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On Our Way Home > General CEC discussion > C E C Plenty Of Things To Discuss Here

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

http://z6.invisionfree.com/On_Our_Way_Home/index.php?act=ST&f=2&t=2
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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On Our Way Home > General CEC discussion > C E C Plenty Of Things To Discuss Here

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 



Printable Version of Topic 

Click here to view this topic in its original format 

On Our Way Home > General CEC discussion > C E C Plenty Of Things To Discuss Here

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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On Our Way Home > General CEC discussion > C E C Plenty Of Things To Discuss Here

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 



Printable Version of Topic 

Click here to view this topic in its original format 

On Our Way Home > General CEC discussion > C E C Plenty Of Things To Discuss Here

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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Posted by: stlouismb Feb 15 2007, 06:58 PM

Many of you may wander over from the Ancient Future Catholic forum. As you know, sometimes the discussion there, concerning 
the CEC has become heated lately. I do not wish to cool off the discussion from there to here. I hope that we can disagree without 
being disagreeable.

Feel free to start new topics, trying of course to be organized. Feel free to post items you have read elsewhere, including the 
Ancient Future Cathoic Forum.

Let the discussion begin! 

Posted by: Cate Feb 15 2007, 08:13 PM

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this forum.  

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 08:47 PM

Well, here I am. I took opportunity to get an new moniker. I got tired of the hyphens   

Question: Are we somehow being disloyal to David Z? I really admire the guy, and I don't want to dump on him. Poor guy, he's 
been dumped on a lot today.

ntnshnl1 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 15 2007, 09:14 PM

I liked what I wrote on the introductory page, so I'm posting it here too.

This is how I stand on protestant communities who want to re-invent the wheel: GIVE IT UP ALREADY!!! It's time for the clergy of 
these communities to stop playing church, and get with the program. Stop protesting and trying to do it better. You can't do it 
better. Just GO HOME TO ROME. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Cate!   

QUOTE (Cate @ Feb 16 2007, 02:13 AM)

Thanks, Mike! I, for one, am very happy to have another place to go! You're a great guy, and I have high hopes for this 
forum. 

Blessings, brother.

Cate 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 16 2007, 06:41 AM

Welcome Tony!  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 10:02 AM

Cross-posted from the Eastern Provice thread: 

"Thanks Tony, for the affirmation.

I do want this to be a place of continued processing and healing--even when it gets messy. I was once a social worker. I learned 
early on that my first appointments meeting with persons who had been involved in dysfunctional (alcoholic, sexual abuse, 
religious abuse,...) systems were very messy. A lot of emotion. A lot of anger. It gets better! Part of the process that I helped 
people with was acknowledging what you wrote--anger at oneself or not speaking up when they saw the red flags. Then the anger 
at others who perpetrated the dysfunction. Then those who perpetuate the dysfunction. We are not all at the same place in this 
process. Those who have left, cannot always acknowledge what part they played, etc. This required self confrontation and healing 
(acknowledgement that I was not only a victim, but a part of the system) (this of course, is not true of children, they are never any 
part but victim) , and then confrontation of those who were a part of or remain a part of the dysfunctional system. As you 
acknowledge and heal , you are strengthened to confront the abuser and the abusive system. This is the process many are still in, 
here.

I left the direct influence of the CEC over 7 years ago. My first confession to my Catholic priest was my "turned inward" anger for 
not seeing the red flags, for not speaking up, etc. That has been followed up throughout several years of meeting with my 
confessor as I processed the other aspects of my anger noted above. 

For the past several years, I largely ignored the problems within the CEC and hoped they had gotten better. I had very little direct 
knowledge until the Ancient Future Forum popped up. Then, I realized I have an obligation to those still caught-up in the system. I 
am at the point now, that I want to SHOUT from the roof tops: "Get out of the dysfunctional system"! Some will heed, some will not. 
To those who are already out, but not fully cognizant of the role they played, Lord Have Mercy. They will see it and they will need 
our experience and help to process that."

Peace be with you! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 19 2007, 04:41 PM

Please note: For a limited time, Guests may post here and elsewhere on the Forum. This is an experiment, not a guarantee of 
future use.  

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 20 2007, 09:04 AM

Has Abp. Adler finished his sabbatical, or has it taken place yet? Who is calling the shots? How is his health? What does the 
future hold? 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the Church). 

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful disagreement can 
be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of the 
Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - to be 
truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly appears not to be 
the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and outside of 
the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with me, or I 
think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a moderated 
discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Guest Number One Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:49 AM

Now that is a prime example of pre-judgment RCC Priest. 

I do not see us as "against" each other here, at least not yet. You are assuming things not in evidence RCC Priest.

It is this type of pre-judgment that makes me questiuon if indeed you are an RCC priest...or just signing in as one for your 
moniker.

Let's give this a fair shake. No one (as far as I have seen) on this forum has begun to do battle. 

Relax dude and leave the moderator alone and ADD something to the discussion rather than send it right into suspicion. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a moderator - 
to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) discussed. This sadly 
appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. Respectful 
disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside and 
outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 08:53 AM

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register. There seems to be a faction finding your 
forum now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 02:27 PM)

With all due respect to RCC Priest, et al in need of a Moderator, 

Of course I have opinions. However I said at the beginning I do not want to moderate discussions. If people disagree with 
me, or I think their post is off-base or out of line. I will say so. Not as a moderator, but as a Forum participant. If you want a 
moderated discusion, you know where to find it!   

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 02:14 PM)

Well that is a very "politically" safe answer. However, I haven't seen this respect and restraint from bashing. 

If you are serious about this, then this should be applied to all. Are you willing - or able - to do this? 

It has been mentioned that many are blinded due to cultic influences. Are you free from such influence? As a 
moderator - to be truly impartial and just - you should not, indeed CANNOT, have any interest in the topic(s) 
discussed. This sadly appears not to be the case. 

But alas, here we find ourselves. Brother against brother, sister against sister.

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 21 2007, 01:42 PM)

What I mean is respect the opinions of everyone posting the way you would want to be respected. 
Respectful disagreement can be done without "bashing". 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 21 2007, 01:28 PM)

I love this: "please keep it civil"

Ok please explain your definition of civility (hopefully extended to all our Christian brethren - inside 
and outside of the Church).

Fr. ES 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 22 2007, 09:17 AM

Yep, personal attacks are priviledges reserved for those in your faction only. Ban all those who disagree with us. It didn't matter if 
you did so respectfully and politely, like many of us did. If you said something that they disagreed with, or more specifically, 
disagreed with certain protected individuals (like "Bridgette/Bonnie"), then your post gets deleted and your IP address gets 
banned.

CEC Guest

QUOTE 

Mike, I think you had better do away with the "guest" feature and require folks to register.  There seems to be a faction 
finding your forum  now with a desire to start some personal attacks from the get-go.

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:31 AM

That is right CEC Guest, you are bashing now, personal attacking! Your comments will be deleted. Better yet, you IP is going to 
banned.

And furthermore, you are not on topic. You are distracting. In fact you should say something pertinent to the discussion, such as  

LETS GO HOME TO ROME

or

49 days back to ROME

or

CEC is a CULT

there you that is much better.

Let's have an open discussion you'all.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread open for 
General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree with 
you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic thread 
open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator. Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 12:44 PM

Fr ES

I have held my tongue, the delete button, the ban button, etc. thus far. Please make it easy for me to continue my restraint. I am 
sorry about the other forum. I highly respect David and David for hosting this discussion there at all. I can certainly understand 
their temptation to ban. I will continue, for now, with my earlier stated policy. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 12:30 PM)

Dear Mike,

This is not about you, but about whether we can have a truly open discussion about the CEC. From all sides.

Before risking to be banned, IP addresses blocked etc, one needs to know if all are welcome.

Forgive the doubting, I have no knee caps left from the other forum.

Fr ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 22 2007, 11:38 AM)

RCC Priest, and vaious other Guest of this Froum:

You'all, I opened a new topic thread for all of this silliness. It is under Announcements. 

Please go there to speculate about me and my actions or to duke it out amongst yourselves. Let's leave this topic 
thread open for General Discussion about the CEC not about the forum or the administrator.  Please!

All this attention to me is giving me a big head.   

Now back to a general discussion about matters related to the CEC. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 22 2007, 07:37 PM

Mike,

Like they would (I imagine) say at the extremely excessive, dictatorial, overreaching CEC HQ in San Clemente: 

"more Scotch and cigars for this guy!"

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 08:20 PM

GNO-- 

I don't think I want mudslinging, but meaningful discussion would be nice.

As I said before, I have not guaranteed this continued open forum policy. 

Thanks for your generosity. I had missed your post until now. That shows you how closely I plan to moderate discussion. 

QUOTE (Guest Number One @ Feb 22 2007, 01:06 AM)

But Mike, you better not be taking ANY posts down, nor ban ANY users. No moderating it is then!

Are you ready for that??

Well good, let the mud slinging begin! Let's get ready to rumble!!!

But first, let me await your response to be sure I understand you right. Let me give you an out -- gosh I am so gracious this 
morning.

GNO 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 22 2007, 10:47 PM

Okay RCC P, What are you referring to in your post?

Please go back and re-read my posts - in proper context. They are not personal attacks or attacks against your vocation. They do 
however, question the veracity of your claim to be an RCC priest based on my own experience. 
What parish/diocese do you serve? What bishop are you under? Those are legitimate questions (based on your signature and 
moniker) that should be asked. 
Is that a personal attack? Well then, so be it.

I simply questioned your actual identity because: 
#1 - you are not writing as most of the RCC priest's I know would write,  
and 
#2 - what do you care about the CEC?  

If you are an RCC priest, I would think you would have enough on your plate to worry about or work at rather than to discuss a 
denomination that clearly (from its actions) is off the track and will have nothing to do with Rome. They have bought into some 
form of pseudo Anglicanism.

It seemed to me that your initial posting was simply to take the moderator to the wood shed concerning an "open forum" and 
"being civil" and it was said with a slight sarcastic bite. At least that is how I read it.

So again, what is your purpose here? Do you have knowledge of the CEC or specifically one of the diocese's or bishop's or 
situations? How are things in the CEC right now? Do you have close friends still caught up in the CEC? 

Are you yearning to join the CEC?

Now please realize my friend that nothing in the above is a personal attack. If you assume such, you are assuming incorrectly. 

Pax. 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 22 2007, 11:42 AM)

desire to start some personal attacks

My dear Deacon, have you seen evidence of this? Or is it only a personal attack, defined as such, when people disagree 
with you?

All some have called for is a truly OPEN discussion. Isn't this one of the critisisms leveled at the CEC, the lack of open 
discussion? Let's not repeat that here.

You have already attacked my vocation, what have I done to you? Shall I question yours?

Fr. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 22 2007, 11:41 PM

First, I must thank Dcn. Chic for his support. 

Second, I must also ask Fr ES do you have something to say to us or to ask of us here? Please feel free to be "frank".

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 23 2007, 01:33 PM

I don't think you are ready to hear what I have to say, so for now I shall refrain.

FR. ES 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord!

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 25 2007, 09:02 PM

Right On! Solid stuff!

My hat off to the folks in the CEC, blessings to you all

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 24 2007, 11:26 AM)

From the: stmichaels.livejournal.com:

Date: 2007-02-13 09:23 
Subject: (no subject)
Security: Public
As part of his ongoing effort to strengthen the foundations of the 
Charismatic Episcopal Church, Abp. Randolph Adler highlights the 
importance of the liturgy in this week's Sunday homily (February 11, 
2007) by explaining how the entire liturgy is a prayer that takes us on 
a journey from this world to Heaven, and, over time, modifies our 
behavior toward God and our fellow man.

In a world where life is full of anxiety and is sometimes hopeless, it 
is a comfort to know that every time we wake up on Sunday mornings, our 
entire day is an exercise in prayer. In the Charismatic Episcopal 
Church, the liturgy is not only a form for our service of worship; it 
is a prayer that takes everyone present on a journey from this fallen 
world to be joined with Christ and the Church Triumphant in Heaven.

Since many of us have come from evangelical and charismatic 
backgrounds, we have generally held the view that prayer can come in 
only two forms--extemporaneous prayer and praying in the Spirit. At  
the same time, we often thought that written or form prayers were of 
little value since they don't "come from the heart." In other words, 
we thought of the liturgy and written prayers as "dead."

However, quite the opposite is true. In fact, it is not so much that 
the prayers are dead, but it is more a matter of whether or not we are 
dead or alive in the Holy Spirit as we pray these written prayers and 
participate in the liturgy. The prayers themselves are designed to 
draw us unto Christ if we pray them fervently and regularly. Infused 
with the presence of the Holy Spirit, the prayers throughout the 
liturgy bring about a richness to our Christian life that, otherwise, 
can be fairly dry.

Furthermore, the various physical movements we make during the liturgy 
such as genuflecting and making the sign of the cross are prayers in 
themselves and continually emphasize our purpose in gathering together 
to celebrate the Table of the Lord. For example, when we make the sign 
of the cross on our foreheads, our lips, and our hearts right before 
the Gospel is read; we are saying to God "Let Your word be upon our 
minds, our tongues, and our hearts."

Moreover, the liturgy helps to modify our behavior by speaking to our 
hearts and minds those words that we too often are afraid to say to 
ourselves or, frankly, have never really considered. For example, in 
the confession of sin from Rite One of the Holy Eucharist, two poignant 
lines stand out regarding our sins: "...the remembrance of them is 
grievous unto us, the burden of them is intolerable..." How can our 
sins be grievous and intolerable to us? Hasn't God already forgiven us 
our sins? When we pray these written prayers over and over, we find 
ourselves conforming more and more to the likeness of Christ. In the 
words of C.S. Lewis, "Prayer does not change God, prayer changes us."

From beginning to end, the liturgy is a complete and seamless prayer 
that draws us from the shadows of this fallen world into the full light 
of Christ. It answers the questions that we are too afraid to ask and 
ministers to the deepest and darkest recesses of our souls. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit, the liturgy brings to the forefront the most 
important aspect of human history: God reconciling man to Himself. 

From the collect for purity to the absolution of sins to the 
benediction ("God is not mad at you, He will never leave you or forsake 
you...), we are lead on a journey to a place where, through no ability 
of our own except to have faith in the prayers we pray, we are offered 
Christ's own Body and Blood to wash away our sins and bring healing and 
restoration to our lives. Lift up your hearts! We lift them up to the 
Lord! 

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by extension, 
shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention being a strong 
Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Feb 26 2007, 10:56 AM

That is very very Sick. But no surprise there with all that has gone on with the CEC. For Shame of it all.

Tony     

QUOTE (Dcn. Chic Harmon @ Feb 26 2007, 10:19 AM)

It really is a sick situation in the CEC. 

I am angered today that the same "brothers and sisters" whom I broke bread with and ministered with are today, by 
extension, shunning my son. He was a very outgoing guy and popular amongst the youth in the diocese, not to mention 
being a strong Christian witness among the youth in the NE.

I found out yesterday evening that all but one of the youth have shunned him because we no longer are part of the CEC. 

How SICK is that! 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it means 
the same to all of us. 

Posted by: The Lord First Served Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've cast it 
aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a 
lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked a lot of people if their 
rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five 
years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing 
basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or 
Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a 
sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can assume it 
means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 06:07 PM

Hi,

Yes I do know what you mean, and tend to agree with you. Of course we can always find something to complain about. In my 
parish many people complain of the lectionary-based homilies being too "predictable" , "repetitive" and so forth. I should tell them 
to visit the CEC. LOL, just kidding.

Fr. ES.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church? 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we can 
assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: CEC Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, many of 
us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's part of the 
charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not something to be 
corrected.

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how they've
cast it aside over the past few years. The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of the liturgy, the 
homily was not a lection-based homily. That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still facing the CEC. I've asked 
a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies. One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on 
the lectionary for over five years. That's a shame. In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee 
that people were all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether 
you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction 
because everybody was being filled with the same bread. I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral 
churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Feb 26 2007, 08:23 PM

For those of us in Maryland, who've experienced shunning from LIJ, I agree, it is sick. It's a shame your child was subjected to 
that, it indeed reflects an immaturity. We who remain in the CEC have also been on the receiving end of that same exact attitude 
- I just had a similar run in this week from of a brother who went with Zampino, I tried to approach him and treat him like a brother, 
i was treated as if I was some sort of Judas. I really wish we could all row up, but it seems we're far further from Christlikeness 
than we dare admit. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:38 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 26 2007, 08:39 PM

Hi Fr. ES, The prevailing opinion is that you are misrepresenting yourself as an ordained, in good-standing priest in the Roman 
Catholic Church. Your posts send up a red flag, not just with me but with several RCC and CEC posters on the forum. Both those 
who I know to be RCC and those I know to be CEC do not want an imposter. Please contact me privately about this matter. 
Thanks. 

Until then:

To those reading the Forum, I encourage you to disregard the comments made by RCC Priest until he is 
able to satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation. 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 06:09 PM)

So you are an ordained priest in the Roman Catholic Church?

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 26 2007, 05:59 PM)

Hi Mike,

RCC stands for Roman Catholic Church. Hope that helps.

Fr. ES 

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Feb 26 2007, 04:21 PM)

Fr. ES, you sign in as RCC Priest. What does RCC stand for if anything? I don't think on an open forum, we 
can assume it means the same to all of us. 

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these years, 
does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest who is in 
submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no one to answer to. 

  

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary reading, 
many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit tells him to. That's 
part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that should be encouraged, not 
something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints of how 
they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new embrace of 
the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the biggest issues still 
facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based homilies.  One man told me that he 
hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  That's a shame.  In other communions, a 
lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were all hearing basically the same thing from 
Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or 
London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same instruction because everybody was being filled with the 
same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have 
NEVER heard a sermon based on the readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 26 2007, 09:43 PM

NTN,

(& I hope that doesn't mean trivia! I love to play)I'll say this, "IF" you're in a Spirit filled church, you will know if the homily/sermon 
are from the Spirit, you will be sure! In my journey I have seen too many Priests, both Anglican (ECUSA) and Catholic rely so 
much on the pattern of lectionary based that their messages are dull and not being paid attention to. On one hand if the Priest 
bases his homily on the day's readings and can then expound into additional Biblical teaching and tie it all together, that is 
awesome. 

On another hand if he deviates from the day's readings and still brings the Word to you based on events surrounding the church, 
the community, etc., and it affects the gathering, then that too is awesome! Truly, preaching is a "gift", used better by some than 
others and those who are gifted are the Preachers we love to listen to each week and most always welcome further conversation 
with outside the church. Make sense???

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: intnshnl1 Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with what's 
"been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese (3,500 families 
or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be from India) are very 
anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, 
because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get off track" or say something heretical, 
that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, 
go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such 
as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the 
Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch 
my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:42 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 26 2007, 10:52 PM

Dear Mike,

As soon as the same requirement is demanded of all board participants, I will gladly do so.

Until then, I don't see why I should have to be singled out, and put my people at our parish in a possibly compromising position. I 
hope you understand.

I just think we should be more tolerant of one another, more understanding of eachother. Aren't we all brothers and sisters? Aren't 
we all members of the same Family?

Fr. ES. 

QUOTE 

satisfactorily prove his identity and occupation

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 27 2007, 04:04 AM

Father, if you are indeed a priest as you say so, its no harm revealing and verifying your identity. After all, you should have nothing 
to fear. Why should you worry? 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but didn't 
stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within the 
framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've seen that 
in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it...    ...I 
believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen 
to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: Dcn. Chic Harmon Feb 27 2007, 12:14 PM

Mike,

Thank you for the information.

I think that all honest folks (that don't want to simply stir up trouble) will register for the forum. At David's forum, it did not at all slow 
down the discussion, but it sure did restrain certain individuals who otherwise would become simply offensice.

I am all for making all participants register for forums. If they want to attack someone let htem go to San Clemente!

PAx. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome. Answering that in the affirmative would not 
compromise his anonymity. 

He's no Roman Catholic priest. Please. One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 27 2007, 04:54 PM

I agree with you. 

QUOTE (Truly Curious @ Feb 27 2007, 04:51 PM)

RCC Priest won't even answer if he's really a priest in good standing with Rome.  Answering that in the affirmative would 
not compromise his anonymity.  

He's no Roman Catholic priest.  Please.  One can be anonymous, but "impersonating an officer" is quite another matter.

Dude, I suggest you choose a less disengenuous moniker.

Posted by: ntnshnl1 Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM

Roy,

I'm sorry I misunderstood you. Thanks for being so gracious to me. I don't know why I forgot that you were in RCIA. You sort of 
know me. On the Ancient/Future forum I had 2 hyphens in my name. I got tired of typing them  Someone at work told me today 
that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But they still have to face the mighty 
Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get snotty with you.  

Blessings,
ntnshnl1 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a cradle 
Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I found CEC but 
didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done within 
the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the pulpit. I've 
seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes 
it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as long as the priest is 
willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector has 
agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: RCC Priest Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir up? 

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:19 PM

Yeah, I got you! I'm watching the game and K-State can't seem to play the defense they're capable of,.. our shooting has been 
suspect all year so I don't know about winning tonight. The game here against OU may provide the chance to get the 21st win, 
which would greatly help towards the NCAA's,... BUT as I told you before, I only want to beat KU once this year and that's in the 
Big 12 tourney. Guess what,.. if things stay the same we're set to meet in round 2 after a 1st round bye. Third time might be a 
charm....  (sign up here, your posts are worthy of identification! 

Roy 

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 27 2007, 06:04 PM)

Roy,
Someone at work told me today that K-State is playing tonight and has a good chance of going to the NCAA tourney. But 
they still have to face the mighty Jayhawks  You know who I am now? Even though you are a KState'r, I would never get 
snotty with you. 

Blessings,
ntnshnl1

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 27 2007, 06:50 AM)

NTN

Please know, I do not have a CEC Priest! I am in RCIA, going "Home to Rome" as my friend Tony would say. I'm a 
cradle Episcopalian who stayed with the Anglican movement when my friend & Rector of a parish left ECUSA. I 
found CEC but didn't stay there...

I found the charismatic wing of the Episcopal church while there and know fully that The Holy Spirit can get it done 
within the framework of the Lectionary; however, that can occur outside of it also.

I'm thinking your drift is that there are good & bad preachers, and yes, some who will take their politics to the 
pulpit. I've seen that in the Episcopal and Catholic churches and others as well 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

  Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit 
recognizes it...    ...I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of the lectionary as 
long as the priest is willing to listen to Him.  You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: canyouhearmenow Feb 27 2007, 09:33 PM

RCC Priest,
I think you misunderstand
All that is being asked is that you choose another anonomous screen name.
like E.S. or whatever you choose. (He is not asking that you put your real name)
If I hear Mike right you can continue with RCC Priest but people may listen more to what you are saying if they feel you are not 
trying to belittle the RCC Priesthood. This is how people have seen your screen name. It probably is not your intention. I 
personally ignore the names as nothing other than a way of following the conversation. If is a dig than it doesnt bother me and 
shouldnt others. But I think people were saying it is confusing at best.

Tongue in cheek often leads to a biting ones own tongue OUCH!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Peace 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:35 PM

"RCC"

I don't believe so far you have been "disrespectful". You have, however made some comments which are attacking in nature 
without validating you position, knowledge, or experience. I believe Mike is asking for such validation simply because of the level 
of venomous attacks that were made towards folks in the A & F forum. Many of those were from registered users!

Please realize, hiding under the auspice of total unregistered, anonymity most likely forwards much more scrutiny than hiding 
under a totally "unrelated, ordained" pysuedonym (sp) ( sorry, can't get to a dictionary) than your proffered position as an RCC 
Priest! Know that many who come here may have been ordained in the CEC and found themselves as victims, others are may 
have been removed and others remain. They ALL are men of God and sought their ordinations in total trust, many feel victimized, 
shunned, whatever. So attacks against their beliefs or positions will be met with a wide range of emotions.

I guess what I'm trying to say is,.. validate your position in some way while remaining totally anonymous,  (you don't have to say 
you're ordained, WE will know), but if you have valuable input to those of us who are journeying to Rome, or seeking relief from 
being bamboozled in a Faith claiming "Apostolic Succession", we just want to know the basis of your authority.

In Him

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:17 PM)

Dear Deacon,

Perhaps your comment was not directed to me, but in case it was, I have to ask you what trouble I have been trying to stir 
up?

I believe I have been courteous and respectful of all participants. If not, please point out where I have failed.

Am I such a threat here, or perhaps unwelcome is a better choice of words?
Then the question arises, why would this be the case.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Royedw Feb 27 2007, 09:41 PM

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred to as 
"Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume on the 
surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. That isn't in any way meant to be derogatory on my part, I'm a cradle 
Epsicopalian! But I know a "Rector" when I see one...   

Peace

Roy 

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES. 

Posted by: Truly Curious Feb 27 2007, 10:12 PM

Hmmm...or, what is again, oh yes....CEC. 

QUOTE 

It has been one thing I've learned while on my journey to Rome,.. the Priests of a Catholic church are not generally referred 
to as "Rector"! It was one of the first questions I asked. So if you say "The rector has agreed to that much." I will assume 
on the surface of that remark you are connected as an Anglican. 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: stlouismb Feb 28 2007, 10:55 AM

Fr ES

It is too bad you couldn't answer the question with the truth, whole truth and nothing but the truth*. 

However, feel free to post. I am interested in discussion, now.

*a caveat to other forum readers.

QUOTE (RCC Priest @ Feb 27 2007, 06:10 PM)

Yes I am in good standing with Rome, I can say that much. But I just can't compromise the people at our parish. The rector 
has agreed to that much. However, I am glad to be allowed to continue to participate in this forum.

Fr. ES.

Posted by: Royedw Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a Priest, 
then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked Cuban cigars! 
Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: collin_nunis Feb 28 2007, 09:53 PM

Well, i don't mind because i don't think he's a priest either... If he is indeed a priest, he would have said so a long time ago.  

Another thing, he is unregistered. Being a priest, he should register. If we could take it upon ourselves to register, why can't he? 
After all, Jesus got baptized in the Jordan like everyone else even though we knew very well He was the Son of God... 

My point is, in Catholic presbyteral theology, a priest is modelled after Jesus, and if the priest cannot model himself on Jesus' 
most distinct trait - humility, then he is no priest. A question on whether he is ordained is another issue and I don't think I'd bother 
about that if he's not humble. 

The same then goes to the priests and bishops in San Clemente. God blesses you with riches but make sure your two feet 
remain on the ground. Live to the role you made an oath to. If they can't do that, please don't use the Roman rite to consecrate 
priests next time. 

QUOTE (Royedw @ Feb 28 2007, 08:53 PM)

Collin,

You are giving up way too much! RCC Preist has exposed himself as nothing more than a "guest" on this forum. If he's a 
Priest, then I'm a Bishop! Oh yeah,... I have sunglasses, oh yeah, I've had single malt scotch,.. oh yeah, I have smoked 
Cuban cigars! Indeed life is good   

Roy 

QUOTE (collin_nunis @ Feb 28 2007, 12:32 AM)

"Rectors" are used in Catholic Churches as well, but more for seminary principals... as in the rector of a seminary 

Posted by: CEC Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:10 AM

Indeed, there's always risk when we follow the leading of the Spirit. Did we really hear from Him? Did we obey fully? Did we mix 
in our flesh and mess it up? That's just what one has to accept as part of the package. When we allow folks to operate in the 
Spirit, whether in preaching or in the gifts, occasionally you have to deal with the fact that they miss it. You have two choices 
really. You can shut it down, as the Catholic and Orthodox mostly do, by incorporating everything into an inflexible liturgy so there 
is little to no room for the Spirit to move or you can allow them to listen to the Spirit and provide the freedom to move in response 
to His lead. Do you want rigid, predictable and safe? Or free, dynamic and risky? The latter has the tremendous dunamis 
potential that, in my opinion, is well worth the risk. It is the differentiating factor which is why the CEC does and should continnue 
to exist in God's purposes. When the Corithinan church got out of order and didn't properly use the gifts of the Spirit, Paul didn't 
shut it down. He gave them instructions for it's proper use. That should be our approach as well. Let's correct the things that were 
out of order and move on resisting the fleshly urge to restrict and contain the Spirit out of overreaction.

CEC Guest

QUOTE (ntnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 09:28 PM)

But how can you be sure that the priest is really hearing from the Holy Spirit? If the RCC has been doing it wrong all these 
years, does that mean the priest who are keeping to the lectionary are never hearing from the Holy Spirit? I trust a priest 
who is in submission to authority to hear from the Holy Spirit more than one who flies by the seat of his pants and has no 
one to answer to.   

ntnshl1 

QUOTE (CEC Guest @ Feb 26 2007, 08:20 PM)

What you see as a bad thing, that the CEC doesn't mandate that the teaching has to be based on the lectionary 
reading, many of us see as a wonderful thing. We recognize the need to allow the priest to teach what the Spirit 
tells him to. That's part of the charismatic aspect of our communion. We see it as an indisposable strength that 
should be encouraged, not something to be corrected. 

QUOTE (The Lord First Served @ Feb 26 2007, 04:48 PM)

It's good to see that San Clemente has re-discovered the 'liturgy' after there have been so many complaints 
of how they've cast it aside over the past few years.  The interesting thing to me, however, is that in this new 
embrace of the liturgy, the homily was not a lection-based homily.  That, to me, seems to be one of the 
biggest issues still facing the CEC.  I've asked a lot of people if their rectors preach lection-based 
homilies.  One man told me that he hasn't heard a sermon based on the lectionary for over five years.  
That's a shame.  In other communions, a lection-based homily/sermon was the guarantee that people were 
all hearing basically the same thing from Scripture and from the Holy Spirit; that the Church -- whether you 
attended a parish in Seattle or Philadelphia or London or Rome -- was all marching along to the same 
instruction because everybody was being filled with the same bread.  I've been to San Clemente and 
several other cathedral churches throughout the CEC and have NEVER heard a sermon based on the 
readings except for...LIJ.

TLFS 

Posted by: Guest Mar 1 2007, 05:18 AM

But as you pointed out, it's not the lectionary that provides the checks and balances, it's the accountability and the interaction of 
your clergy that keeps one from heading in the wrong direction. The lectionary doesn't restrain someone from introducing heresy. 
As for your criticism of Archbishop Adler's teachings on the Song of Solomon, I disagree. The teachings were spot on and very 
needed to be heard by the church. The content of hs sermons were very consistent with some early church homilies I read on the 
scriptures. In addition, there's been an overexaggeration with respect to how often he taught from that. I listened to his online 
teachings for a year and a half and onyl heard an occassional reference to it. 

QUOTE (intnshnl1 @ Feb 26 2007, 10:10 PM)

Roy,

I am a spirit filled Catholic Christian. While it is true that there are some RCC priest who are not anointed and just go with 
what's "been done" with thier homilies, there are many who are anointed. I attend the largest parish in our archdiocese 
(3,500 families or roughly 7,000 people). The senor priest is of the former kind The other two priests (who happen to be 
from India) are very anointed. How do I know they are anointed? Much the same way that you know your CEC priest is 
hearing from the Holy Spirit, because my spirit recognizes it. But I appreciate the fact that if one of our priest should "get 
off track" or say something heretical, that his superiors will call him on it. I'm no theologian, so I could miss it. But they 
wouldn't. SOME CEC priest and even Bishops, go long spells of time not even consulting the weekly readings because 
they are busy preaching their own brand of theology, such as the "Jesus as our lover" stuff that came from the Kansas City
group. There is just no safety in that, no consistancy. I believe the Holy Spirit can get the job done within the frame work of 
the lectionary as long as the priest is willing to listen to Him. You catch my drift, Roy?

I'm intentionally the,
ntnshnl1  

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 1 2007, 07:25 PM

Blessings to All,

It is not that I don't mind telling you that I am ordained or not (I am), in good standing with Rome or not (I am). You are entirely 
missing the point. 

Anyone can submit postings, registered or not, and make wild claims and accuse or excuse.
Registration is by no means a guarantee of one's identity. Digital identities are easily created and faked. This is why I have 
always claimed that a medium such as this is wholly un-Christian in nature.  

This is not to say that digital forums such as these are completely without merit. They can be a powerful tool for good, no doubt. 

But this is a hard unpopular message, after all I am preaching to those who have toiled many hours to create such a forum. A 
message unheeded by previous board founders.

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: Jaybird Mar 1 2007, 08:30 PM

Actually RCC Priest,

It was through discussions at another forum (started by fans of the Bible teacher, Malcolm Smith) that I was helped along in my 
journey to the Roman Catholic Church. But that forum functioned more as an exchange of ideas. It wasn't about the personalities, 
per se. It was about the conversation.

I can see what you're saying here though. The personalities/identities of the posters carry more weight or seem more significant. 
That's a bit unique. But I wouldn't call forums un-Christian. 

Jaybird
(a Catholic revert in 30 something days)

Posted by: RCC Priest Mar 5 2007, 12:47 AM

Jaybird,

yes I understand that depending from which angle one views this (and other) forums, one's opinion about the nature of such a 
medium greatly differs.

but believe me, from this angle not much good fruit is hanging from these them trees!

all too often in my profession one is left to mend the wounded of another man's war

although I am glad to be able receive you back into the Fold, many others have been sadly scattered

Fr. E.S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:04 PM

Fr ES & CEC Guest

Thanks for writing and challenging me in this. I would like to move this part of the discussion to the General Discussion Forum, 
since it apllies more broadly than just here.

Thanks, 

QUOTE 

Ah dear Mikey, you are a marvelous reader of men's hearts! 

An interestingly precarious criteria to make one's judgements. Or so it seems.

Fr. E.S.

QUOTE 

I tend to believe those who have the least to gain (or hold on to).

QUOTE 

At the Cross, who had the least to gain?

Think twice before you answer.

A fitting lesson in regards to the matters at hand. Things are not as they seem to the eye -- and it is easy to be on the 
wrong side.

Lord, our Good Shepherd, grant us sight, we are your blind sheep indeed. 

Fr. E. S. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this forum who 
accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC as presented to 
me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the vision of the establishment 
of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I did not fully know. I wanted to 
believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want to 
believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to side with 
the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute truth? I can’t. 
Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that mean I should discount 
everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can distort our view of reality--truth. 
Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably in there somewhere though. Therefore, 
I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and innuendo and 
come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful experiences, strip 
away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness that Christ has to offer all of 
us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this process and I believe we will be better for 
it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of responsibility 
for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing directly with the wrath of 
others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer personlism. I have not said here what I 
would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. Much of what I have said here and on the other 
forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... not 
marginalized. 

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man Mar 5 2007, 05:46 PM

Nice Mike Very Nice... I say Amen to your openess to me and others here in this here forum.... Let it fly I say as long as we are 
humble, forgiving and not mean spirited. You da man......

Lots of love to you during this Lenten season and thanks for your friendship. I can't wait to see you in person. You are the best  

  

The Baloney Man   

QUOTE (stlouismb @ Mar 5 2007, 02:42 PM)

Dear Fr ES and CEC Guest,

You both pose some hard questions…to which I tend to give too simplistic an answer. There was another guest on this 
forum who accused me of flip-flopping. I can see how it would appear so. At one time, I bought into the vision of the CEC 
as presented to me. At one time, I bought into the vision of LIJ as it first appeared to me. At one time I bought into the 
vision of the establishment of a religious brotherhood in the context of the LIJ Community. I had a lot of faith in men who I 
did not fully know. I wanted to believe!

Who we choose to believe in an argument is based on many complicated factors. I want to believe all parties. I don’t want 
to believe that either party has ulterior motive for presenting their case rather than the truth. I am not objective. I tend to 
side with the whistle blower and with those who I know personally. Does that mean I take everything they say as absolute 
truth? I can’t. Because I understand how deceptive is my own heart and how subjective my own judgement. Does that 
mean I should discount everything they say as lies? I can’t. I won’t. I have learned something in life and that is that pain can 
distort our view of reality--truth. Pain can cause us to lash out in anger sometimes distorting the truth. The truth is probably 
in there somewhere though. Therefore, I must side with the victim and the whistle blower. 

I started this forum in order for the parties to process past their pain-distorted views of reality/”truth”, past rumor and 
innuendo and come to a place of honest dialogue. In order for us to get there we must each choose to do so.

Hopefully with this “open forum” we can listen to each other, believe each other, enter into each other’s painful 
experiences, strip away the part that is distorted by the pain and come out the other side resurrected in the forgiveness 
that Christ has to offer all of us. The A-F Forum for all its problems and goodness, has been a starting point for this 
process and I believe we will be better for it. 

Anonymity is a two-edge sword. Under it's safety we feel free to say what we want. Under its safety we feel free of 
responsibility for what we say. Under its safety is a certain amount of protection from being singled out and dealing 
directly with the wrath of others who disagree with us. Under its safety is both good and bad. However, I prefer 
personlism. I have not said here what I would not have said directly to any party if they were to give me the opportunity. 
Much of what I have said here and on the other forum I have sent by email or other method of correspondence directly to 
the party involved.

This then, is why I post with my real name: I want to be heard, challenged, held accountable, able to listen and respected... 
not marginalized. 

Posted by: stlouismb Mar 11 2007, 11:11 AM

As you can see, I have consolidated all of the CEC discussion sup topics here. I hope this is helpful. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 07:49 AM

You can find David Z's recent comments about the CEC on his Blog and on David B's Blog:

For more click here:httphttp://papaz.blogspot.com/2007/04/subject-religion-further-thoughts-on.htmlor 
here:http://http://blog.ancient-future.net/  

QUOTE 

Monday, April 16, 2007 From Papa Z's Views...

Subject: Religion!!!!! -- Further Thoughts on the CEC 

It's been awhile since I've posted on this blog. Much of my time has been spent moderating several sections of the 
Ancient-Future Catholic forum, owned by fellow blogger David Bennett. Some months ago, we decided mutually that the 
time had come to shut down discussions of the CEC on that forum, and overall, I believe that this has been a wise move. 
Some CEC discussion has continued on the On Our Way Home forum, but at a much slower, and less frenetic pace than 
before.

Now that the dust has cleared somewhat, we can perhaps have a better picture as to what has actually happened, and 
what is still going on.

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 20 2007, 08:10 AM

I would also like to add, David, that your summary is helpful now that the dust has settled a bit, and your opinions (both in your 
article and in response to the comments) about the state of the CEC are very insightful. 

What I am still questioning about the Bishops who have left and formed other organizations is: How are they significantly different 
from (or better off then when they were with) the CEC? They now all appear to be "protesting" in some fashion. Now they are 
protesting the two ancient churches as well as the former reinvention of the ancient churches, the CEC. IMHO

I have read the statement by the CCR it reads like it was written by the same author who put together the CEC statement. I have 
read some statements from the CCC which indicates much of the same, but with a more Roman-friendly slant, but still separate. 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 22 2007, 06:32 PM

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Guest Apr 25 2007, 02:48 PM

After viewing the St. Michaels live journal site, I am left with a couple of questions. 

Why, apparently, have there been no further posts since Holy Week?

Why is there a glaring absence of Bp. Adler during the Holy Week services?

Inquiring minds want to know. 

Posted by: stlouismb Apr 25 2007, 03:03 PM

Damascus, thanks for posting the link. I often check in over there to see what the latest fashion is. I have been wearing my blue-
framed reading glasses ever since the first post abou them on the A-F Forum.   

It looks like the parish is doing well. 

QUOTE (Damascus @ Apr 22 2007, 07:32 PM)

From the homefront, the latest installment of http://stmichaels.livejournal.com/2007/04/10/.

For those against blue framed glasses, please do click on the above link.

For all other, stay tuned for more installments! 

Posted by: Damascus Apr 25 2007, 03:11 PM

Yes we are doing well.

There is a bit of a delay on the updates, so this explains why no new postings since Holy Week.

Bp Adler was there, so was I. His wife is not feeling well, they can use your prayers. 

Posted by: Visitor May 11 2007, 12:34 PM

The new IDA website is now up and running:

http://www.idacec.org

Posted by: stlouismb May 11 2007, 12:45 PM

Thanks Visitor.

Nice site. Do you think there is proper accounting and accountability in place now? How is the confidence level of those who are 
giving? 

Posted by: Visitor May 15 2007, 09:43 AM

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an intense 
crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this information quite by 
accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the Episcopal 
Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it was with this 
communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from my days at the 
seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no little confusion and 
indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my spiritual journey. 

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a branch of 
the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the Universal Church." To be 
sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a Protestant charismatic minister, 
declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he 
learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; 
this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed 
that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer 
Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic Succession 
and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St Athanasius; instead they 
have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the outward trappings of Anglicanism. 
They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and 
Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at 
one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them 
all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, and 
about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from the fierce 
sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's almost cult-like. 
Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have become Eastern Orthodox. 
Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I suppose it 
really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the Church of God in the 
16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a Protestant denomination is born, 
and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church," was 
promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that Protestant sects do not last is because they 
have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: One who has been there May 28 2007, 05:13 PM

QUOTE (Visitor @ May 15 2007, 09:43 AM)

New article found online about CEC. Interesting article from someone who I assume is now Orthodox or RC.

---- 
http://dragoninterrupt.livejournal.com/65166.html

---- 
The End of the Line for the CEC?

It has just come to my attention that the International Communion of the Charismatic Episcopal Church is undergoing an 
intense crisis. They have lost eight bishops and numerous clergy and laity in the last year or so. I came upon this 
information quite by accident; in fact, I was surprised to see a link to an article with the familiar initials "CEC" on a blog 
post.

The Charismatic Episcopal Church, aka CEC, was my introduction to Anglo-Catholicism. Well, a brief stint in the 
Episcopal Church USA was my first introduction, but the CEC moved me further along in my spiritual journey. In fact, it 
was with this communion that I attended Saint Michael's Seminary to study for the priesthood in 2002. What I learned from 
my days at the seminary led me to question why I was not Roman Catholic or Eastern Orthodox, which further led me to no
little confusion and indecision in matters of faith--as some of you know, I have been quite frustrated at times with my 
spiritual journey.

The CEC claimed to be catholic, "but not Roman Catholic," as their founder, Randolph Adler would often say. "We're a 
branch of the one holy catholic and apostolic church," they said. They claimed a place as a "new jurisdiction of the 
Universal Church." To be sure, such claims are easily made, but that does not make them true. Adler, who had been a 
Protestant charismatic minister, declared himself to be a priest in 1992, and was soon after consecrated a bishop by a 
rogue Anglican bishop. Presumably, he learned that Anglican orders had been declared null and void by Rome, and he 
sought out another bishop to re-consecrate him; this bishop had received his consecration at the hands of a bishop who 
had left the Roman Catholic Church, and thus presumed that he had validly been ordained. But a bishop, even if he be a 
defect from Rome with a valid episcopal claim, cannot confer Holy Orders in a valid manner.

It seems that since I left the CEC, they have in fact decided that they are Protestant after all, but still claim Apostolic 
Succession and the ability to provide valid sacraments to their faithful. They no longer hold to the ancient creed of St 
Athanasius; instead they have decided to embrace the Westminster Confession--in effect, they are Calvinists with the 
outward trappings of Anglicanism. They have decided that the Canon of Sacred Scripture consists only of those books 
that heretics such as Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli said were inspired. This surprises me very much--they claim to accept 
the first Seven Ecumenical Councils, and it was at one of these councils that the Canon of the Bible was finally laid down. 
By rejecting one of these councils, they have rejected them all.

It has also come to light that the vast numbers of communicants they claimed is little more than 4,000 in the United States, 
and about 450 of these are clergy. Those who have chosen to leave have been harrased and ill-treated, which stems from 
the fierce sense of "loyalty to the vision of the CEC" that they try and drum into their seminarians and clergy. Indeed, it's 
almost cult-like. Some who have left, thank God, have converted to the Roman Catholic Church, while others have 
become Eastern Orthodox. Others, unfortunately, are forming their own little groups.

It is interesting to note that one Orthodox gentleman wrote me over a year ago predicting the demise of the CEC. I 
suppose it really would not be a surprise if this comes to pass, because since the heretic Luther revolted against the 
Church of God in the 16th century, the Protestants have been splintering into their own camps everyday. Every day a 
Protestant denomination is born, and every day, one dies. Why? Because the promise of Christ that "the gates of hell will 
not prevail against the Church," was promised only to those who remained within Holy Mother Church. The reason that 
Protestant sects do not last is because they have left the bosom of the Church.

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 
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The true church of Jesus Christ is not the Roman Catholic Church even though Rome proclaims this. Yes, the CEC ended up 
being a disaster, however Rome and Orthodoxy are not the answer either. These two groups have added to the faith, especially 
Rome, and have not remained true to the faith of the undivided church. As one who studied in Rome, I know what I am talking 
about. 

Catholic "fundamentalists", of which there are many, preach Rome. I preach Christ Crucified. Acceptance of Jesus Christ brings 
salvation not obedience to Rome. 

Yes, the Communion of Christ the Redeemer is not and will not be perfect, but at least these Bishops are not afraid to confess 
their faults and seek the leading of God in establishing the communion. I have never seen Rome do such a thing and I probably 
never will. Rome hides it errors and mistakes like predator priests who abuse children. 

There is an old saying that people who live in glass houses shouldn't throw stones. I say this to all you Romans who preach your 
church as the truth. Don't throw stones and look down your noses at other Christians. By the way how many millions of dollars of 
hard working people's money has your church spent on cleaning up the mess of a number of your priests? Don't throw stones. 

One who has been there. 

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: Fr. Rusty May 29 2007, 08:06 AM

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel you were 
hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere you have 
personally condemned.

This is very common in people who have been abused or feel they have been abused and have not, for whatever reason, dealt 
with their pain properly.
Often this hurt and pain becomes a subconscious driver of our behavioral patterns.

A quick for instance:
A young girl is sexually abused repeatedly by a male family member in authority.
The child makes a promise to herself that no man will ever hurt her like this again.

These things are just too much for her young mind to deal with cognitively, so it is pushed down into the subconscious so that the 
mind can survive.

Years later, as the girl becomes a grown woman, she finds all men, to be repulsive, all men are trash, there are no good men. 

She also finds herself attracted to woman as the replacement for men, however, she cannot allow one to have authority over her. 

Often one such as this will take a male role in a relationship.
In this, subconsciously, she is trying to correct all that happened to her when she was very young.
She is keeping a childhood promise that no man will ever hurt her and do that  to her again. 
She is also judging and condemning to death (in her life) all men.
She can be with a woman only if she has control, she cannot submit to another woman due to being hurt by one who had authority 
over her.

It goes on and on, it s the same for many men who were abused as children as well. 

The point is: you cannot properly, in sanity, judge all  by the actions of a few, or some, or even a majority. 
For one thing, its not our job, for another, God Himself in His Holy Word shows us He does not do so.
If we are going to claim to be His, then we are to become like Him.
Our living example of this is of course Christ Jesus.

Many of the things you have said about Rome are true.
They are also true of every denomination out there.
Take the sexual abuse situation.
The Baptists have paid millions, so have the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Lutherans, and the Orthodox, so forth and so on. 

Lets take cover ups, they have been and are, everywhere.

If this is true, and it is, then Rome is no worse than the others, they are bigger, so it will seem like they have more, however, if you 
run the numbers per-capita, its pretty surprising.

You do not seem to notice all the Psychological abuse done by many Non-Denominational Fellowships.
Well of course not, they are smaller, reported less, in the news less, but the damage is huge, and it basically goes unchecked as 
there is no mechanism for correction anyway.

As to Changing the Faith . 

I would like for you to be able to define all  who have done that, and what you understand as the difference between changing 
the Faith and the development of Doctrine.
Are you saying that only the C.C.R. holds to the True Faith?
If so, please explain how and define the True Faith for us so that we to can hold to it as well.
To my understanding, the C.C.R. has not as yet, issued a Statement of Faith.
They have issues a Statement or two on Government and Accountability, but as of the first of last week, I know of no Statement of 
faith.

If defining and understanding all of this is difficult for you, hey, you are in good company!
There is of course a difference in Discipline and Doctrine, oh how often I have confused those!

As I have gotten older, I have realized that to go back to just the original understandings of the Gospel message would be an 
affront to the work of God, The Holy Spirit.

What do I mean?

It s just this, the Gospel has not changed, The Faith, has not changed. 
It is rather that we are ever learning to better understand what was Once for all given.
The Holy Spirit is ever teaching the Church to better understand and define the original deposit of faith and how it applies to life. 

Many of the things you and I hold to be true, right and perfect, come from this development of Doctrine.
The Trinity, the Canon of Scripture, the Development of the understanding of the Eucharist, Our Mother Mary as Theotokos, so 
forth and so on.
To divorce ourselves from Rome and Orthodoxy completely is to separate ourselves from our past, and the Councils.
It means to have to go back and repeat the mistakes of the past, with all the heresies, so forth and so on. This has already been 
done.

What about all the groups out there who have truly changed The Faith and are, in absolute faith, believing things that are not only 
wrong, but are actively working against The Faith given to the Apostles?

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your own life. 
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR does not 
hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed from the 
past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man May 29 2007, 09:43 AM

Thanks Fr. Rusty well said and I say Amen to you on this   

Tony  

QUOTE (Fr. Rusty @ May 29 2007, 08:06 AM)

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel 
you were hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere 
you have personally condemned.

This is very common in people who have been abused or feel they have been abused and have not, for whatever reason, 
dealt with their pain properly.
Often this hurt and pain becomes a subconscious driver of our behavioral patterns.

A quick for instance:
A young girl is sexually abused repeatedly by a male family member in authority.
The child makes a promise to herself that no man will ever hurt her like this again.

These things are just too much for her young mind to deal with cognitively, so it is pushed down into the subconscious so 
that the mind can survive.

Years later, as the girl becomes a grown woman, she finds all men, to be repulsive, all men are trash, there are no good 
men.

She also finds herself attracted to woman as the replacement for men, however, she cannot allow one to have authority 
over her.

Often one such as this will take a male role in a relationship.
In this, subconsciously, she is trying to correct all that happened to her when she was very young.
She is keeping a childhood promise that no man will ever hurt her and do that  to her again. 
She is also judging and condemning to death (in her life) all men.
She can be with a woman only if she has control, she cannot submit to another woman due to being hurt by one who had 
authority over her.

It goes on and on, it s the same for many men who were abused as children as well. 

The point is: you cannot properly, in sanity, judge all  by the actions of a few, or some, or even a majority. 
For one thing, its not our job, for another, God Himself in His Holy Word shows us He does not do so.
If we are going to claim to be His, then we are to become like Him.
Our living example of this is of course Christ Jesus.

Many of the things you have said about Rome are true.
They are also true of every denomination out there.
Take the sexual abuse situation.
The Baptists have paid millions, so have the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Lutherans, and the Orthodox, so forth and 
so on.

Lets take cover ups, they have been and are, everywhere.

If this is true, and it is, then Rome is no worse than the others, they are bigger, so it will seem like they have more, 
however, if you run the numbers per-capita, its pretty surprising.

You do not seem to notice all the Psychological abuse done by many Non-Denominational Fellowships.
Well of course not, they are smaller, reported less, in the news less, but the damage is huge, and it basically goes 
unchecked as there is no mechanism for correction anyway.

As to Changing the Faith . 

I would like for you to be able to define all  who have done that, and what you understand as the difference between 
changing the Faith and the development of Doctrine.
Are you saying that only the C.C.R. holds to the True Faith?
If so, please explain how and define the True Faith for us so that we to can hold to it as well.
To my understanding, the C.C.R. has not as yet, issued a Statement of Faith.
They have issues a Statement or two on Government and Accountability, but as of the first of last week, I know of no 
Statement of faith.

If defining and understanding all of this is difficult for you, hey, you are in good company!
There is of course a difference in Discipline and Doctrine, oh how often I have confused those!

As I have gotten older, I have realized that to go back to just the original understandings of the Gospel message would be 
an affront to the work of God, The Holy Spirit.

What do I mean?

It s just this, the Gospel has not changed, The Faith, has not changed. 
It is rather that we are ever learning to better understand what was Once for all given.
The Holy Spirit is ever teaching the Church to better understand and define the original deposit of faith and how it applies 
to life.

Many of the things you and I hold to be true, right and perfect, come from this development of Doctrine.
The Trinity, the Canon of Scripture, the Development of the understanding of the Eucharist, Our Mother Mary as 
Theotokos, so forth and so on.
To divorce ourselves from Rome and Orthodoxy completely is to separate ourselves from our past, and the Councils.
It means to have to go back and repeat the mistakes of the past, with all the heresies, so forth and so on. This has already 
been done.

What about all the groups out there who have truly changed The Faith and are, in absolute faith, believing things that are 
not only wrong, but are actively working against The Faith given to the Apostles?

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your 
own life.
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR 
does not hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed 
from the past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+ 

Posted by: David Zampino May 29 2007, 10:01 AM

Father Rusty,

You have made a powerful and godly statement here. I hope that we ALL recognize this.

Many blessings, 

QUOTE (Fr. Rusty @ May 29 2007, 08:06 AM)

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel 
you were hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere 
you have personally condemned.

(much deleted for brevity)

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your 
own life.
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR 
does not hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed 
from the past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+ 

Posted by: stlouismb May 29 2007, 02:19 PM

Amen, Amen! Fr. Rusty, WOW! Powerful insights and delivery!

I concur. Been There and still there!

Posted by: collin_nunis Jun 1 2007, 07:34 PM

A wonderful and fantastic reply. Amen. 
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The true church of Jesus Christ is not the Roman Catholic Church even though Rome proclaims this. Yes, the CEC ended up 
being a disaster, however Rome and Orthodoxy are not the answer either. These two groups have added to the faith, especially 
Rome, and have not remained true to the faith of the undivided church. As one who studied in Rome, I know what I am talking 
about. 

Catholic "fundamentalists", of which there are many, preach Rome. I preach Christ Crucified. Acceptance of Jesus Christ brings 
salvation not obedience to Rome. 

Yes, the Communion of Christ the Redeemer is not and will not be perfect, but at least these Bishops are not afraid to confess 
their faults and seek the leading of God in establishing the communion. I have never seen Rome do such a thing and I probably 
never will. Rome hides it errors and mistakes like predator priests who abuse children. 

There is an old saying that people who live in glass houses shouldn't throw stones. I say this to all you Romans who preach your 
church as the truth. Don't throw stones and look down your noses at other Christians. By the way how many millions of dollars of 
hard working people's money has your church spent on cleaning up the mess of a number of your priests? Don't throw stones. 

One who has been there. 

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: Fr. Rusty May 29 2007, 08:06 AM

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel you were 
hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere you have 
personally condemned.

This is very common in people who have been abused or feel they have been abused and have not, for whatever reason, dealt 
with their pain properly.
Often this hurt and pain becomes a subconscious driver of our behavioral patterns.

A quick for instance:
A young girl is sexually abused repeatedly by a male family member in authority.
The child makes a promise to herself that no man will ever hurt her like this again.

These things are just too much for her young mind to deal with cognitively, so it is pushed down into the subconscious so that the 
mind can survive.

Years later, as the girl becomes a grown woman, she finds all men, to be repulsive, all men are trash, there are no good men. 

She also finds herself attracted to woman as the replacement for men, however, she cannot allow one to have authority over her. 

Often one such as this will take a male role in a relationship.
In this, subconsciously, she is trying to correct all that happened to her when she was very young.
She is keeping a childhood promise that no man will ever hurt her and do that  to her again. 
She is also judging and condemning to death (in her life) all men.
She can be with a woman only if she has control, she cannot submit to another woman due to being hurt by one who had authority 
over her.

It goes on and on, it s the same for many men who were abused as children as well. 

The point is: you cannot properly, in sanity, judge all  by the actions of a few, or some, or even a majority. 
For one thing, its not our job, for another, God Himself in His Holy Word shows us He does not do so.
If we are going to claim to be His, then we are to become like Him.
Our living example of this is of course Christ Jesus.

Many of the things you have said about Rome are true.
They are also true of every denomination out there.
Take the sexual abuse situation.
The Baptists have paid millions, so have the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Lutherans, and the Orthodox, so forth and so on. 

Lets take cover ups, they have been and are, everywhere.

If this is true, and it is, then Rome is no worse than the others, they are bigger, so it will seem like they have more, however, if you 
run the numbers per-capita, its pretty surprising.

You do not seem to notice all the Psychological abuse done by many Non-Denominational Fellowships.
Well of course not, they are smaller, reported less, in the news less, but the damage is huge, and it basically goes unchecked as 
there is no mechanism for correction anyway.

As to Changing the Faith . 

I would like for you to be able to define all  who have done that, and what you understand as the difference between changing 
the Faith and the development of Doctrine.
Are you saying that only the C.C.R. holds to the True Faith?
If so, please explain how and define the True Faith for us so that we to can hold to it as well.
To my understanding, the C.C.R. has not as yet, issued a Statement of Faith.
They have issues a Statement or two on Government and Accountability, but as of the first of last week, I know of no Statement of 
faith.

If defining and understanding all of this is difficult for you, hey, you are in good company!
There is of course a difference in Discipline and Doctrine, oh how often I have confused those!

As I have gotten older, I have realized that to go back to just the original understandings of the Gospel message would be an 
affront to the work of God, The Holy Spirit.

What do I mean?

It s just this, the Gospel has not changed, The Faith, has not changed. 
It is rather that we are ever learning to better understand what was Once for all given.
The Holy Spirit is ever teaching the Church to better understand and define the original deposit of faith and how it applies to life. 

Many of the things you and I hold to be true, right and perfect, come from this development of Doctrine.
The Trinity, the Canon of Scripture, the Development of the understanding of the Eucharist, Our Mother Mary as Theotokos, so 
forth and so on.
To divorce ourselves from Rome and Orthodoxy completely is to separate ourselves from our past, and the Councils.
It means to have to go back and repeat the mistakes of the past, with all the heresies, so forth and so on. This has already been 
done.

What about all the groups out there who have truly changed The Faith and are, in absolute faith, believing things that are not only 
wrong, but are actively working against The Faith given to the Apostles?

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your own life. 
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR does not 
hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed from the 
past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man May 29 2007, 09:43 AM

Thanks Fr. Rusty well said and I say Amen to you on this   

Tony  

QUOTE (Fr. Rusty @ May 29 2007, 08:06 AM)

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel 
you were hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere 
you have personally condemned.

This is very common in people who have been abused or feel they have been abused and have not, for whatever reason, 
dealt with their pain properly.
Often this hurt and pain becomes a subconscious driver of our behavioral patterns.

A quick for instance:
A young girl is sexually abused repeatedly by a male family member in authority.
The child makes a promise to herself that no man will ever hurt her like this again.

These things are just too much for her young mind to deal with cognitively, so it is pushed down into the subconscious so 
that the mind can survive.

Years later, as the girl becomes a grown woman, she finds all men, to be repulsive, all men are trash, there are no good 
men.

She also finds herself attracted to woman as the replacement for men, however, she cannot allow one to have authority 
over her.

Often one such as this will take a male role in a relationship.
In this, subconsciously, she is trying to correct all that happened to her when she was very young.
She is keeping a childhood promise that no man will ever hurt her and do that  to her again. 
She is also judging and condemning to death (in her life) all men.
She can be with a woman only if she has control, she cannot submit to another woman due to being hurt by one who had 
authority over her.

It goes on and on, it s the same for many men who were abused as children as well. 

The point is: you cannot properly, in sanity, judge all  by the actions of a few, or some, or even a majority. 
For one thing, its not our job, for another, God Himself in His Holy Word shows us He does not do so.
If we are going to claim to be His, then we are to become like Him.
Our living example of this is of course Christ Jesus.

Many of the things you have said about Rome are true.
They are also true of every denomination out there.
Take the sexual abuse situation.
The Baptists have paid millions, so have the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Lutherans, and the Orthodox, so forth and 
so on.

Lets take cover ups, they have been and are, everywhere.

If this is true, and it is, then Rome is no worse than the others, they are bigger, so it will seem like they have more, 
however, if you run the numbers per-capita, its pretty surprising.

You do not seem to notice all the Psychological abuse done by many Non-Denominational Fellowships.
Well of course not, they are smaller, reported less, in the news less, but the damage is huge, and it basically goes 
unchecked as there is no mechanism for correction anyway.

As to Changing the Faith . 

I would like for you to be able to define all  who have done that, and what you understand as the difference between 
changing the Faith and the development of Doctrine.
Are you saying that only the C.C.R. holds to the True Faith?
If so, please explain how and define the True Faith for us so that we to can hold to it as well.
To my understanding, the C.C.R. has not as yet, issued a Statement of Faith.
They have issues a Statement or two on Government and Accountability, but as of the first of last week, I know of no 
Statement of faith.

If defining and understanding all of this is difficult for you, hey, you are in good company!
There is of course a difference in Discipline and Doctrine, oh how often I have confused those!

As I have gotten older, I have realized that to go back to just the original understandings of the Gospel message would be 
an affront to the work of God, The Holy Spirit.

What do I mean?

It s just this, the Gospel has not changed, The Faith, has not changed. 
It is rather that we are ever learning to better understand what was Once for all given.
The Holy Spirit is ever teaching the Church to better understand and define the original deposit of faith and how it applies 
to life.

Many of the things you and I hold to be true, right and perfect, come from this development of Doctrine.
The Trinity, the Canon of Scripture, the Development of the understanding of the Eucharist, Our Mother Mary as 
Theotokos, so forth and so on.
To divorce ourselves from Rome and Orthodoxy completely is to separate ourselves from our past, and the Councils.
It means to have to go back and repeat the mistakes of the past, with all the heresies, so forth and so on. This has already 
been done.

What about all the groups out there who have truly changed The Faith and are, in absolute faith, believing things that are 
not only wrong, but are actively working against The Faith given to the Apostles?

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your 
own life.
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR 
does not hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed 
from the past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+ 

Posted by: David Zampino May 29 2007, 10:01 AM

Father Rusty,

You have made a powerful and godly statement here. I hope that we ALL recognize this.

Many blessings, 

QUOTE (Fr. Rusty @ May 29 2007, 08:06 AM)

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel 
you were hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere 
you have personally condemned.

(much deleted for brevity)

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your 
own life.
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR 
does not hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed 
from the past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+ 

Posted by: stlouismb May 29 2007, 02:19 PM

Amen, Amen! Fr. Rusty, WOW! Powerful insights and delivery!

I concur. Been There and still there!

Posted by: collin_nunis Jun 1 2007, 07:34 PM

A wonderful and fantastic reply. Amen. 
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The true church of Jesus Christ is not the Roman Catholic Church even though Rome proclaims this. Yes, the CEC ended up 
being a disaster, however Rome and Orthodoxy are not the answer either. These two groups have added to the faith, especially 
Rome, and have not remained true to the faith of the undivided church. As one who studied in Rome, I know what I am talking 
about. 

Catholic "fundamentalists", of which there are many, preach Rome. I preach Christ Crucified. Acceptance of Jesus Christ brings 
salvation not obedience to Rome. 

Yes, the Communion of Christ the Redeemer is not and will not be perfect, but at least these Bishops are not afraid to confess 
their faults and seek the leading of God in establishing the communion. I have never seen Rome do such a thing and I probably 
never will. Rome hides it errors and mistakes like predator priests who abuse children. 

There is an old saying that people who live in glass houses shouldn't throw stones. I say this to all you Romans who preach your 
church as the truth. Don't throw stones and look down your noses at other Christians. By the way how many millions of dollars of 
hard working people's money has your church spent on cleaning up the mess of a number of your priests? Don't throw stones. 

One who has been there. 

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: Fr. Rusty May 29 2007, 08:06 AM

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel you were 
hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere you have 
personally condemned.

This is very common in people who have been abused or feel they have been abused and have not, for whatever reason, dealt 
with their pain properly.
Often this hurt and pain becomes a subconscious driver of our behavioral patterns.

A quick for instance:
A young girl is sexually abused repeatedly by a male family member in authority.
The child makes a promise to herself that no man will ever hurt her like this again.

These things are just too much for her young mind to deal with cognitively, so it is pushed down into the subconscious so that the 
mind can survive.

Years later, as the girl becomes a grown woman, she finds all men, to be repulsive, all men are trash, there are no good men. 

She also finds herself attracted to woman as the replacement for men, however, she cannot allow one to have authority over her. 

Often one such as this will take a male role in a relationship.
In this, subconsciously, she is trying to correct all that happened to her when she was very young.
She is keeping a childhood promise that no man will ever hurt her and do that  to her again. 
She is also judging and condemning to death (in her life) all men.
She can be with a woman only if she has control, she cannot submit to another woman due to being hurt by one who had authority 
over her.

It goes on and on, it s the same for many men who were abused as children as well. 

The point is: you cannot properly, in sanity, judge all  by the actions of a few, or some, or even a majority. 
For one thing, its not our job, for another, God Himself in His Holy Word shows us He does not do so.
If we are going to claim to be His, then we are to become like Him.
Our living example of this is of course Christ Jesus.

Many of the things you have said about Rome are true.
They are also true of every denomination out there.
Take the sexual abuse situation.
The Baptists have paid millions, so have the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Lutherans, and the Orthodox, so forth and so on. 

Lets take cover ups, they have been and are, everywhere.

If this is true, and it is, then Rome is no worse than the others, they are bigger, so it will seem like they have more, however, if you 
run the numbers per-capita, its pretty surprising.

You do not seem to notice all the Psychological abuse done by many Non-Denominational Fellowships.
Well of course not, they are smaller, reported less, in the news less, but the damage is huge, and it basically goes unchecked as 
there is no mechanism for correction anyway.

As to Changing the Faith . 

I would like for you to be able to define all  who have done that, and what you understand as the difference between changing 
the Faith and the development of Doctrine.
Are you saying that only the C.C.R. holds to the True Faith?
If so, please explain how and define the True Faith for us so that we to can hold to it as well.
To my understanding, the C.C.R. has not as yet, issued a Statement of Faith.
They have issues a Statement or two on Government and Accountability, but as of the first of last week, I know of no Statement of 
faith.

If defining and understanding all of this is difficult for you, hey, you are in good company!
There is of course a difference in Discipline and Doctrine, oh how often I have confused those!

As I have gotten older, I have realized that to go back to just the original understandings of the Gospel message would be an 
affront to the work of God, The Holy Spirit.

What do I mean?

It s just this, the Gospel has not changed, The Faith, has not changed. 
It is rather that we are ever learning to better understand what was Once for all given.
The Holy Spirit is ever teaching the Church to better understand and define the original deposit of faith and how it applies to life. 

Many of the things you and I hold to be true, right and perfect, come from this development of Doctrine.
The Trinity, the Canon of Scripture, the Development of the understanding of the Eucharist, Our Mother Mary as Theotokos, so 
forth and so on.
To divorce ourselves from Rome and Orthodoxy completely is to separate ourselves from our past, and the Councils.
It means to have to go back and repeat the mistakes of the past, with all the heresies, so forth and so on. This has already been 
done.

What about all the groups out there who have truly changed The Faith and are, in absolute faith, believing things that are not only 
wrong, but are actively working against The Faith given to the Apostles?

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your own life. 
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR does not 
hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed from the 
past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man May 29 2007, 09:43 AM

Thanks Fr. Rusty well said and I say Amen to you on this   

Tony  

QUOTE (Fr. Rusty @ May 29 2007, 08:06 AM)

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel 
you were hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere 
you have personally condemned.

This is very common in people who have been abused or feel they have been abused and have not, for whatever reason, 
dealt with their pain properly.
Often this hurt and pain becomes a subconscious driver of our behavioral patterns.

A quick for instance:
A young girl is sexually abused repeatedly by a male family member in authority.
The child makes a promise to herself that no man will ever hurt her like this again.

These things are just too much for her young mind to deal with cognitively, so it is pushed down into the subconscious so 
that the mind can survive.

Years later, as the girl becomes a grown woman, she finds all men, to be repulsive, all men are trash, there are no good 
men.

She also finds herself attracted to woman as the replacement for men, however, she cannot allow one to have authority 
over her.

Often one such as this will take a male role in a relationship.
In this, subconsciously, she is trying to correct all that happened to her when she was very young.
She is keeping a childhood promise that no man will ever hurt her and do that  to her again. 
She is also judging and condemning to death (in her life) all men.
She can be with a woman only if she has control, she cannot submit to another woman due to being hurt by one who had 
authority over her.

It goes on and on, it s the same for many men who were abused as children as well. 

The point is: you cannot properly, in sanity, judge all  by the actions of a few, or some, or even a majority. 
For one thing, its not our job, for another, God Himself in His Holy Word shows us He does not do so.
If we are going to claim to be His, then we are to become like Him.
Our living example of this is of course Christ Jesus.

Many of the things you have said about Rome are true.
They are also true of every denomination out there.
Take the sexual abuse situation.
The Baptists have paid millions, so have the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Lutherans, and the Orthodox, so forth and 
so on.

Lets take cover ups, they have been and are, everywhere.

If this is true, and it is, then Rome is no worse than the others, they are bigger, so it will seem like they have more, 
however, if you run the numbers per-capita, its pretty surprising.

You do not seem to notice all the Psychological abuse done by many Non-Denominational Fellowships.
Well of course not, they are smaller, reported less, in the news less, but the damage is huge, and it basically goes 
unchecked as there is no mechanism for correction anyway.

As to Changing the Faith . 

I would like for you to be able to define all  who have done that, and what you understand as the difference between 
changing the Faith and the development of Doctrine.
Are you saying that only the C.C.R. holds to the True Faith?
If so, please explain how and define the True Faith for us so that we to can hold to it as well.
To my understanding, the C.C.R. has not as yet, issued a Statement of Faith.
They have issues a Statement or two on Government and Accountability, but as of the first of last week, I know of no 
Statement of faith.

If defining and understanding all of this is difficult for you, hey, you are in good company!
There is of course a difference in Discipline and Doctrine, oh how often I have confused those!

As I have gotten older, I have realized that to go back to just the original understandings of the Gospel message would be 
an affront to the work of God, The Holy Spirit.

What do I mean?

It s just this, the Gospel has not changed, The Faith, has not changed. 
It is rather that we are ever learning to better understand what was Once for all given.
The Holy Spirit is ever teaching the Church to better understand and define the original deposit of faith and how it applies 
to life.

Many of the things you and I hold to be true, right and perfect, come from this development of Doctrine.
The Trinity, the Canon of Scripture, the Development of the understanding of the Eucharist, Our Mother Mary as 
Theotokos, so forth and so on.
To divorce ourselves from Rome and Orthodoxy completely is to separate ourselves from our past, and the Councils.
It means to have to go back and repeat the mistakes of the past, with all the heresies, so forth and so on. This has already 
been done.

What about all the groups out there who have truly changed The Faith and are, in absolute faith, believing things that are 
not only wrong, but are actively working against The Faith given to the Apostles?

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your 
own life.
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR 
does not hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed 
from the past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+ 

Posted by: David Zampino May 29 2007, 10:01 AM

Father Rusty,

You have made a powerful and godly statement here. I hope that we ALL recognize this.

Many blessings, 

QUOTE (Fr. Rusty @ May 29 2007, 08:06 AM)

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel 
you were hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere 
you have personally condemned.

(much deleted for brevity)

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your 
own life.
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR 
does not hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed 
from the past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+ 

Posted by: stlouismb May 29 2007, 02:19 PM

Amen, Amen! Fr. Rusty, WOW! Powerful insights and delivery!

I concur. Been There and still there!

Posted by: collin_nunis Jun 1 2007, 07:34 PM

A wonderful and fantastic reply. Amen. 
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The true church of Jesus Christ is not the Roman Catholic Church even though Rome proclaims this. Yes, the CEC ended up 
being a disaster, however Rome and Orthodoxy are not the answer either. These two groups have added to the faith, especially 
Rome, and have not remained true to the faith of the undivided church. As one who studied in Rome, I know what I am talking 
about. 

Catholic "fundamentalists", of which there are many, preach Rome. I preach Christ Crucified. Acceptance of Jesus Christ brings 
salvation not obedience to Rome. 

Yes, the Communion of Christ the Redeemer is not and will not be perfect, but at least these Bishops are not afraid to confess 
their faults and seek the leading of God in establishing the communion. I have never seen Rome do such a thing and I probably 
never will. Rome hides it errors and mistakes like predator priests who abuse children. 

There is an old saying that people who live in glass houses shouldn't throw stones. I say this to all you Romans who preach your 
church as the truth. Don't throw stones and look down your noses at other Christians. By the way how many millions of dollars of 
hard working people's money has your church spent on cleaning up the mess of a number of your priests? Don't throw stones. 

One who has been there. 

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: Fr. Rusty May 29 2007, 08:06 AM

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel you were 
hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere you have 
personally condemned.

This is very common in people who have been abused or feel they have been abused and have not, for whatever reason, dealt 
with their pain properly.
Often this hurt and pain becomes a subconscious driver of our behavioral patterns.

A quick for instance:
A young girl is sexually abused repeatedly by a male family member in authority.
The child makes a promise to herself that no man will ever hurt her like this again.

These things are just too much for her young mind to deal with cognitively, so it is pushed down into the subconscious so that the 
mind can survive.

Years later, as the girl becomes a grown woman, she finds all men, to be repulsive, all men are trash, there are no good men. 

She also finds herself attracted to woman as the replacement for men, however, she cannot allow one to have authority over her. 

Often one such as this will take a male role in a relationship.
In this, subconsciously, she is trying to correct all that happened to her when she was very young.
She is keeping a childhood promise that no man will ever hurt her and do that  to her again. 
She is also judging and condemning to death (in her life) all men.
She can be with a woman only if she has control, she cannot submit to another woman due to being hurt by one who had authority 
over her.

It goes on and on, it s the same for many men who were abused as children as well. 

The point is: you cannot properly, in sanity, judge all  by the actions of a few, or some, or even a majority. 
For one thing, its not our job, for another, God Himself in His Holy Word shows us He does not do so.
If we are going to claim to be His, then we are to become like Him.
Our living example of this is of course Christ Jesus.

Many of the things you have said about Rome are true.
They are also true of every denomination out there.
Take the sexual abuse situation.
The Baptists have paid millions, so have the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Lutherans, and the Orthodox, so forth and so on. 

Lets take cover ups, they have been and are, everywhere.

If this is true, and it is, then Rome is no worse than the others, they are bigger, so it will seem like they have more, however, if you 
run the numbers per-capita, its pretty surprising.

You do not seem to notice all the Psychological abuse done by many Non-Denominational Fellowships.
Well of course not, they are smaller, reported less, in the news less, but the damage is huge, and it basically goes unchecked as 
there is no mechanism for correction anyway.

As to Changing the Faith . 

I would like for you to be able to define all  who have done that, and what you understand as the difference between changing 
the Faith and the development of Doctrine.
Are you saying that only the C.C.R. holds to the True Faith?
If so, please explain how and define the True Faith for us so that we to can hold to it as well.
To my understanding, the C.C.R. has not as yet, issued a Statement of Faith.
They have issues a Statement or two on Government and Accountability, but as of the first of last week, I know of no Statement of 
faith.

If defining and understanding all of this is difficult for you, hey, you are in good company!
There is of course a difference in Discipline and Doctrine, oh how often I have confused those!

As I have gotten older, I have realized that to go back to just the original understandings of the Gospel message would be an 
affront to the work of God, The Holy Spirit.

What do I mean?

It s just this, the Gospel has not changed, The Faith, has not changed. 
It is rather that we are ever learning to better understand what was Once for all given.
The Holy Spirit is ever teaching the Church to better understand and define the original deposit of faith and how it applies to life. 

Many of the things you and I hold to be true, right and perfect, come from this development of Doctrine.
The Trinity, the Canon of Scripture, the Development of the understanding of the Eucharist, Our Mother Mary as Theotokos, so 
forth and so on.
To divorce ourselves from Rome and Orthodoxy completely is to separate ourselves from our past, and the Councils.
It means to have to go back and repeat the mistakes of the past, with all the heresies, so forth and so on. This has already been 
done.

What about all the groups out there who have truly changed The Faith and are, in absolute faith, believing things that are not only 
wrong, but are actively working against The Faith given to the Apostles?

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your own life. 
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR does not 
hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed from the 
past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man May 29 2007, 09:43 AM

Thanks Fr. Rusty well said and I say Amen to you on this   

Tony  

QUOTE (Fr. Rusty @ May 29 2007, 08:06 AM)

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel 
you were hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere 
you have personally condemned.

This is very common in people who have been abused or feel they have been abused and have not, for whatever reason, 
dealt with their pain properly.
Often this hurt and pain becomes a subconscious driver of our behavioral patterns.

A quick for instance:
A young girl is sexually abused repeatedly by a male family member in authority.
The child makes a promise to herself that no man will ever hurt her like this again.

These things are just too much for her young mind to deal with cognitively, so it is pushed down into the subconscious so 
that the mind can survive.

Years later, as the girl becomes a grown woman, she finds all men, to be repulsive, all men are trash, there are no good 
men.

She also finds herself attracted to woman as the replacement for men, however, she cannot allow one to have authority 
over her.

Often one such as this will take a male role in a relationship.
In this, subconsciously, she is trying to correct all that happened to her when she was very young.
She is keeping a childhood promise that no man will ever hurt her and do that  to her again. 
She is also judging and condemning to death (in her life) all men.
She can be with a woman only if she has control, she cannot submit to another woman due to being hurt by one who had 
authority over her.

It goes on and on, it s the same for many men who were abused as children as well. 

The point is: you cannot properly, in sanity, judge all  by the actions of a few, or some, or even a majority. 
For one thing, its not our job, for another, God Himself in His Holy Word shows us He does not do so.
If we are going to claim to be His, then we are to become like Him.
Our living example of this is of course Christ Jesus.

Many of the things you have said about Rome are true.
They are also true of every denomination out there.
Take the sexual abuse situation.
The Baptists have paid millions, so have the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Lutherans, and the Orthodox, so forth and 
so on.

Lets take cover ups, they have been and are, everywhere.

If this is true, and it is, then Rome is no worse than the others, they are bigger, so it will seem like they have more, 
however, if you run the numbers per-capita, its pretty surprising.

You do not seem to notice all the Psychological abuse done by many Non-Denominational Fellowships.
Well of course not, they are smaller, reported less, in the news less, but the damage is huge, and it basically goes 
unchecked as there is no mechanism for correction anyway.

As to Changing the Faith . 

I would like for you to be able to define all  who have done that, and what you understand as the difference between 
changing the Faith and the development of Doctrine.
Are you saying that only the C.C.R. holds to the True Faith?
If so, please explain how and define the True Faith for us so that we to can hold to it as well.
To my understanding, the C.C.R. has not as yet, issued a Statement of Faith.
They have issues a Statement or two on Government and Accountability, but as of the first of last week, I know of no 
Statement of faith.

If defining and understanding all of this is difficult for you, hey, you are in good company!
There is of course a difference in Discipline and Doctrine, oh how often I have confused those!

As I have gotten older, I have realized that to go back to just the original understandings of the Gospel message would be 
an affront to the work of God, The Holy Spirit.

What do I mean?

It s just this, the Gospel has not changed, The Faith, has not changed. 
It is rather that we are ever learning to better understand what was Once for all given.
The Holy Spirit is ever teaching the Church to better understand and define the original deposit of faith and how it applies 
to life.

Many of the things you and I hold to be true, right and perfect, come from this development of Doctrine.
The Trinity, the Canon of Scripture, the Development of the understanding of the Eucharist, Our Mother Mary as 
Theotokos, so forth and so on.
To divorce ourselves from Rome and Orthodoxy completely is to separate ourselves from our past, and the Councils.
It means to have to go back and repeat the mistakes of the past, with all the heresies, so forth and so on. This has already 
been done.

What about all the groups out there who have truly changed The Faith and are, in absolute faith, believing things that are 
not only wrong, but are actively working against The Faith given to the Apostles?

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your 
own life.
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR 
does not hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed 
from the past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+ 

Posted by: David Zampino May 29 2007, 10:01 AM

Father Rusty,

You have made a powerful and godly statement here. I hope that we ALL recognize this.

Many blessings, 

QUOTE (Fr. Rusty @ May 29 2007, 08:06 AM)

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel 
you were hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere 
you have personally condemned.

(much deleted for brevity)

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your 
own life.
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR 
does not hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed 
from the past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+ 

Posted by: stlouismb May 29 2007, 02:19 PM

Amen, Amen! Fr. Rusty, WOW! Powerful insights and delivery!

I concur. Been There and still there!

Posted by: collin_nunis Jun 1 2007, 07:34 PM

A wonderful and fantastic reply. Amen. 
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The true church of Jesus Christ is not the Roman Catholic Church even though Rome proclaims this. Yes, the CEC ended up 
being a disaster, however Rome and Orthodoxy are not the answer either. These two groups have added to the faith, especially 
Rome, and have not remained true to the faith of the undivided church. As one who studied in Rome, I know what I am talking 
about. 

Catholic "fundamentalists", of which there are many, preach Rome. I preach Christ Crucified. Acceptance of Jesus Christ brings 
salvation not obedience to Rome. 

Yes, the Communion of Christ the Redeemer is not and will not be perfect, but at least these Bishops are not afraid to confess 
their faults and seek the leading of God in establishing the communion. I have never seen Rome do such a thing and I probably 
never will. Rome hides it errors and mistakes like predator priests who abuse children. 

There is an old saying that people who live in glass houses shouldn't throw stones. I say this to all you Romans who preach your 
church as the truth. Don't throw stones and look down your noses at other Christians. By the way how many millions of dollars of 
hard working people's money has your church spent on cleaning up the mess of a number of your priests? Don't throw stones. 

One who has been there. 

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: Fr. Rusty May 29 2007, 08:06 AM

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel you were 
hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere you have 
personally condemned.

This is very common in people who have been abused or feel they have been abused and have not, for whatever reason, dealt 
with their pain properly.
Often this hurt and pain becomes a subconscious driver of our behavioral patterns.

A quick for instance:
A young girl is sexually abused repeatedly by a male family member in authority.
The child makes a promise to herself that no man will ever hurt her like this again.

These things are just too much for her young mind to deal with cognitively, so it is pushed down into the subconscious so that the 
mind can survive.

Years later, as the girl becomes a grown woman, she finds all men, to be repulsive, all men are trash, there are no good men. 

She also finds herself attracted to woman as the replacement for men, however, she cannot allow one to have authority over her. 

Often one such as this will take a male role in a relationship.
In this, subconsciously, she is trying to correct all that happened to her when she was very young.
She is keeping a childhood promise that no man will ever hurt her and do that  to her again. 
She is also judging and condemning to death (in her life) all men.
She can be with a woman only if she has control, she cannot submit to another woman due to being hurt by one who had authority 
over her.

It goes on and on, it s the same for many men who were abused as children as well. 

The point is: you cannot properly, in sanity, judge all  by the actions of a few, or some, or even a majority. 
For one thing, its not our job, for another, God Himself in His Holy Word shows us He does not do so.
If we are going to claim to be His, then we are to become like Him.
Our living example of this is of course Christ Jesus.

Many of the things you have said about Rome are true.
They are also true of every denomination out there.
Take the sexual abuse situation.
The Baptists have paid millions, so have the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Lutherans, and the Orthodox, so forth and so on. 

Lets take cover ups, they have been and are, everywhere.

If this is true, and it is, then Rome is no worse than the others, they are bigger, so it will seem like they have more, however, if you 
run the numbers per-capita, its pretty surprising.

You do not seem to notice all the Psychological abuse done by many Non-Denominational Fellowships.
Well of course not, they are smaller, reported less, in the news less, but the damage is huge, and it basically goes unchecked as 
there is no mechanism for correction anyway.

As to Changing the Faith . 

I would like for you to be able to define all  who have done that, and what you understand as the difference between changing 
the Faith and the development of Doctrine.
Are you saying that only the C.C.R. holds to the True Faith?
If so, please explain how and define the True Faith for us so that we to can hold to it as well.
To my understanding, the C.C.R. has not as yet, issued a Statement of Faith.
They have issues a Statement or two on Government and Accountability, but as of the first of last week, I know of no Statement of 
faith.

If defining and understanding all of this is difficult for you, hey, you are in good company!
There is of course a difference in Discipline and Doctrine, oh how often I have confused those!

As I have gotten older, I have realized that to go back to just the original understandings of the Gospel message would be an 
affront to the work of God, The Holy Spirit.

What do I mean?

It s just this, the Gospel has not changed, The Faith, has not changed. 
It is rather that we are ever learning to better understand what was Once for all given.
The Holy Spirit is ever teaching the Church to better understand and define the original deposit of faith and how it applies to life. 

Many of the things you and I hold to be true, right and perfect, come from this development of Doctrine.
The Trinity, the Canon of Scripture, the Development of the understanding of the Eucharist, Our Mother Mary as Theotokos, so 
forth and so on.
To divorce ourselves from Rome and Orthodoxy completely is to separate ourselves from our past, and the Councils.
It means to have to go back and repeat the mistakes of the past, with all the heresies, so forth and so on. This has already been 
done.

What about all the groups out there who have truly changed The Faith and are, in absolute faith, believing things that are not only 
wrong, but are actively working against The Faith given to the Apostles?

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your own life. 
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR does not 
hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed from the 
past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man May 29 2007, 09:43 AM

Thanks Fr. Rusty well said and I say Amen to you on this   

Tony  

QUOTE (Fr. Rusty @ May 29 2007, 08:06 AM)

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel 
you were hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere 
you have personally condemned.

This is very common in people who have been abused or feel they have been abused and have not, for whatever reason, 
dealt with their pain properly.
Often this hurt and pain becomes a subconscious driver of our behavioral patterns.

A quick for instance:
A young girl is sexually abused repeatedly by a male family member in authority.
The child makes a promise to herself that no man will ever hurt her like this again.

These things are just too much for her young mind to deal with cognitively, so it is pushed down into the subconscious so 
that the mind can survive.

Years later, as the girl becomes a grown woman, she finds all men, to be repulsive, all men are trash, there are no good 
men.

She also finds herself attracted to woman as the replacement for men, however, she cannot allow one to have authority 
over her.

Often one such as this will take a male role in a relationship.
In this, subconsciously, she is trying to correct all that happened to her when she was very young.
She is keeping a childhood promise that no man will ever hurt her and do that  to her again. 
She is also judging and condemning to death (in her life) all men.
She can be with a woman only if she has control, she cannot submit to another woman due to being hurt by one who had 
authority over her.

It goes on and on, it s the same for many men who were abused as children as well. 

The point is: you cannot properly, in sanity, judge all  by the actions of a few, or some, or even a majority. 
For one thing, its not our job, for another, God Himself in His Holy Word shows us He does not do so.
If we are going to claim to be His, then we are to become like Him.
Our living example of this is of course Christ Jesus.

Many of the things you have said about Rome are true.
They are also true of every denomination out there.
Take the sexual abuse situation.
The Baptists have paid millions, so have the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Lutherans, and the Orthodox, so forth and 
so on.

Lets take cover ups, they have been and are, everywhere.

If this is true, and it is, then Rome is no worse than the others, they are bigger, so it will seem like they have more, 
however, if you run the numbers per-capita, its pretty surprising.

You do not seem to notice all the Psychological abuse done by many Non-Denominational Fellowships.
Well of course not, they are smaller, reported less, in the news less, but the damage is huge, and it basically goes 
unchecked as there is no mechanism for correction anyway.

As to Changing the Faith . 

I would like for you to be able to define all  who have done that, and what you understand as the difference between 
changing the Faith and the development of Doctrine.
Are you saying that only the C.C.R. holds to the True Faith?
If so, please explain how and define the True Faith for us so that we to can hold to it as well.
To my understanding, the C.C.R. has not as yet, issued a Statement of Faith.
They have issues a Statement or two on Government and Accountability, but as of the first of last week, I know of no 
Statement of faith.

If defining and understanding all of this is difficult for you, hey, you are in good company!
There is of course a difference in Discipline and Doctrine, oh how often I have confused those!

As I have gotten older, I have realized that to go back to just the original understandings of the Gospel message would be 
an affront to the work of God, The Holy Spirit.

What do I mean?

It s just this, the Gospel has not changed, The Faith, has not changed. 
It is rather that we are ever learning to better understand what was Once for all given.
The Holy Spirit is ever teaching the Church to better understand and define the original deposit of faith and how it applies 
to life.

Many of the things you and I hold to be true, right and perfect, come from this development of Doctrine.
The Trinity, the Canon of Scripture, the Development of the understanding of the Eucharist, Our Mother Mary as 
Theotokos, so forth and so on.
To divorce ourselves from Rome and Orthodoxy completely is to separate ourselves from our past, and the Councils.
It means to have to go back and repeat the mistakes of the past, with all the heresies, so forth and so on. This has already 
been done.

What about all the groups out there who have truly changed The Faith and are, in absolute faith, believing things that are 
not only wrong, but are actively working against The Faith given to the Apostles?

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your 
own life.
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR 
does not hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed 
from the past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+ 

Posted by: David Zampino May 29 2007, 10:01 AM

Father Rusty,

You have made a powerful and godly statement here. I hope that we ALL recognize this.

Many blessings, 

QUOTE (Fr. Rusty @ May 29 2007, 08:06 AM)

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel 
you were hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere 
you have personally condemned.

(much deleted for brevity)

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your 
own life.
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR 
does not hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed 
from the past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+ 

Posted by: stlouismb May 29 2007, 02:19 PM

Amen, Amen! Fr. Rusty, WOW! Powerful insights and delivery!

I concur. Been There and still there!

Posted by: collin_nunis Jun 1 2007, 07:34 PM

A wonderful and fantastic reply. Amen. 
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The true church of Jesus Christ is not the Roman Catholic Church even though Rome proclaims this. Yes, the CEC ended up 
being a disaster, however Rome and Orthodoxy are not the answer either. These two groups have added to the faith, especially 
Rome, and have not remained true to the faith of the undivided church. As one who studied in Rome, I know what I am talking 
about. 

Catholic "fundamentalists", of which there are many, preach Rome. I preach Christ Crucified. Acceptance of Jesus Christ brings 
salvation not obedience to Rome. 

Yes, the Communion of Christ the Redeemer is not and will not be perfect, but at least these Bishops are not afraid to confess 
their faults and seek the leading of God in establishing the communion. I have never seen Rome do such a thing and I probably 
never will. Rome hides it errors and mistakes like predator priests who abuse children. 

There is an old saying that people who live in glass houses shouldn't throw stones. I say this to all you Romans who preach your 
church as the truth. Don't throw stones and look down your noses at other Christians. By the way how many millions of dollars of 
hard working people's money has your church spent on cleaning up the mess of a number of your priests? Don't throw stones. 

One who has been there. 

I realize this post sounds terribly negative, and I make no appologies for that. Yet I pray that all who would own the name 
"Christian" would come home to the one Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

Posted by: Fr. Rusty May 29 2007, 08:06 AM

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel you were 
hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere you have 
personally condemned.

This is very common in people who have been abused or feel they have been abused and have not, for whatever reason, dealt 
with their pain properly.
Often this hurt and pain becomes a subconscious driver of our behavioral patterns.

A quick for instance:
A young girl is sexually abused repeatedly by a male family member in authority.
The child makes a promise to herself that no man will ever hurt her like this again.

These things are just too much for her young mind to deal with cognitively, so it is pushed down into the subconscious so that the 
mind can survive.

Years later, as the girl becomes a grown woman, she finds all men, to be repulsive, all men are trash, there are no good men. 

She also finds herself attracted to woman as the replacement for men, however, she cannot allow one to have authority over her. 

Often one such as this will take a male role in a relationship.
In this, subconsciously, she is trying to correct all that happened to her when she was very young.
She is keeping a childhood promise that no man will ever hurt her and do that  to her again. 
She is also judging and condemning to death (in her life) all men.
She can be with a woman only if she has control, she cannot submit to another woman due to being hurt by one who had authority 
over her.

It goes on and on, it s the same for many men who were abused as children as well. 

The point is: you cannot properly, in sanity, judge all  by the actions of a few, or some, or even a majority. 
For one thing, its not our job, for another, God Himself in His Holy Word shows us He does not do so.
If we are going to claim to be His, then we are to become like Him.
Our living example of this is of course Christ Jesus.

Many of the things you have said about Rome are true.
They are also true of every denomination out there.
Take the sexual abuse situation.
The Baptists have paid millions, so have the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Lutherans, and the Orthodox, so forth and so on. 

Lets take cover ups, they have been and are, everywhere.

If this is true, and it is, then Rome is no worse than the others, they are bigger, so it will seem like they have more, however, if you 
run the numbers per-capita, its pretty surprising.

You do not seem to notice all the Psychological abuse done by many Non-Denominational Fellowships.
Well of course not, they are smaller, reported less, in the news less, but the damage is huge, and it basically goes unchecked as 
there is no mechanism for correction anyway.

As to Changing the Faith . 

I would like for you to be able to define all  who have done that, and what you understand as the difference between changing 
the Faith and the development of Doctrine.
Are you saying that only the C.C.R. holds to the True Faith?
If so, please explain how and define the True Faith for us so that we to can hold to it as well.
To my understanding, the C.C.R. has not as yet, issued a Statement of Faith.
They have issues a Statement or two on Government and Accountability, but as of the first of last week, I know of no Statement of 
faith.

If defining and understanding all of this is difficult for you, hey, you are in good company!
There is of course a difference in Discipline and Doctrine, oh how often I have confused those!

As I have gotten older, I have realized that to go back to just the original understandings of the Gospel message would be an 
affront to the work of God, The Holy Spirit.

What do I mean?

It s just this, the Gospel has not changed, The Faith, has not changed. 
It is rather that we are ever learning to better understand what was Once for all given.
The Holy Spirit is ever teaching the Church to better understand and define the original deposit of faith and how it applies to life. 

Many of the things you and I hold to be true, right and perfect, come from this development of Doctrine.
The Trinity, the Canon of Scripture, the Development of the understanding of the Eucharist, Our Mother Mary as Theotokos, so 
forth and so on.
To divorce ourselves from Rome and Orthodoxy completely is to separate ourselves from our past, and the Councils.
It means to have to go back and repeat the mistakes of the past, with all the heresies, so forth and so on. This has already been 
done.

What about all the groups out there who have truly changed The Faith and are, in absolute faith, believing things that are not only 
wrong, but are actively working against The Faith given to the Apostles?

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your own life. 
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR does not 
hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed from the 
past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+

Posted by: Tony aka: the Baloney Man May 29 2007, 09:43 AM

Thanks Fr. Rusty well said and I say Amen to you on this   

Tony  

QUOTE (Fr. Rusty @ May 29 2007, 08:06 AM)

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel 
you were hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere 
you have personally condemned.

This is very common in people who have been abused or feel they have been abused and have not, for whatever reason, 
dealt with their pain properly.
Often this hurt and pain becomes a subconscious driver of our behavioral patterns.

A quick for instance:
A young girl is sexually abused repeatedly by a male family member in authority.
The child makes a promise to herself that no man will ever hurt her like this again.

These things are just too much for her young mind to deal with cognitively, so it is pushed down into the subconscious so 
that the mind can survive.

Years later, as the girl becomes a grown woman, she finds all men, to be repulsive, all men are trash, there are no good 
men.

She also finds herself attracted to woman as the replacement for men, however, she cannot allow one to have authority 
over her.

Often one such as this will take a male role in a relationship.
In this, subconsciously, she is trying to correct all that happened to her when she was very young.
She is keeping a childhood promise that no man will ever hurt her and do that  to her again. 
She is also judging and condemning to death (in her life) all men.
She can be with a woman only if she has control, she cannot submit to another woman due to being hurt by one who had 
authority over her.

It goes on and on, it s the same for many men who were abused as children as well. 

The point is: you cannot properly, in sanity, judge all  by the actions of a few, or some, or even a majority. 
For one thing, its not our job, for another, God Himself in His Holy Word shows us He does not do so.
If we are going to claim to be His, then we are to become like Him.
Our living example of this is of course Christ Jesus.

Many of the things you have said about Rome are true.
They are also true of every denomination out there.
Take the sexual abuse situation.
The Baptists have paid millions, so have the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Lutherans, and the Orthodox, so forth and 
so on.

Lets take cover ups, they have been and are, everywhere.

If this is true, and it is, then Rome is no worse than the others, they are bigger, so it will seem like they have more, 
however, if you run the numbers per-capita, its pretty surprising.

You do not seem to notice all the Psychological abuse done by many Non-Denominational Fellowships.
Well of course not, they are smaller, reported less, in the news less, but the damage is huge, and it basically goes 
unchecked as there is no mechanism for correction anyway.

As to Changing the Faith . 

I would like for you to be able to define all  who have done that, and what you understand as the difference between 
changing the Faith and the development of Doctrine.
Are you saying that only the C.C.R. holds to the True Faith?
If so, please explain how and define the True Faith for us so that we to can hold to it as well.
To my understanding, the C.C.R. has not as yet, issued a Statement of Faith.
They have issues a Statement or two on Government and Accountability, but as of the first of last week, I know of no 
Statement of faith.

If defining and understanding all of this is difficult for you, hey, you are in good company!
There is of course a difference in Discipline and Doctrine, oh how often I have confused those!

As I have gotten older, I have realized that to go back to just the original understandings of the Gospel message would be 
an affront to the work of God, The Holy Spirit.

What do I mean?

It s just this, the Gospel has not changed, The Faith, has not changed. 
It is rather that we are ever learning to better understand what was Once for all given.
The Holy Spirit is ever teaching the Church to better understand and define the original deposit of faith and how it applies 
to life.

Many of the things you and I hold to be true, right and perfect, come from this development of Doctrine.
The Trinity, the Canon of Scripture, the Development of the understanding of the Eucharist, Our Mother Mary as 
Theotokos, so forth and so on.
To divorce ourselves from Rome and Orthodoxy completely is to separate ourselves from our past, and the Councils.
It means to have to go back and repeat the mistakes of the past, with all the heresies, so forth and so on. This has already 
been done.

What about all the groups out there who have truly changed The Faith and are, in absolute faith, believing things that are 
not only wrong, but are actively working against The Faith given to the Apostles?

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your 
own life.
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR 
does not hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed 
from the past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+ 

Posted by: David Zampino May 29 2007, 10:01 AM

Father Rusty,

You have made a powerful and godly statement here. I hope that we ALL recognize this.

Many blessings, 

QUOTE (Fr. Rusty @ May 29 2007, 08:06 AM)

Dear Been There:
It seems you have been hurt quite badly in some way by a Priest or local congregation from Rome, or, perhaps you feel 
you were hurt by Rome herself.

As such, you seem to be on a mission to "hurt back".
This is not good; it is not healthy, at all.
However, it is quite common for people who have been hurt to do exactly what you are doing.

It is a form of playing God and Judging and condemning all who come from or are going toward something/somewhere 
you have personally condemned.

(much deleted for brevity)

Have the Lutherans changed The Faith, what about the Methodists, the Presbyterians, the Charismatic s, what about the 
Pentecostals, The Oneness Pentecostals, the Baptists, so forth and so on, have they changed The Faith?
If so, where is your condemnation against them?

As there has not been any, I feel your tirade against Rome is not over doctrine and discipline, but due to deep seated and 
unresolved hurt and pain.

If this is true, then no manner of teaching or explaining will resolve the issues.
Rome could agree with you and change their doctrine to match yours and you would still condemn her to death in your 
own life.
Again, been judge, jury and executioner.

You are making claims for the CCR, and if that is your home, then well and good, be a good part of it.
But as one who was in the C.E.C. and looked hard at going with my Bishop to the CCR, I can tell you for a fact, the CCR 
does not hold your position.
Therefore, you are actively working against the very things you claim to believe.

Perhaps you should seek to forgive those that have hurt you, come to understand yourself better and therefore be freed 
from the past so you can embrace the future.
You will never truly be able to embrace the future, or today, while holding on to the hurts of the past.

Forgive, as the Father has forgiven you, in Christ.

Trying to hurt Rome is not going to make your life one bit better, not one bit.

Just so you know, I am not against the C.C.R. I pray they do well, I have many friends there.

I think everyone here is willing to pray for you in your journey, perhaps you could extend the same Grace to them as well. 

Are there differences between Communions, you bet.
Can we discuss them, yes, and we should.
We should know what we believe differently, and why.

But let s seek to understand, not bash and hurt, which serves no one but Satan. 

Perhaps you should not hit with rocks while telling others not to throw stones.

My love to you all,
Rusty+ 

Posted by: stlouismb May 29 2007, 02:19 PM

Amen, Amen! Fr. Rusty, WOW! Powerful insights and delivery!

I concur. Been There and still there!

Posted by: collin_nunis Jun 1 2007, 07:34 PM

A wonderful and fantastic reply. Amen. 


