
Off the Beaten Path: ..
Reflections on "Open Letter" ..

"Let us learn the revelation of all nature and thought; that the Highest dwells within us, that the sources of nature are in our own minds. As there is no screen or between our heads and the infinite heavens, so there is no bar or wall in the soul where we, the effect, ease, and God, the cause begins. Within us is the soul of the whole; the wise silence, the universal beauty, to which every part and particle is equally related; the eternal One. When it breaks through our intellect, it is Genius; when it breaths through our will, it is Virtue; when it flows through our affections, it is Love" ..

-Ralph Waldo Emerson
The most significant changes in my beliefs center on the concepts of Karma, Dharma, Reincarnation, The Nature of the Soul, and our Ultimate Purpose. I have now fully embraced the belief that the soul is eternal, and that each of our souls is merely an individuated part of the soul of God. I believe that we are here on this Earth plane because we chose to be. We have incarnated, taken on the human form, in order to re-experience Who We Are. This growth has an Ultimate Goal of Oneness with All That Is, which is US or God. We are never apart from God, because we are all a Part of God. In order to achieve Oneness, we must experience every part of our essence, and the most effective way to experience that is through the unique nature of the Earth Plane; the limitations and hardships and joys and victories afforded us in the human form.

I further believe that linear time is a construction of the human mind, and necessary for the function of a human body on an Earth Plane. It is not, however the nature of the Celestial Plane, or the "Other Side" where God is all that God is, and where we are All That We Are when we are in spirit form. The concepts are not easily explained in a few sentences, as I have come to these beliefs after years of study, continued existence within this human body, and continued striving toward comprehension of Higher Consciousness.

I believe there is no such thing as "right" and "wrong" in the sense that we, as humans, generally mean it. There is only that which does and does not serve your soul. In doing that which serves your soul, you automatically serve the souls of others. The simplistic ideas of "right" and "wrong" and "sin" and "evil" and "good" and "bad" are merely human projections and categorizations that are limited in scope and understanding—a by-product of being human. But I don't believe that because we are human, we are incapable of understanding the concepts. On the contrary, I believe it is part of our purpose to understand them.

I think we are prevented from higher understanding by the limits we have placed on ourselves. With those concepts in mind, I approach these other concepts.

PUNISHMENT

God does not punish. There is no need to punish, since the concepts of "right" and "wrong" do not exist in the Great Truths. If we remove the idea that God is an Angry God, and replace it with what I feel is more accurate—that God is a Loving God—then these precepts become moot.

The idea that "AIDS is God's punishment for homosexuals" is one born of fear and ignorance, and a loss of connection with our Higher Consciousness, that is, the Consciousness of God. For example, to say that God "punishes" homosexuals is to make God's nature synonymous with the nature of someone like Hitler. He believed in Ethnic cleansing as well. Obviously, there can be no "comparison" between the nature of God and the nature of a human—especially a human like Hitler.

RESPONSIBILITY

We are only responsible for the growth of our own souls. However we manage to do that, is neither "right" nor "wrong" but merely serves us, or doesn't serve us. This means we will do things with the motivation of love and compassion. The rest will fall into place on its own. Somewhat like the concept "You must love yourself before you can love others," this means that once you strive to be a person of character, you will then be able to have and draw other persons of character into your life.

JUDGMENT

Although I believe we are not meant to "judge" others, in the sense of imposing our own paradigm on them, I do not think it is a benefit to our soul growth to use this an excuse to be apathetic. There is a distinction between observing "what is" and making a judgment about the behavior, and observing "what is," and making a judgment about a person.  To impose our idea of what  a person should or should not do or be or say, is harmful to our spiritual growth. We are not capable of knowing what is "best" for another soul. We can only support that soul in moving into a more loving place by offering love and non-judgment, or by avoiding unhealthy integration with this person's path.

I also do not believe the mainstream Christian view that God will "judge" us when we leave our physical bodies. This is a religion of fear, and a reflection of human characteristics: God will not "judge" simply because this implies that there is such a thing as "right & wrong" which I don't believe exists. Most of what we have been taught in mainstream religion stems from the fear held by church representatives, and their political machinations. Therefore, our only goal must be to love, and accept that nothing happens to a soul except what that soul allows.

LOST SOULS

Son of Sam, Ted Bundy, the Uni-bomber, Jack the Ripper, Saddam Hussein, Kadaffi, Hitler. . ..and more recently, of course, Osama Bin Laden. . . names synonymous with evil, anger, hatred, sadism and cruelty. I would consider them lost souls, in that they have strayed so far from their loving nature.

  Yet their actions, although heinous, cannot be pigeonholed into simply "evil incarnate." We cannot know what higher purpose was served by their actions. I do believe that when they die (or since their deaths) that their souls will be immediately in a place of healing where they can discover what darkness overcame them. Suicides might be in the same place. The issue at stake here, for most people, is that these souls caused death and pain and suffering to others. But if you believe that there is really no such thing as "death," as the soul is our truest essence, and cannot die, then you must also believe that the souls that were victims were not harmed. It's all part of the growth. This is a difficult idea to comprehend because it's so extreme. You may ask, "What purpose could have possibly be served by the hatefulness and murder and savagery?" We will know the answer one day. Until then, we have to apply the same reasoning and beliefs to this situation as we would to others.

HELLISM

First of all, I am impervious to threats of "burning in hell" for things I do and don't do, since I don't believe in the "hell" we have been taught exists. This Hell is one of punishment, judgment and anger, and supposedly comes from this God of the mainstream that is also supposed to be loving. This is a contradiction which I reject. How can a human being pledge allegiance to a God that would place you in unimaginable pain for all eternity? The answer is: because this god is a construction of fearful mainstream Christianity, and is not the God that exists.

 I believe we are all here to learn what our souls must learn in order to attain Oneness with God. A journey such as this cannot be undertaken with threat of constant punishment, fear and anger. I do not believe a loving God would construct such a thing.

HOMOSEXUALITY

I have taken this thought further since the writing of the Open Letter. I believe that to say homosexuality has always existed, albeit correct, is not the complete picture. The complete picture consists of recognizing how our language changes. And how many changes and misinterpretations can be had when a text is translated from one language to another. The popular arguments against homosexuality by the Christian sector, are based on certain verses in the Bible. Which Bible, depends upon which form of their fear, ignorance and prejudice they wish to support.

A popular verse to parrot is found in Paul's letter to the Corinthians. From the New American Standard Bible:

Do not be deceived: neither the immoral, or idolaters, nor adulterers, nor effeminate, nor homosexuals, nor thieves, nor the greedy, nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor robbers will inherit the kingdom of God. (1 Corinthians 6: 9-10) ..

In some of the modern translations, such as the "Open Bible," the New King James, and the New American Standard, the term "Homosexual" is used. This represents the homophobia permeating our modern culture and a blatant disregard for the original language. The term itself was not even coined until the 19th Century, so to place it into the translation is poor scholarship, to say the least. Additionally, the Greek word malakos and its other form malakoi  from which "homosexual" erroneously springs, actually means "effeminate" or "soft" and is never used in an ethical and/or sexual sense.

To understand why this was used by Paul, it is imperative to realize that women of the Biblical time period were seen as possessions of men. To be accused of being effeminate or soft, was undesirable, since women were the literal property of men, considered weak and often unclean. The Greek term has no reference in lexicography to loving relations, but only to sex acts often practiced in pagan ritual, the nature of which was a form of debauchery, self-abuse, prostitution and idolatry.

This Greek word malakoi appears twice in Matthew 11:8, once in Luke 7:25, and once in 1 Cor 6:9-10. In the first three, the translators correctly portrayed the word to mean "soft". In the fourth, it suddenly becomes "homosexual," in some translations, even though the word is exactly the same.

According to the Interlinear Greek-English New Testament, the passage is actually translated as:

". . ..neither fornicators, nor idolaters, nor adulterers,

nor abusers of themselves as women, nor abusers of

themselves with men." ..

Strong's Concordance tells us that:
Fornicators literally means "one who prostitutes himself"

Idolaters means "one who worships idols"
Adulterer means "one who commits adultery," that is, has sexual relations outside of marriage;

Abusers of themselves as women literally means one who is soft or "spineless" "like a woman"; and

abusers of themselves with men literally means a male prostitute.
None of these translate into homosexual
Further, the verses in Romans which refer to "unnatural acts" is taken from the words para physin which means "unconventional" or "atypical." Again, this has nothing to do with nature in the sense of ethical and/or sexual connotation. It has to do with something that is expected, and in line with the norm; what we might compare to a fish riding a bicycle. The implication here, is that these "offenders" were heterosexual people, acting in a homosexual way, which was, of course, unnatural for them. The same as a homosexual acting in a heterosexual way.

 The Apostle Paul equated male-to-male sex with paganism, and this was considered the abomination to God, because it was idolatry, not because it was same-gender coupling. Pagan rituals often included sexual debauchery, as pagans believed this ritualistic sex encouraged the pagan gods to protect crops and make them fruitful, among other things. And so this warning was not about the actual loving sex act, but intertwined with—again—self-abuse, prostitution and idolatry.

For Paul, something is "natural" when it responds according to its own kind, when it is as it is expected to be. For Paul, the word "natural" does not mean "in accord with universal laws." Rather, "natural" refers to what is characteristic, consistent, ordinary, standard, expected and regular. When people acted as was expected and showed a certain consistency, they were acting "naturally." When people did something surprising, something unusual, something beyond the routine, something out of character, they were acting "unnaturally." That was the sense of the word "nature" in Paul's usage. ("What the Bible Really Says About Homosexuality" by Daniel Helminiak, Ph.D). ..

1 Timothy 1: 9-10 says,

". . .the law is laid down not for the innocent but for the lawless and disobedient, for the godless and sinners, for the unholy and profane, for those who kill their father or mother, for murderers, fornicators, sodomites (arsenokoites), slave traders, liars, perjurers and whatever else is contrary to the sound teaching. . ."  .
In the New KJV, it's

 ". . .fornicators, idolaters, nor adulterers, nor homosexuals, nor sodomites. . ." 

Well, look at that! Someone just saw fit to add  "homosexuals" to the list. This is why it's called the "new" King James?

The Greek word used here, arsenokoites, translates to "impure and immoral," and again, is a reference to what was considered impure and immoral at the time, within the context of the passages, social norms, and according to Jewish law. This does not suggest homosexuality at all and most certainly addresses those people engaging in paganistic acts.

If one believes that Paul's writings were divinely inspired, then one must believe that God would have been very specific about same-gender love. Not once, in all the scriptures, is this subject addressed. Not once, did Jesus mention it, though many Christians and scholars alike will stress that the words of Jesus are the most important ones to pay attention to.  Could it be, it was NOT an issue? Could it be that the behaviors of Christ-like people depended on character and a loving nature, rather than the gender of their partner? I believe so.

The story of Sodom & Gomorrah was also not about homosexuality, and the correct translation of the language also clearly reveals this.

One must remain aware of the cultural norms and the belief systems that were in place at the time of the character, Lot. It was considered a great sin to turn a traveler away, since shelter from the desert elements could mean the difference between life and death. This belief was so strong and pervasive, that it was more important than the safety of his own daughters, as Lot offered them in place of the stranger he had taken in. (Remember the mentality: women were property).

Lot was afraid to send his guest into the presence of these men at his door, since they were pagans, and known for their excesses, lewd behavior and disregard for others.

The "sin" on Sodom was excess, idolatry, inhospitality, disrespect for self and others. Not homosexuality. Do we see God condemning that loving Gay couple down the street? No, we see God condemning the out-of-control, hateful people who had no regard for a loving nature.

Another important item to note: 

". . .in Romans 11:24, Paul uses those very same words to talk about God. Paul described how God grafted the Gentiles into the olive tree that is the Jews. Now Jew and Gentile are one in Christ. But to graft a wild tree into a cultivated tree is not the ordinary thing to do; it is something unusual. Still, that is what God did through Christ.
In Paul's understanding of the words, God himself acted "para physin." God did what was "unnatural." God behaved "in an unusual way." If to act para physin is immoral, then God must be immoral—and that is patently absurd. Therefore, there can be no moral meaning in those Greek words for Paul. Once again the conclusion emerges: Romans is not a moral condemnation of male-male sex. ( Helminiak, Ph).
Unfortunately, most Christian churches do not teach from a language-standpoint. Some Christians today actually believe that Jesus and the people of his time actually said "thee" and "thou" and "thy" when they spoke. This is not true. The idea comes from the King James Version of the Bible, which is the most widely read and accepted. Scribes were instructed to use the "King's English" when doing their translations. I enjoy the joke from Reverend Samm, who said, "Oh! The King James Version. . .that's the one Jesus carried! If it's good enough for Jesus, it's good enough for me!"
"A paradox exists where there are two or more accepted truths, that are apparently contradictory or irreconcilable .Depending on your world-view, one foundational paradox may be that you see reality as an unresolved dualism. A universe consisting of matter and energy on the one hand, and 'person stuff' like love, consciousness and intelligence on the other. Seemingly unrelated, and yet you know that you experience reality as a unity .If we can embrace paradox, and not be afraid of it, we can see the deficiencies of a limited world view or paradigm, and be pointed to something higher. We will do well, if we allow truth to speak to us, and allow paradox to resolve in the eternal. To accept truth that transcends our finite brain, and have the wisdom to put new wine in new wine-skins. A paradigm closer to the truth will never be truth."

"The Person Paradigm—A Cosmology of Eden"
 by Andrew Moore (online text) ..
OTHER BOOKS
This list will naturally increase as my studies and awareness increase. But here's a list of books I feel are crucial in their ability to provide direction and understanding. Check to see if these are online and freely available first, as often some are. Otherwise, they can usually be purchased through Amazon.com:

· The Seat Of The Soul By Gary Zukav

· The Celestine Prophecy By James Redfield

· The Tenth Insight By James Redfield

· The Celestine Vision By James Redfield

· Don't Know Much About The Bible By Kenneth C. Davis

· Christianity, Social Tolerance & Homosexuality By John Boswell

· The Education Of Oversoul Seven By Jane Roberts

· The Further Education Of Oversoul Seven By Jane Roberts

· Adventures In Consciousness By Jane Roberts

· Lessons From The Light By George Anderson

· A Return To Love &

· The Healing Of America By Marianne Williamson

· A Course in Miracles

· (All Books) By Deepak Chopra

· Interview With An Angel By Stevan J. Thayer & Linda Sue Nathanson, Ph.D.

· What The Bible Really Says About Homosexuality by Daniel Helminiak, Phd

· The Dead Sea Scrolls

· The Pseudepigrapha

· The Gnostic Gospels

· The Septuagint

· The Apocrypha

· Greek & Hebrew Interlinear Bible ..





























