center poll, 36 percent of evangelicals said they would be less likely to vote for a candidate who was Mormon. This is 50 percent higher than the nation as whole.

Romney has to know this. If he had been honest on this issue, addressing it head on, perhaps his fate would have been different. 

In his speech on Mormonism in December, he took a swipe at secular Americans, missing his chance to dislodge the real base of anti-Mormon prejudice. And in his remarks Thursday in which he announced the suspension of his campaign, he mentioned the Democrats and “opponents of American culture” in the same sentence. 

He would have been better off had he begged for tolerance from an audience full of the people who did him in. 

Poll Finds a Fluid Religious Life in U.S. By NEELA BANERJEE
More than a quarter of adult Americans have left their childhood faith for another religion or no religion.
Questioning the Pope  By CLARK HOYT  A look at Catholics’ criticism of The Times.
/Test Your Savvy on Religion   By NICHOLAS D. KRISTOF  Take this pop quiz on world religions. It shows why we should not rush to inflammatory conclusions about any faith.
/ Milwaukee Archdiocese Files for BankruptcyA2 
The Archdiocese of Milwaukee filed for Chapter 11 bankruptcy protection as it faces lawsuits brought by 23 people who allege they were sexually abused by priests.

At troubled Crystal Cathedral, a tale of two ministries
 /For God’s Sake  By PAUL KRUGMAN    The infiltration of the federal government by large numbers of people seeking to impose a religious agenda is one of the most important stories of the last six years.   O6 or 07?

· 1 List of evangelical Christians involved in scandals
· 1.1 Aimee Semple McPherson, 1920s–40s
· 1.2 Lonnie Frisbee, 1970s–1980s
· 1.3 Marjoe Gortner, early 1970s
· 1.4 Billy James Hargis, early 1970s
· 1.5 Jimmy Swaggart, Marvin Gorman, and Jim & Tammy Bakker, 1986 and 1991
· 1.6 Peter Popoff, 1987
· 1.7 Morris Cerullo, 1990s
· 1.8 Melissa Scott, 1992
· 1.9 Mike Warnke, 1991
· 1.10 Robert Tilton, 1991
· 1.11 W. V. Grant, 1996 and 2003
· 1.12 Bob Moorehead, 1998
· 1.13 Roy Clements, 1999
· 1.14 John Paulk, 2000
· 1.15 Paul Crouch, 2004
· 1.16 Douglas Goodman, 2004
· 1.17 Kent Hovind, 2006
· 1.18 Ted Haggard, 2006
· 1.19 Paul Barnes, 2006
· 1.20 Lonnie Latham, 2006
· 1.21 Gilbert Deya, 2006
· 1.22 Richard Roberts, 2007
· 1.23 Earl Paulk, 2007
· 1.24 Coy Privette, 2007
· 1.25 Thomas Wesley Weeks, III, 2007
· 1.26 Michael Reid, 2008
· 1.27 Joe Barron, 2008
· 1.28 Todd Bentley, 2008
· 1.29 Ergun Caner, 2010
· 1.30 George Alan Rekers, 2010
· 1.31 Eddie L. Long, 2010
· 1.32 Marcus Lamb, 2010
· 1.33 Vaughn Reeves, 2010
· 1.34 Stephen Green, 2011
· 1.35 Albert Odulele, 2011
· 2 Senate probe
What Is It About Mormons?    If Mormons are such responsible people, why are voters turned off?
/Whose Conscience?    By LINDA GREENHOUSE   Catholic hospitals are now claiming a special right to conscience that trumps law.

Tales From the Kitchen Table  By GAIL COLLINS The issue of covering contraceptives in health care plans has Catholic bishops in an uproar. Let's try to talk through this in a calm, measured manner.

/didn’t read but has to be the dumbest ever: 



Mormon Church apologizes for posthumous baptisms
60 Minutes The Archbishop of Dublin challenges the Church
/ http://worldfocus.org/blog/2010/03/15/catholic-church-grapples-with-sex-crimes-in-germany/10080/ 

Who Speaks for the Children?   Religious leaders in Brooklyn's ultra-Orthodox Jewish communities must ensure that molesters are brought to justice.

Father Doesn't Know Best     By MAUREEN DOWD      Aren't the contraception-crazed bishops the real pills here?

Vatican Scolds Nun for Book on Sexuality    By LAURIE GOODSTEIN and RACHEL DONADIO     The book attempted to present a theological rationale for same-sex relationships, masturbation and remarriage after divorce.

---------------------- - - -
/the smarter, the less rel….. http://www.4forums.com/political/creation-intelligent-design-vs-evolution/15923-brainwashing-children-child-abuse.html  
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/Mormon Women Set Out to Take a Stand, in Pants    By TIMOTHY PRATT    An event on Sunday called "Wear Pants to Church" used attire as a way to draw attention to gender inequalities, but not before generating a backlash and even death threats.

/ Building Congregations Around Art Galleries and Cafes as Spirituality Wanes
By AMY O'LEARY    As more Americans identify as "spiritual but not religious," evangelicals are changing their focus to building inviting community spaces.
/I can’t take that bill? Donovan? Cath spokesman  back east 

/ Catholic Education, in Need of Salvation  By PATRICK J. McCLOSKEY and JOSEPH CLAUDE HARRIS   Without an overhaul of money and personnel, the future of Catholic education is grim.
German Priests Carried Out Sexual Abuse for Years  By MELISSA EDDY The priests planned their assaults and often abused the same children repeatedly for years, according to a report, based on victim accounts and released by the Roman Catholic Church in Germany.

What went wrong in the Catholic Church?  By Michael D'Antonio   The files released last week by America's largest Catholic archdiocese revealed new and disturbing details about how church officials...
2/l3
The End of a Catholic Moment  By ROSS DOUTHAT   Both Republicans and Democrats are losing interest in the church's ideas.

/ Reading God's Mind   By FRANK BRUNI   An author asks, can those who condemn gays and lesbians be so sure of God's will?

· / Kumbh Mela Aftermath 
The Kumbh Mela, a two-month religious celebration regarded as the largest human gathering on Earth, has left heaps of garbage in its wake. In pictures.

	Tweeting Toward Sacrilege   By FRANK BRUNI    Musing on Egypt and sexual violence, Joyce Carol Oates saw that when you question religion, all hell breaks loose.    [image: image49.png]




 HYPERLINK "http://p.nytimes.com/email/re?location=vzewYO/FHLTwPZVO2nH9zd3pqc9G7Qpd7izvvKZUxju/L0Vqk52DrJe1RAVtN/d/NlEm2Nj6cNSYRvkU9Y3lWUvmExXQQaWB4SbjAG0t+S2ZX9e8vA9Daf5SSSdLlQFs/XdX2LxytCvl2H/yLxKD10JzhTEwqtoPFJ/XbxOTYxZHwLh4FJ1GCg==&campaign_id=129&instance_id=30501&segment_id=48461&user_id=191cb52582daec305ed691ed054e613f&regi_id=39724071" Columnist Page | Blog 


/ The Faithful's Failings   By FRANK BRUNI     The Catholic Church isn't the only place where child sexual abuse cases have exposed religious communities as havens for wrongdoing. 

------------------------- - - -
	U.S.

Catholic Push to Overhaul Immigration Goes to Pews 
By ASHLEY PARKER and MICHAEL D. SHEAR 

Bishops and priests across the country will preach a coordinated message next month backing changes that include a path to citizenship for unauthorized immigrants. 




Fred Phelps, Anti-Gay Preacher Who Targeted Military Funerals, Dies at 84   By MICHAEL PAULSON     Mr. Phelps's Westboro Baptist Church drew scornful attention for proclaiming in rallies that God was punishing America for tolerating homosexuality.
· / Pope Accepts Resignation of 'Bishop of Bling' 
Pope Francis accepted the resignation of a German cleric who spent $42.7 million on redoing his official residence.

India’s Feudal Rapists   By AMANA FONTANELLA-KHAN  You can’t understand sexual violence in India without understanding caste.

/ Limiting Rights: Imposing Religion on Workers  By THE EDITORIAL BOARD  The deeply dismaying decision in the Hobby Lobby case grants owners of closely held companies an unprecedented right to impose their religious views on their workers.    7/l4
/ Pope Asks Victims of Sexual Abuse for ForgivenessNYT Now

By JIM YARDLEY 37 minutes ago    In his first meeting with people abused by members of the clergy, Pope Francis vowed not to tolerate harm to minors.     [I don’t believe it]
----------- - - - - 
I do need some advice from you, however, regarding some other elements of God’s Laws and how to follow them.

1. Leviticus 25:44 states that I may possess slaves, both male and female, provided they are purchased from neighboring nations. A friend of mine claims that this applies to Mexicans, but not Canadians. Can you clarify? Why can’t I own Canadians?

2. I would like to sell my daughter into slavery, as sanctioned in Exodus 21:7. In this day and age, what do you think would be a fair price for her?

3. I know that I am allowed no contact with a woman while she is in her period of menstrual uncleanness--Lev.15: 19-24. The problem is how do I tell? I have tried asking, but most women for some reason take offense at this.

4. When I burn a bull on the altar as a sacrifice, I know it creates a pleasing odor for the Lord--Lev.1:9. The problem is my neighbors. They claim the odor is not pleasing to them. Should I smite them?

5. I have a neighbor who insists on working on the Sabbath. Exodus 35:2 clearly states he should be put to death. Am I morally obligated to kill him myself, or should I ask the police to do it?

6. A friend of mine feels that even though eating shellfish is an abomination (Lev. 11:10), it is a lesser abomination than homosexuality. I don’t agree. Can you settle this? Are there “degrees” of abomination?

7. Most of my male friends get their hair trimmed, including the hair around their temples, even though this is expressly forbidden by Lev.19:27. How should they die?

8. I know from Lev. 11:6-8 that touching the skin of a dead pig makes me unclean, but may I still play football if I wear gloves?

9. My uncle has a farm. He violates Lev.19:19 by planting two different crops in the same field, as does his wife by wearing garments made of two different kinds of thread (cotton-polyester blend). He also tends to curse and blaspheme a lot. Is it really necessary that we go to all the trouble of getting the whole town together to stone them? (Lev.24:10-16) Couldn’t we just burn them to death at a private family affair, like we do with people who sleep with their in-laws? (Lev. 20:14)

[And one more, newly submitted:] 10. Very shortly after my recent marriage, I learned from Deuteronomy 22:13-21 that "a marriage shall be considered valid only if the wife is a virgin. If the wife is not a virgin, she shall be executed." Now, as a recent widower, my question is... do I get to keep her dowry and the wedding presents?

I know you have studied these things extensively and thus enjoy considerable expertise in such matters, so I am confident you can help.Thank you again for reminding us that God’s word is eternal and unchanging.   --------------

Hobby Lobby's harvest: A religious exemption for LGBT discrimination? 

Michael Hiltzik     but bad writing
... rule. Among the signatories, some of whom have been close to Obama or even worked for him in the White House, are Rick Warren, senior pastor of Saddleback Church in Lake Forest, and Father Larry Snyder, chief executive of Catholic Charities ...


'I Do' Means You're Done    By FRANK BRUNI   The Catholic Church will be haunted by its inhumane treatment of many gay couples.
------------------------------------------------------------- - - -




Local 

Diocese of Orange unveils planned alterations for former Crystal Cathedral   Paloma Esquivel

... three years after it bought the Crystal Cathedral, the Diocese of Orange on Wednesday ... design for a place now called the Christ Cathedral. Since the diocese purchased the sprawling ... mdash; have asked how the massive cathedral could be changed, and whether it could ...

/ The Church's Gay Obsession   By FRANK BRUNI   A rash of cruel firings shows how selectively Catholic leaders enforce their laws. 

/ Bill Maher Isn’t the Only One Who Misunderstands ReligionNYT Now 

By REZA ASLAN    In Islam and other faiths, religion is more often a matter of culture and identity than beliefs and practices.

It's Official: Mormon Founder Had Up to 40 Wives    By LAURIE GOODSTEIN  For the first time, the church admits that Joseph Smith took as many as 40 wives, some of them already married.
/ The Taliban’s Reign of Terror  NYT Now  By THE EDITORIAL BOARD

Militants in Pakistan continue to cripple the government’s struggle against polio.

/ In Seven States, Atheists Push to End Largely Forgotten Ban    By LAURIE GOODSTEIN 

It has been 53 years since the Supreme Court ruled that states could not have a "religious test" for public office, but a belief in God remains a requirement in Maryland and other states.
/ Dogs in Heaven? Pope Leaves Pearly Gate Open   By RICK GLADSTONE 

Pope Francis' remarks to a distraught little boy whose dog had died have caused a new debate on whether animals have souls, suffer and go to heaven.
/ Bob Jones University Blamed Victims of Sexual Assaults, Not Abusers, Report Says 
By RICHARD PÉREZ-PEÑA  An independent investigation found officials at Bob Jones University, blamed sexual-assault victims for their abuse and told victims not to report their cases to the police.
· / Europe’s Empty Churches Go on Sale 
Hundreds of churches around Europe have closed or are threatened by plunging membership, posing a question for communities: What to do with the once-holy, now-empty buildings?

/ https://www.google.com/?gws_rd=ssl#q=Europe%E2%80%99s+Empty+Churches+Go+on+Sale 
/ Paris Announces Plan to Promote Secular Values
/one of the worst ever – 




World 

El Salvador jails women for miscarriages and stillbirths 
Tracy Wilkinson
------------------------------ - - - - -

... Vasquez is one of several women in El Salvador who have been sentenced to as long ... death of their fetus or infant. El Salvador, along with neighboring Nicaragua ... and the United Nations have asked El Salvador to relax its abortion laws, which ...

1. Schumpeter: Retail religion | The Economist
www.economist.com/.../21647976-robert-schuller-entrepr...
· Cached
The Economist

Loading...

Retail religion. Robert Schuller, an entrepreneur of televangelism and megachurches, died on April 2nd. Apr 11th 2015 | From the print edition. Timekeeper.

------------- - - 
/I guess his creditors finally got paid after waiting for years.  All?  With int?  - https://www.google.com/?gws_rd=ssl#q=did+schuller%27s+creditors+get+paid 

----------------------------- - - - 

Pope Stops Investigating the Good Sisters    By THE EDITORIAL BOARD  What was actually laid bare by the Vatican's inquiry was the considerable strength of the American sisterhood.
/ Catholicism Undervalues Women    By FRANK BRUNI   No matter the pope's words, his church remains a patriarchy. 
/ Unaffiliated Americans Outrank Catholics, Study Says
/ http://aattp.org/busted-10-bible-thumping-conservative-christians-who-have-publicly-fallen-from-grace/ 

/ Anne Gaylor, Passionate Atheist, Is Dead at 88   By SAM ROBERTS  Ms. Gaylor was the principal founder of the Freedom From Religion Foundation, the nation's largest group of atheists and agnostics.
1. / Memorials Removed at Bankrupt Crystal Cathedral - The ...[image: image52]
www.nytimes.com/.../parishioners-find-removal-of...
· Similar
The New York Times

Loading...

Sep 5, 2013 - But like so much else at the Crystal Cathedral, the stones, many of ... and convert the nondenominational megachurch to a Catholic place of ...

------------------------ - - 
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In ‘A Sinner in Mecca,’ a Gay Director Ponders His Sexuality and Islamic F



/ The Catholic Church's Sins Are Ours    By FRANK BRUNI   By coddling religion and bowing before the godly, we sometimes let wrongdoing fester, as a superb new movie shows.
/that head of the Buddhists in Burma – extremist.    

/The Costs of Hindu Extremism   By THE EDITORIAL BOARD The business community fears that religious intolerance will undermine India's economy

· January 21, 2016

The government will reveal the colleges that have Title IX waivers, which critics say let religiously affiliated schools discriminate against gay and transgender students. 

The New York Times

· ...

Religion and Birth Control at the Supreme Court 
By THE EDITORIAL BOARD 

The Obama administration has bent over backward to accommodate religious objectors, but they won't take yes for an answer.
/ https://www.google.com/?gws_rd=ssl#q=amish+no+mirrors   

/ https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=kHPZRChdvlQ  - bill mayer’s clips – one rel was very much like Christianity.   Wow.   Holes in other ones

/   Op-Ed: The Religious Right’s Trump Schism 

Vatican Clarifies the Rules for Cremation: Bury, Don't Scatter 
By ELISABETTA POVOLEDO and GAIA PIANIGIANI 

The Roman Catholic Church, which removed its prohibition on cremation in 1963, is also urging its members not to store cremated remains at home.
------------------------------ - - 








----------------------------------------- - - - 

Sermons on Trump 
In the days following the election, religious leaders spoke to their congregations and communities about the future with Donald J. Trump as president of the United States.
------------------------------------ - - -

Pope Francis Extends Priests' Ability to Forgive Abortion 
By ELISABETTA POVOLEDO and LIAM STACK 

He made permanent a policy announced last year that allows priests worldwide to grant absolution for an act that the Roman Catholic Church considers a sin.
------------------- - - 

· Kristof: Am I a Christian, Pastor Timothy Keller? 

· Douthat: Varieties of Religious Experience 

· Op-Ed: Goose, a Hanukkah Tradition 

------------------------------------------------------------- - - -

As H.I.V. Soars in Philippines, Conservatives Kill School Condom Plan   By AURORA ALMENDRAL 

Infection rates are declining elsewhere in Asia, but in the Philippines a measure to curb rising rates was defeated by church and political interests.
1. /
The Mistake Christians Made in Defending Bill O’Reilly
In many conservative churches, the default is to defer to powerful men and blame their 

/ https://www.nytimes.com/2017/06/07/us/trinity-broadcasting-verdict.html?module=WatchingPortal&region=c-column-middle-span-region&pgType=Homepage&action=click&mediaId=thumb_square&state=standard&contentPlacement=4&version=internal&contentCollection=www.nytimes.com&contentId=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.nytimes.com%2F2017%2F06%2F07%2Fus%2Ftrinity-broadcasting-verdict.html&eventName=Watching-article-click&_r=0 

Stupid write up to my blog:  If you see religion with a different perspective i.e. religion – a different look, then it is highly likely that you’re either an agnostic or may be an atheist. It is very common to have such kind of eccentric opinion in this twenty-first century where one sleeps, eats, talks and walks around technology. We are so immersed in the advanced scientific developments that we can not even imagine to live for a day without our smartphones. Such being the status quo, it is inevitable to doubt the existence of a supernatural power.

A majority of Christians are nowadays leaving Christianity. This, however, is not easy.  Such people usually have to face awkward glances from staunch theists. Usually, people despise them. Agnostics are still spared but atheists are always despised. People discriminate against them, call them names, sometimes bully them, tag them as immoral and finally ostracize them.

Does religion doesn’t go well with your cynical and skeptical mind? Do you feel the need to renounce it entirely and liberate yourself? Do you feel that lack of knowledge and resources are stopping you from performing this deed? Do you need support in this endeavor of yours? Then, you should follow these links. They will help you achieve solace by providing you freedom from the ties of church and help you embrace the enlightened world based on scientific facts, reasoning, and logic.   ------------------
/ Plan to Let Religious Groups Play Politics, and Stay Tax-Free
By KENNETH P. VOGEL and LAURIE GOODSTEIN Conservative Christian leaders have long worked to repeal a ban on political activity by nonprofit groups like churches. The provision has passed the House, and may find its way into the Senate version of the bill.

/oh boy - 'I Ask Forgiveness,' Pope Francis Tells Rohingya Muslims in Bangladesh 
By JASON HOROWITZ   He met with Muslim refugees and heard their stories, but did not address his earlier public silence about them while in Myanmar.
Billy Graham’s Missed Opportunities   By DAVID A. HOLLINGER   Too often he resisted revising Protestantism to reflect the diversity and knowledge of the modern world.
/ Mormon Church Ends Century-Old Partnership With Boy Scouts of America   By LAURIE GOODSTEIN and CHRISTINE HAUSER   The church said that it hoped to develop youth programs that were more aligned with its own teachings.
/ As Catholic Hospitals Expand, So Do Limits on Procedures By KATIE HAFNER 

Many religious health care institutions do not make it clear up front what procedures they won’t perform, a New York Times analysis shows.

483 Comments 

https://www.bing.com/images/search?q=graph+catholic+sexual+abuse&FORM=HDRSC2 

https://www.msn.com/en-us/news/us/how-the-catholic-alt-right-aims-to-purge-lgbtq-members-from-the-church/ar-BBPPyj0?ocid=spartandhp 

/ Hassidic Jews and their clothes [Archive] - Straight Dope ...
https://boards.straightdope.com/sdmb/archive/index.php/t-335021.html

The Hassidic folks wear the beaver hats and full coats in both Miami and Los Angeles during heat waves (I live in LA, used to live in Miami, and they were regular sights in both). Orthodox Jews have no such impositions as far as oppressive clothing.

 /moomaw - https://www.bing.com/search?q=don%20moomaw%20bellaire%20minister&qs=n&form=QBRE&sp=-1&pq=don%20moomaw%20bellaire%20minister&sc=0-28&sk=&cvid=EAC18EA0113D4B4CB0E1DCDF2BA9C2FE 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Donn_Moomaw#Sex_scandal 

/his blog - http://donnmoomaw.blogspot.com/ 

/ https://www.bing.com/images/search?q=Cult+vs+Sect&FORM=IRIBIP 

/ 8/2/l9 nyt :  
The Nuns Who Bought and Sold Human Beings

America’s nuns are beginning to confront their complicity in slavery, but it’s still a long road to repentance.


--------------------------------------------- - - - 
From tonic:

The 7 Signs to Detect If You Are Surrounded By Self –Righteous People!

Self–righteousness or sanctimoniousness is a display of a feeling that holds moral superiority. It is often concluded this sense of right feeling is a derivation of one’s actions or beliefs which ranks higher than that of the average person. These individuals show intolerance upon others behavior and opinion.

Seven things that you will notice about self-righteous people

Self-righteous people try to pinch out the bizarre thing that one would have never imagined. So, here it lies before you to find that self-righteous person present in your friend circle.

1. You will find a repel factor

Generally, self-righteous people do not stay in the circle of people. They tend to repel others. Self-righteous people will certainly make you feel guilty, uncomfortable, and unrighteous about your presence. They unconsciously step upon shoes of others to make them feel inferior. But, a truly righteous person will draw you towards him not fend him.

2. A constant parade runs of their good works

Self-righteous people can go on blabbering about what deeds they performed all day. They roar a trumpet with all the good things that they have done. They consider self-righteousness to be an outward manifestation rather than inward conversion.

3. Compassion does not exist

The word compassion does not exist in the lives of self-righteous people. They stay uncompassionate always. They only see that other people consist of sins and faults. They lend critical thinking in every conversation they are a part of.

4. Self-righteous people condemn sinners

Everyone from their kindergarten days must have heard that you should hate the sin and not the sinners. But, this set of people cannot even tolerate the sight of sinners. They already feel that they are in power of the almighty. The passing of judgment turns into a daily business for righteous people.

5. Approval is much more important than being right

Self-righteous people tend to collect approval from other men. They consider that praises and approvals will take them to higher notes than any other good deeds. They want everything best to be served on their plate.

6. Self-righteous people hate to be corrected

Self-righteous people hate when someone tries to correct them at the spot. As pride sets in their mind and heart, being unreachable only stays on. If you are correcting them, they will certainly bring out the worst aspects of you and shame you for it. They entail a child-like attitude that is absent from divinity and wisdom.

7. Self-righteous people consider themselves at first place

The zeal in self-righteous people lies in every inch of their body They position themselves first and then think about others. It feels vulnerable when someone talking with you speaks only about him and does not allow you to speak. You can correct yourself, but how can you step forward every time to correct others?

These were the seven elements that self-righteous people can be associated with. Sometimes they do not consider even the viewpoint of a loved one. A certain amount of self-righteousness is good. But, a huge amount of it will eat you up from within.        #
-------------------------------------------------------- - - - - - -
/search  why do people hate religion
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/I sent the full amor of god to some - https://www.bing.com/images/search?q=Full+Armor+of+God&FORM=RESTAB 
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/ http://isitso.org/guide/lexicon.html
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https://www.msn.com/en-us/news/opinion/the-evangelical-reckoning-begins/ar-BB1b1OeO?ocid=msedgdhp 
/ https://www.msn.com/en-us/news/us/how-the-atlanta-shooting-shows-the-dangers-of-american-evangelicalisms-trademark-purity-culture/ar-BB1eNixU?ocid=msedgntp 
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