RISU and homosexuality

An article published on 21st September 2009 on the web pages of the RISU, which works within the UCU (Ukrainian Catholic University), is entitled: “The image of Ukraine, or fortune smiled at least on one of her citizens?” 

The very headline reveals psychological manipulation: as if Ukraine was a country of unfortunate people and there was only one on whom fortune smiled when a homosexual wanted to adopt him, and even from this he was prevented. 

Quotation: “During his visit to an orphanage for HIV-positive children near Donetsk (Ukraine) the world-known singer Elton John expressed his wish to adopt a little boy named Lev. The photograph of a known gay and a HIV-positive boy has gone the rounds of information agencies with jet speed.”

The editor of the RISU, Ms Mariyana Karapinka, with great enthusiasm takes sides with the singer, who is better known for his propagation of homosexuality than for his voice. Yet she speaks slightingly of the attitude of the Minister who denied the adoption. 

“The Minister of Family, Youth and Sports stated that according to law this is not possible. ... The so-called ‘national’ reasons for denial are: untraditional orientation and harm to the image of Ukraine... The first reason is more or less natural for the traditional Ukrainian society, though regarding their illness HIV-positive children have quite little chance to live to choose their (homosexual) orientation. However, the second reason reveals an incorrect comprehension of the national pride...”

One is astonished at the confidence with which a young journalist is advancing a new – perverted – thinking. For this purpose she introduces terms like “untraditional orientation”. It sounds so innocent – as if it was no impurity at all, moreover a perverse one, but just a kind of step forward, something like substitution of modern culture for old-time folklore. Those “traditionally oriented” are still here, yet they are put on the scrap heap. 

She arrogantly states that “HIV-positive children have quite little chance to live to choose their orientation”, as if it was a matter of course that everyone chooses the so-called orientation on one’s own!

The author of the article purposefully makes no mention of how a child ends up that de facto becomes the property of a homosexual and his “friends” who then pass the poor child from hand to hand without shame. Homosexuals change on average 100 partners, and in the case of a pop-star this number is far greater. 

The editor further says: “What is an abstract image of Ukraine compared to more than 30 thousand Ukrainian children who are on the waiting list of adoptions?”
She assumes the role of a virtuous person who will calmly sacrifice the image of Ukraine only to mediate a life in a so-called family to the poor children. She purposefully does not distinguish at all a true family from a sinful union of homosexuals! Moreover, she takes it as a matter of course – and even considers it a virtue – that they adopt children. She completely ignores that they will ruin the lives of these children. The Minister and all like-minded people look – in accordance with her commentary – like merciless egoists who care only for superficial matters like image, whereas her heart bleeds at a lost life-chance of a child which was deprived of his life happiness because the state denied his adoption by a homosexual. 

The RISU editor continues: “After all, what is important is the well-being and quality of the life of children.” No pure childhood, no security, let alone the salvation of soul; the most important thing is the so-called wellbeing. And what does she mean by “the quality of the life of children”? Abuse by homosexuals? All people know very well what the quality of life of the so-called stars is like, if moreover they have built up their popularity on the propagation of homosexuality. 

The author concludes: “Whatever the motives of Sir Elton John – emotions or a deliberate decision – it was by all means a chance for Ukraine to show the world its openness and to give several thousands of Ukrainian children an opportunity to have a family. He (Elton John) drew attention to the problem and showed the way of solution which even others are obliged to follow.” 

The editor completely ignores the essence, that means, that homosexuals form no family, and what she calls the solution to the problem and opening of the way which even others are to follow actually means to make children become victims of impure demons. 

This is the way of mercy ploughed by the UCU.
The author thus revealed again the spirit which hides behind the RISU, so even behind the UCU and behind the whole apostatical hierarchy which the UCU represents. She confirmed again that L. Husar along with his apostatical Synod as well as the people who hold the key positions in the UGCC are in unity with the heretical spirit, which manifests itself quite clearly in their attitude towards homosexuality. 

L. Husar’s view is that homosexuals can live together if they wish to; he only regrets one thing – that they cannot have children. Now the RISU shows that this is an easily solvable problem: It is necessary as soon as possible to introduce in Ukraine adoption of children by homosexuals. Similar articles by the UCU deform the public opinion more than gay activists with their gay prides. 

After having read this article, one Orthodox Christian expressed himself: “Uniates who are tolerant towards homosexuals – they are no longer Uniates, but partakers of liberal sodomy. The fact that they issue such articles points out total decline of the UGCC.” 
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