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NOVEMBER 7, 2018/APRIL 2019
Criticism of this ministry’s report on Cardinal Gracias’ blessing of gay fashion designer Wendell Rodricks
On November 4, I released this file and sent it to a few of my contacts: 
CARDINAL OSWALD GRACIAS BLESSES OPENLY GAY WENDELL RODRICKS HOMOSEXUAL LIFESTYLE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CARDINAL_OSWALD_GRACIAS_BLESSES_OPENLY_GAY_WENDELL_RODRICKS_HOMOSEXUAL_LIFESTYLE.doc 
I received a letter from a good, otherwise supportive friend, X, who is in Catholic ministry. It went:

Subject: Your judgement of Gracious (sic) Date: Tue, 6 Nov 2018 09:50:31 +0530
I cannot but disapprove of your attitude and analysis of the situation. The article is very clear. The Church needs to stop condemning the community as outcasts. Are they greater sinners than you or me? The Cardinal is calling for compassion and understanding. He is not advocating compromise. There is a big difference which I am surprised you have overlooked.  It is the same as saying "Christ loved the sinner but not the sin". Unless we first love the sinner (you and me included) we cannot expect him to change. Change of attitude must come first after which yes, they will have to change their lifestyles in order to come back to Christ and Church. You have read what you want to. You have not been objective enough due to your own war with Church and have judged the Cardinal as accepting the gay lifestyle, as indicated in red.  You could not be more wrong.

But it is a dicey situation. Do you expect the Church to come out hard in public, against LGBT? In which case you can ever forget that they would ever return to Church and Christ.

On the other hand, yes, it does seem that the Church is not clear on its stand and is accepting the lifestyle. But you more than anyone else should realize what the Church's true stand is and why such statements/interviews are given.

I would hope you will make necessary corrections in your analysis and views and undo the damage done.
Prior to that I had called the above person, X, who informed me that an email from him to me had bounced; he shared with me his criticism (which followed in the email copied above) and I responded:
Date: Mon, 5 Nov 2018 19:05:20 +0530
Nice talking to you. Any criticism from you is most welcome...

I greatly respect your opinion. I will seriously consider what you write. Apart from getting three emails (when the story broke) from concerned Mumbai Catholics, I independently assessed the matter on the basis of the news stories as well as on the Cardinal's past dalliances with the LGBTQI brigade. If I am wrong on the basis of facts that you can provide, or have proved to be judgemental, I will pull the report. Also depends on others' feedback. I have tried my level best in green font in the report to compare the Church's position on gays with what not only the Cardinal did and said but also by what he should have and did not say and do. BUT I ALSO DID SO IN THE LIGHT OF PAST REPORTS ON RELATED ISSUES. Please don't describe my report as "stupid" (he did that on the phone) because I always have the defense of Church orthodoxy in mind, and not an individual's personal position. I have to keep in mind that when the Cardinal speaks and acts, the secular press reads it as if THE CHURCH is speaking. That greatly aggravates the gravity of the matter. 

Puzzled by X’s criticism both oral as well as written, I critically re-read the referred report “objectively” as suggested by him, but could find no fault with anything that I had written.

I then wrote to three individuals who had received the November 4 report along with X, informed them of the criticism that I had received from X (without revealing the identity of X), and requested their feedback.
These are the responses that I received (1a and 1b were separately sent by the same individual):

1a) We know only Wendell's version of that meeting. He asked the Cardinal to bless his "hotline" initiative. The Cardinal, according to reports, not only gave his approval for the hotline initiative, but also "agreed to advise his clergy to be more compassionate and less condemning". That I think is fair enough. Being compassionate and less condemning is something all of us can do (and for all people). Nowhere do we have the mind of the Cardinal on the matter, his version of the meeting. 
Nowhere has it been said the Cardinal approves of their "sin" or will permit marriage of these people or that the Church teaching has been changed. 
We do not know what "pastoral accompaniment" will be offered. I am more interested in this. After all the Church is for the sinners. 
1b) Your research is comprehensive. I have not read all the links you have provided. I took the Wendell episode in isolation.

A concern I have is that while we are showing mercy and compassion, no one seems to be saying "don't give in to your instincts/urges/desires"

Yet another point is that we are slow to issue statements. This time Cardinal is attending meetings in Germany. He is back the day after I think. By the silence we hope dust will gather and the issue forgotten. After all today people have gold fish memories. This silence some take as everything is permitted in the Church. I want someone to say what is and what is not done. There is so much confusion and our silence just adds to it.

It takes all sorts of nuts to make a good fruit cake. So it is with life. You need not accept the criticism of the person. He is free to his opinion as you are to yours. Stones are thrown at fruit bearing trees. Finally we have to account to our Maker not to any bishop or the Pope.

Keep up the good work.
2) My conclusion after reading your comments in green colour are:
You have just stated what has been the Church official teaching on gay sex. The Church rightly does not condemn the gay person but wants him/her to know that an active gay lifestyle is against the will of God. The gay tendencies themselves r not sinful just as the temptations to sin r not themselves sin. It is only when one acts on the temptation that is called sin by the Church and it is mortal sin if one does it knowingly with full culpability.  And the Church does teach clearly that mortal sin if not confessed in the Sacrament of Reconciliation with a firm resolve to not commit the sin again will lead to eternal death of the soul. So accepting gay people in the Church is in itself not wrong provided they are taught the clear teaching of the Church and are helped to leave their sinful lifestyle and live either celibate life or once come out of that lifestyle have normal marriage in the Church with a person of the opposite sex. Only in that respect should the Church be open to the gay Catholics. If by welcoming them in the Church is meant accepting their lifestyle and not leading them to change their lifestyle then it would only mean that the Church is now going against her own age-old teaching which would be very dangerous since then the Church would lose her credibility. Also it will be a scandal which will lead Catholics to believe that gay lifestyle has received the Church blessing so it is OK and hence will lead the Church into accepting what is sinful as not any longer sinful. That can further lead to encouraging Catholics to have lifestyles which are anti-life since such relationship can never bear new life. There are huge negative repercussions of accepting gay lifestyle as OK.
I don't think you need to be apologetic to anyone who has condemned your analysis in this article. You are right and should not change your stance at all. You have nowhere condemned the person himself but his current lifestyle; also you have rightly spoken against the Cardinal for not stating the clear teaching of the Church to the concerned person (or maybe he has; we don't know)  
There can be a helpline to accompany gay Catholics to understand the implications of their lifestyle so that they can themselves take a decision to change their lifestyle to not put their soul in jeopardy of eternal death. But if the helpline will only welcome them in the Church without leading them to change their lifestyle as per official Church teaching then the very purpose is defeated. The purpose of welcoming gay people in the Church should not be to confirm them in their sinful lifestyle but to help them on the path to eternal life in heaven by repenting and changing their lifestyle as per Church teaching. If the Cardinal does not teach that then he is wrong; for that matter any Catholic including the Pope himself would be wrong. This is because the teaching of the Church as it stands on gay sex today cannot allow a Catholic living an active gay lifestyle to be in full communion with the Church until he changes his lifestyle and confesses sacramentally.
I further understand that some Catholics could have got into the homosexual lifestyle without knowing the official Church teaching on it. Till the time they came to know about the Church teaching the lifestyle has become a forceful habit difficult to change; because of this habit the culpability of the person may be less and may not be as grievous as mortal sin. Such people could be accompanied compassionately and helped to leave the lifestyle which may take a long time. But those who purposely don't want to give up their gay lifestyle they cannot escape the punishment since their sin becomes mortal. Leaving a sinful lifestyle is always a struggle and as long as the person makes an effort to come out of it he can always be accompanied by the Church to live a holy life acceptable to God. 
I sent to X the feedback of individuals 1a and b) and 2) along with the following introductory lines:

I respect your personal analysis of my report on the Cardinal Gracias-Wendell Rodricks issue. You have been and still remain a person of great spiritual stature in my eyes. But I somehow feel that you have not read the contents of the two files that I linked to it, or the many reports (titles and links at the bottom of the referred file) on the Cardinal's serious errors on various other grave matters that I have chronicled over the years. Leaving that aside, I contacted just three persons for their assessment of the said report. From no one of them did I solicit support. To none of them did I disclose your identity. To one, I only said that an individual has not agreed with my assessment, to another I read out your email's contents on the phone, to the third, I copied your email. One of the three is at the moment giving a programme in a diocese and will reply in a couple of days. The other two from Bombay wrote (unedited by me): [As above]
3) UPDATE [The individual was giving a programme in his diocese when I had written; he responded later]

Dear Michael

I have gone through your report and find nothing out of place.  You have reported accurately based on the press clippings that are displayed and typed in.  Also you are correct in your assessment that Cardinal Ossie Gracious (sic) is complicit in the sin because of his endorsement (without condemning the sin) of an openly gay person "married" to another man. God Bless you for your unstinting and consistent response to public figures violating the teachings of the Church. Thank you very much.

4) UNSOLICITED LETTER UPDATE Dear Micheal,
The homosexuality agenda will be promoted soon in Mumbai church. Pray and fast. This is coming soon. 
My (senior family member, an advocate) had been contacted by Times of India to give an interview about this topic in church. You know how firm he is in his faith. 
The Cardinal is pro LGBT and it’s a known fact. Below is written by Wendell Rodricks, (a gay who is married to another man and living in this relationship), a very famous name in fashion industry.
Many good Catholics call him for weddings and he gives talks there. How can this be tolerated. This is the sin of Sodom and Gomorrah which will bring the fire of God again down on us if we don’t fast and pray.
Wendell writes:-
Yesterday I met Cardinal Oswald Gracias in Bombay to seek His Eminence’s approval and blessing to start a social media presence to help the LGBTQ community, their families and friends and bring them closer to the Church. I will be the public face of this endeavor to establish a hot line to assist LGBTQ and family/friends who need guidance and support to keep the faith. I was moved to tears when Cardinal Gracias not only gave his total approval and support but also agreed to advise his clergy to be more compassionate and less condemning of the LGBTQ community. At the end of our meeting, His Eminence placed his hand on my head and blessed me in a special way that “Christ bless us for the work we are doing for society”. Suffice to say I felt indeed blessed, grateful and immensely joyful. In smog filled Bombay, my heart felt a rainbow (LGBT symbol) in the sky.
…

Times of India called (the family member), but later did not take his interview and only published the article on Wendell Rodricks. .
(The family member) says it is wrong, as the article only represents one side and not the view of the entire Catholic community.

(The family member) says this this person is openly living in a homosexual relation … God made Adam and Eve and not Adam and Steve! It is not a sin to have homosexual inclination, but the sin is to give in to it and live actively in this. Such people can’t receive communion, but they are. We need to pray for the next meet to happen in Jan / Feb in the Vatican on this same issue of homosexuality and how the church must react…
5) UNSOLICITED LETTER UPDATE Not sure of the intention, but it looks like we are headed in the wrong direction ... Helpline for gays is fine, but Wendell is openly gay and proud of it. So obviously the helpline is not to help gays out of it...
X wrote to me that my criticism fid not present any evidence that the Cardinal has now or ever before condemned active homosexuality. The media has never reported him on that. I can write my reports only on the basis of available information. But, the past history of the Cardinal's blessing of the LGBTQ New Ways "Ministry" and Quest and his selective quoting of Pope Francis on compassion and mercy* (which was heavily stressed upon by X), and Gracias’ statements at the Synod on the Family and his lack of criticism of the grave problems with Amoris Laetitia all put together only support my arguments and my conclusions.
All that X said, I otherwise agree with completely. One may observe that in my comments in green font in the referred report. The bottom line is that the Cardinal has had ample opportunities to say to the actively gay celebrities, as Jesus had done, "Go and sin no more". In the present context, Gracias needed to say, as the senior most pastoral voice of the Indian Church, that homosexual fornication is a mortal sin. Instead, he laid his hands on Wendell Rodricks' head and blessed him and his project to “help” gays like him. 
The Cardinal has had ample time to issue a statement for the benefit of confused and disturbed Catholics as well as the secular media, but he hasn’t come out on it yet. At the bottom of the above-referred report, I have provided a long list of my reports (with titles and links) of the Cardinal’s many aberrations and errors relating to many other grave issues.

It must also be mentioned here that Cardinal Oswald Gracias has endorsed and elevated to high positions in his archdiocese a non-practising Catholic woman Astrid Lobo Gajiwala who is a pro-women’s ordination militant and whose Hindu husband conducts sex reassignment surgery which, is according to the Catholic Church, immoral and sinful: 

THE PRO-WOMENS ORDINATION GAJIWALAS-THE INDIAN CHURCHS FIRST FAMILY
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_PRO-WOMENS_ORDINATION_GAJIWALAS-THE_INDIAN_CHURCHS_FIRST_FAMILY.doc
Under all those circumstances, how can I accept an unsupported-by-factual arguments criticism of my Gracias-Rodricks report?
*Michael Hichborn of the Lepanto Institute writes (newsletter of November 3, 2018; emphases his):
Either we believe what Jesus Christ teaches us to believe, or we do not.  Either we are merciful as Christ teaches us to be merciful, or we invent some new mythical standard of mercy.  Either we accept our faith... or our creed means nothing.
It turns out that the critical responder X was a one-time homosexual who was a leading figure in the Catholic Charismatic Renewal (CCR) hierarchy in India since the late 1970s and presently serves in an independent fulltime ministry. I came to know about his past from piecing together subtle disclosures made by him in his articles in back issues of the CCR monthly CHARISINDIA. As an ex-gay, he is now free, but is apparently still burdened enough with guilt to have viewed my Gracias report with a strong unconcealable bias that cannot accept condemnation of active gays and those who do not confront them, in this case Cardinal Oswald Gracias.
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