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Chapter XII 

 

Christ Is Optional 
“We do not wish to make of our faith a motive of  

polemic”  - Paul VI 

 

We have already made mention of Pope John Paul’s personal preacher, Fr. Cantalamessa.  In support of 

indifferentism, he preached to the Vicar of Christ in St. Peter’s Basilica, “Christ is more concerned that 

all people should be saved than that they should know who is their Savior.”
1
 A cursory reading of the 

Bible will make it apparent to anyone that Jesus and St. Paul felt otherwise.  Yet, Fr. Cantalamessa in his 

preaching, and John Paul in his pontifical patronage of him, were simply following down the road to 

apostasy set out by John XXIII decades earlier. 

 

 At Venice’s city hall, the future Pope John XXIII had this to say to the crowd gathered:  “I’m happy to 

find myself in the midst of active people, for only those working for a worthy cause are authentic 

Christians.  The only way of being a Christian is to be good.  That is why I’m happy to be here, even 

though in your midst are some who call themselves non-Christians, and yet may be recognized as such 

on account of their good deeds.”
2
  The “dimming of the intellect” and the resultant errors manifest in 

this statement are quite overt.   
 

• Being a Christian amounts being a “do-gooder,” even if you do not profess the Christian Faith. 

• Pelagianism:  The heresy that states salvation depends upon a man’s work, not God’s grace is 

obvious, and will be further explored in the chapter on an earthly Utopia. 

• As Fr. Villa commentated, “Christianity is reduced into pure natural ethics; good deeds are 

equivalent to supernatural ones, and Faith becomes superfluous.”   

• “Non-religious freedom:” As in the example cited earlier, this suggests that one cannot choose to 

not be a Christian.  In a similar vein, if a Muslim told me I was in fact a Muslim, whether I chose 

so or not, I would take exception to his presumption.  I have made an explicit choice to follow 

Christ; yet, those who have made an explicit choice not to are told their choice is of no avail.  

Hence, the religious freedom trumpeted by Vatican II is, by this line of reasoning, a farce. 
 

Paul VI likewise spoke of the “Christ-optional” nature of his beliefs: “They [Judaism, Islam, 

Christianity] are three expressions professing an identical monotheism, through the three most authentic 

avenues.”
3
  

 

•  Identical monotheisms would imply an identical God.  (In speaking of the conflict in the middle-

east, he explicitly stated that the three religions “recognize the true God”). 

• The God Who is the object of Catholic monotheism is Trinitarian; any Muslim or Jew would 

agree that this is not “identical” to the object of their monotheism. 

• Indifferentism could not be more apparent; he regards these religions as equal roads. 

• His indifferentism obviously extends beyond this, as most authentic implies that there are other, 

albeit ‘less authentic,’ avenues. 
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In the end, only one conclusion is possible: once the Church is declared optional she will come to be 

seen as an impediment.  Paul VI professed as much on December 24, 1965: “The Church, with its 

demanding and precise attitude to dogma, impedes free conversation and harmony among men; it is a 

principal of division in the world rather than of union.”
4
  In only a few short years, that Church that 

believed she was the One True Church had gone from placing herself on par with other religions, then 

beneath those religions, for the same reasons she once regarded herself as superior.   

 

In his daily life, Paul often reflected this belief that Catholicism, at least the dogmatic variety, was an 

object of repulsion to him.  He claimed his openness to all and even warmly greeted and hosted those 

who persecuted the Church, and was known to especially dote over athletes and celebrities.  Traditional 

Catholics, that is, those Catholics who lived, believed and prayed as every Catholic had until only a few 

years earlier, were always refused.  One example:  On May 30, 1971, traditionalists on pilgrimage from 

all over the world requested an audience.  They were denied, but on the same day special audiences were 

granted to two soccer teams and the anti-Catholic American Jewish Masonic Association of the ‘B’nai 

B’rith.’  Both the symbolism and the reality of this incident demonstrate the blueprint for the Church’s 

dissolution into a new world order:  ‘I’m popular!  Athletes and people who want to destroy the Church 

like me!  Don’t ruin it be trying to interject the Faith!’  It is the same pitiful groveling for cheap 

popularity seen in the endless apologies of John Paul, and embodies the same message to the world:  

‘You are right; Christ and His Church are impediments to the harmony of mankind, but now we are 

ready to play along.  We have given up our claims of special privilege, our absolutist beliefs, even about 

Jesus Himself.’ 

 

If the Church deems herself optional for salvation, Christ will soon be declared so as well, even though 

anyone who reads the Gospels will see that Jesus believed Himself to be quite necessary towards this 

end.  Modernists had long since been toiling to overcome this obstacle by teaching that the Gospels are 

not authentic, but rather reflect the beliefs, the ‘self-understanding,’ of the early Christian community, to 

which they regarded themselves as superior.  We will now see the next step towards total apostasy: from 

the Church as optional for salvation to Christ as optional for salvation. 
 

Part I:  Judaism 

Sources 

• “Who is the antichrist but him who denies Christ come in the flesh?”  1 John 4:2 
 

• “Whoever believes in Him (God’s only Son) will not be condemned, but whoever does not 

believe has already been condemned, because he has not believed in the name of the only Son of 

God.”  John 3:18 
 

• “There is no salvation in anyone else, nor is there any other name under Heaven given to men by 

which we are to be saved.” St. Peter, Acts 4:12 
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• In this discourse, St. Peter was addressing the Sanhedrin when he had been ordered to stop trying 

to convert Jews.  His response was, “We must obey God rather than men.  It is impossible for us 

not to speak about what we have seen and heard.”  During the Great Apostasy, Peter’s actions 

would be condemned as ‘theologically unacceptable.’  He can take heart, however, as Jesus and 

St. Paul likewise fall under this censure of the Vatican II Church.  
 

• “I was sent only to the lost sheep of Israel.” Jesus, Matthew 15:24 

Prior to Vatican II the Church always took Jesus and the Apostles at their word, upholding the 

belief that Jesus’ mission was primarily to the Jews, but that the entire world needed Him and 

His Church for salvation.  Accordingly, during the Apostasy, this would be completely reversed, 

and it would be promulgated that, not only did Jesus not come only for the lost sheep of Israel, 

but that the lost sheep of Israel weren’t lost after all and never had need of Jesus, as one saint 

prophesized… 

• “ In the last period…many will doubt whether the Catholic faith is the true and only saving one 

and whether the Jews are correct when they still expect the Messiah.” 

- St. Methodius of Olympus, 250 – 311 

This is the next logical step in John XXIII’s minimalist slogan about focusing on what unites us rather 

than divides us.  It is Christ as the Messiah which divides us from Jews, so the Church in the throes of 

Apostasy would concoct a new banal theology to eliminate the obstacle that is Jesus, as they had already 

done for His Church.  We will now read a number of quotes from the post-Vatican II Church espousing 

precisely this heresy: 

• Cardinal Walter Kasper:  “God’s grace, which is the grace of Jesus Christ according to our faith, 

is available to all.  Therefore, the Church believes that Judaism, i.e. the faithful response of the 

Jewish people to God’s irrevocable covenant, is salvific for them, because God is faithful to His 

promises.”
5
  The number of errors and the manifest “dimming of the intelligence” in this one 

statement are considerable.  First of all, this teaches “universal salvation” for Jews.  Simply 

because they were once called, it cannot be revoked.  Secondly, the covenant was to find its 

fulfillment in the Messiah; how can rejecting that Messiah be regarded as a faithful response to 

that covenant?  Thirdly, we see the relativism manifested in indifferentism:  it is “salvific for 

them;” in other words, salvation comes in the terms we believe it should, not as decreed by God. 

 

• The trajectory of this inane line of thought arrives at the absurd position that another Messiah 

will come for the Jews.  In 2001, the Pontifical Biblical Commission released a book entitled 

“The Jewish People and the Holy Scriptures in the Christian Bible.”  The book proposes that the 

Jews are right to expect a Messiah.  Papal spokesman Joaquin Navarro-Valls explained, “if the 

Old Testament keeps its value, then it keeps that as a value, too.  It says you cannot just say all 

the Jews were wrong and we are right.”
6
  Amazingly, the spokesman for the Vicar of Christ is 

saying, whether or not Jesus is the Messiah is completely up to you; but it is unacceptable to 

suggest anyone else is wrong for denying it.  He compounds this totally relativistic approach to 

Jesus by stating, “It means it would be wrong for a Catholic to wait for the Messiah, but not for a 
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Jew.”
7
  Yet, one may object that, while a papal spokesman has no place spouting heretical drivel, 

he does just remain a spokesman.  So, let’s hear from a future Pope, Cardinal Ratzinger… 
 

• “The difference consists in the fact that for us, he who will come will have the same traits of that 

Jesus who has already come.”
8
  Is there more than one Jesus?  Will this one who is to come 

replace or supersede the salvation of the original Jesus?  Is it a different savior for the Jews, or 

does the same Jesus come twice?  The relativism and indifferentism are apparent:  Jesus is the 

Messiah “for us,” because we accept Him; if you don’t, another with “the same traits” will come.   
 

• This book, endorsed by a soon-to-be Pope, seeks to formally impose the sin of doubt on 

Christians:  “Christians can and ought to admit that the Jewish reading of the Bible is a possible 

one.”  This is a verbatim fulfillment of the prophesy of the end times given by St. Methodius.  A 

Christian is now told that part of being a Christian is the duty to admit that we may be wrong in 

calling Jesus the “Christ.” 
 

• From indifferentism, we go down the slope to Judaism apparently being the superior avenue.  

Cardinal O’Connor of New York, alleged to be one of the champions of orthodoxy in the post-

Vatican II Church, actually gave his blessing, on television, to a Catholic who apostatized to 

become Jewish, offering assurances that “God is smiling on the whole thing.”
9
  Another 

Cardinal, Francis George of Chicago, agreed, writing, “the Church has also sinned against the 

Jewish people, first of all, in teaching that God’s covenant with Israel is no longer valid for 

them.”
10

 
 

• Perhaps the best icon for this Jesus-as-Messiah-or-not mentality in the time of Apostasy is 

Benedictine abbot Jean-Baptiste Gourion.  He is a Jewish convert (sort of) who stated, “for me, 

Christianity and Judaism are the same.  I didn’t have to leave Judaism to come to Christianity.  

The Jew and the Christian form the same body. The Catholic Church has no intention of 

converting Jews to Christianity.”  In the pre-Vatican II Church this man would have been 

recognized as a heretic and apostate, in the Church of the Great Apostasy, he was made a bishop.   
 

• Liberals often give the impression of competing with each other in displays of foolishness, so on 

February 3, 1981, Cardianl Lustiger, the Archbishop of Paris stated:  “I am a Jew.  For me the 

two religions are one.”  Jews, however, have a firmer grasp on their religion than the Vatican II 

Church has on Catholicism, and rebuked this dim-witted assertion.  The Chief Rabbi of France at 

the time retorted, “For us, it is impossible to be a Jew and a Christian at the same time.  His 

successor agreed, “One cannot, without abusing language, talk about a Judeo-Christian religion.  

You are either a Jew or a Christian.”  With his usual succinct clarity, Mr. Amerio noted, “There 

is an obvious contrast between people who have lost their grip on the essence of things, and 

those who have retained it.”
11

 
 

• Members of the United States Bishops Conference can be numbered among those who have not 

retained their grip on the essence of the Christian faith, as witnessed in its document “Reflections 

on Covenant and Mission.”  Under the leadership of William Cardinal Keeler, the document 

stated, “campaigns that target Jews for conversion to Christianity are no longer theologically 
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acceptable in the Catholic Church.”
12

  When even comparatively moderate voices in the Church 

recognized the apostasy in this statement, the Cardinal offered a muddled non-retraction, 

contradicting statements made at the time of its release.  Most significant is the fact that the term 

theologically, not pastorally unacceptable is used.  This clearly implies a new theology, one quite 

different from that of Jesus and St. Peter.  Regarding the Jews as the principal recipients of the 

Salvation of Christ was once taken as a sign of esteem for the world’s only other divinely 

instituted religion; now, such deference to the Children of Abraham is “unacceptable.”   
 

 

Part II:  Islam 
 

“Romanticizing orientalism has put together a picture 

of the East and of Islam that doesn’t always do justice 

to the realities.”  - Cardinal Ratzinger 

 

“Between fear and political correctness, it is not possible to 

say anything other than sugary nonsense about Islam.” 

-A Middle Eastern scholar quoted in the New York Times 

 

The manifestation of the Great Apostasy which proclaims that Christ is optional for salvation extends to 

Islam as well.  First, however, we will take a brief look at this religion, its founder, its teachings, and its 

perennial hostility towards Christianity in order to put the words and actions of the post Vatican II 

Church into their proper perspective. 

Mohammed - his character 

• A “revelation” allowed him to have all the wives he wanted, in addition to sex with slaves and 

prisoners.  Likewise, a revelation gave him permission to marry his step-son’s wife.   

• Mohammed’s wife Hafsa once found him in bed with a Christian.  She got Aisha and confronted 

him, but he immediately had a “revelation” in which Allah scolds the two women and gives his 

blessing to Mohammed’s fornication.  Sura 66:1- 5 

• Aisha had a marriage contract with Mohammed, then over fifty years of age, when she was six.  

She was given to him at the age of nine.   

• Sura 65:4 gives instructions for divorcing a prepubescent wife.   

 

Islam 
 

• The religion was conceived in violence and murder, was thus spread, and has thus remained. 

• Mohammed claimed he was told in a revelation to rob the caravans of his enemies. 

• The Koran instructs Muslims to “kill them [unbelievers] wheresoever you find them.” 

• While the Koran alleged that originally no one could be compelled by force to convert, once 

Muhammad had sufficient numbers, a new “revelation” gave him permission to use violence to 

force conversions. 
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• After defeating an army of resisting Meccans, Mohammed spent the next three days slaughtering 

the prisoners.   

• Next, he killed the Jews of Medina. 

• The hedonism of its founder is manifest in the Muslim vision of heaven, which amounts to sex 

and gluttony. 

The Koran 

• To give divine sanction to prostitution and fornication, the Koran allows for “temporary and 

conditional marriage.”  In Iran, this can be for one hour. 

• Sura 23:1 gives permission to rape slave girls. 

• Sura 4:34 recommends beating women “from whom you fear disobedience.” 

Its intrinsic hatred of Christianity 

• Jews & Christians in southern Palestine were forced to convert. 

• The Koran refers to Christians as friends of Satan, and commands Muslims to be ruthless 

towards them. 

• Mohammed sent orders to his governors that Christian churches & Jewish synagogues should be 

demolished and mosques built on the site. 

 

Its history: 

             Is one of murder, rape, pillage and hatred of Christ and his followers. 

• A contemporary account of the Muslims’ arrival in Nikiou, an Egyptian town, in 640 reads:  

“There was not on single soldier to resist them.  They seized the town and slaughtered everyone 

they met in the street and in the churches – men, women, children, sparing nobody.  Then they 

went to other places, pillaged and killed all the inhabitants they found…But let us say no more, 

for it is impossible to describe the horrors Muslims committed when they occupied the island of 

Nikiou.” 

 

• An eyewitness of the Muslim conquest of Armenia in 642 wrote what happened when they took 

the town of Dvin:  “The enemy’s army rushed in and butchered the inhabitants of the town by the 

sword…After a few days’ rest, the Arabs went back whence they had come, dragging after them 

a host of captives, numbering 35,000.” 

 

• In Amorium in Asia Minor in 838, “there were so many women’s convents and monasteries that 

over a thousand virgins were led into captivity, not counting those that had been slaughtered.  

They were given to the Moorish slaves, so as to assuage their lust.” 
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• Upon conquering Constantinople, “At the sultan’s banquet, the image of our Crucified Redeemer 

was dragged through the mire and spat upon, while they shouted ‘This is the God of the 

Christians.’”
13

 

 

• When the Italian city of Otranto was invaded in 1480, 12,000 of its 22,000 inhabitants were 

killed, with the rest carried off into slavery.  The Archbishop was sawn in two.   

 

• In the eighteenth century in South India the Sultan of Mysore, Tippoo Sahib, undertook forcible 

conversion to Islam of all his subjects.  He had countless Christians hanged, the women with 

their children clinging to their necks; others were trampled to death by elephants or dragged 

along by them until mutilated to death.  Others had their noses cut off.  He killed about thirty 

thousand Christians. 

 

• The Armenian genocide: The murderous winter of 1895 thus saw the decimation of much of the 

Armenian population and the devastation of their property in some 20 distinct districts of eastern 

Turkey.  The total number of victims was between fifty and one hundred thousand.  In Urfa the 

Armenians asked for protection from the government.  In response, the Turks slaughtered all the 

men in the town.  One group of Armenian youths was taken to a sheikh, who “had them thrown 

down on their backs and held by their hands and feet.  Then he recited verses of the Koran and 

cut their throats after the Mecca rite of sacrificing sheep.”  A contingent of troops stormed the 

Cathedral, where a large crowd had gathered for sanctuary.  Crying, “Call upon Christ to prove 

Himself a greater prophet than Mohammad,” they murdered the men and burned the women and 

children alive in the cathedral.  8,000 were killed that day. 

The Present 

Women in Islam: 
  

• Women have no rights.  A Muslim man can divorce his wife for any or no reason, while in many 

Muslim nations a man is free to kill his wife. 

 

• “Divinely sanctioned pedophilia” is in no way limited to the past.  In 2002 researchers in refugee 

camps in Afghanistan & Pakistan found half the girls married by the age of 13. 

 

• A Muslim woman who is raped is often afraid to file a complaint with the police, for in the 

absence of four corroborating male witnesses, her testimony can be taken as admission of 

adultery or fornication.  There are women in prison all over the Muslim world who are actually 

rape victims.  In the absence of male witnesses, their complaints were taken as admissions of 

guilt.  Some estimate that as much as 75% of the women who now populate Pakistani prisons are 

there through such circumstances. 
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• On May 31, 1994, Kifaya Husayn, a 16 year old Jordanian girl, was lashed to a chair by her 32 

year old brother.  He gave her a drink of water and told her to recite an Islamic prayer.  Then he 

slashed her throat.  Immediately afterward he ran out into the street, waving the bloody knife and 

screaming, “I have killed my sister to cleanse my honor.”  Kifaya’s crime?  She was raped by her 

21 year old brother.  Her judge and jury?  Her own uncles.
14

   This is not an aberration:  this is 

Islam. 

 

• Female circumcision is so barbaric and sadistic it can truly be classified as satanic.  In this still 

very common practice, Muslim women have their genitalia removed, oftentimes with crude 

cutting objects and no effort to dull the pain via anesthetic.  This is inflicted on them to ensure 

that they never enjoy sexual relations, and is so animalistic that western governments grant 

asylum to those who escape their countries before being mutilated.  This is how they treat their 

own women; their own wives and daughters.  It is frightful to imagine the fate of Christian girls 

under their dominion.  If their own “loved ones” are given animal status, then Christians are less 

than animals…   
 

Persecution of Christians 

• From The American Anti-Slavery Group’s reports about the treatment of Christians by Muslims 

in Sudan:  “Women and children abducted in slave raids are roped by the neck or strapped to 

animals and then marched north.  Along the way, many women and girls are repeatedly gang 

raped.  Children who will not be silent are shot on the spot.  In the north, slaves are either kept by 

individual militia soldiers or sold in markets.  Boys work for livestock herders, forced to sleep 

with the animals they care for.  Some who try to escape have their Achilles tendon cut to hamper 

their ability to run.  Masters typically use women and girls as concubines, cleaning by day and 

serving the master sexually by night.”
15

   

 

• If a priest is found saying Mass in Saudi Arabia, even if locked in his own hotel room, he can be 

put to death. 

 

• “It’s horrible for Christians in Pakistan.  The Muslims take our land, rob our homes, and try to 

force us to accept Islam.  Young girls are kidnapped and raped.  Then they’re told that if they 

want a husband who will accept them after that defilement, they must become Muslim.”  

Cadherine, a refugee in the United States 

 

• A former U.S. Foreign Service officer, Tim Hunter, served in Saudi Arabia from 1993 to 1995.  

He recounted, “On occasion they beat, even tortured, Americans in Jeddah for as little as 

possessing a photograph with a star of David in the background or singing Christmas 

carols…The Muttawa [Saudi religious police] chained, beat and cast clergy into medieval style 

dungeons.” 
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• The Saudis still [1995] hold at least 8 foreign nationals, ignoring all inquiries from their 

governments about their status.  All were employees in good standing at Saudi companies, but 

they committed the crime of holding Christian worship services in private homes.  Their fate 

remains unclear.   

 

 

The Response of Catholicism 

     Given the origin, teachings, and perpetual history of Islam as well as its role as the enemy of Christ 

and His Church, it should go without saying that the Catholic Church’s response has always been 

condemnation.   

• St. Peter Maveminus:  “Whoever does not embrace the Catholic Christian religion will be 

damned, as was your false prophet Mohammed.” 

 

• St. George the Deacon, before being martyred by Muslims :  “Mohammed was a disciple of the 

devil, and his followers are in a state of perdition.” 

Such quotes could go on forever, but the fact is that, in the age of Faith, the Church saw the religion for 

what it was and spoke plainly about it.   

• Pope Calixtus III:  “I vow to deliver the Christians languishing in slavery, to exalt the true Faith 

and to extirpate the diabolical sect of the reprobate and faithless Mahomet in the East.” 

 

• Pope Pius II: “Mahomet will never lay down his arms until he is either wholly victorious or 

completely vanquished.  Each success will be only a stepping stone to the next until he has 

mastered all the western monarchs, overthrown the Christian Faith and imposed the law of his 

false prophet on the whole world.”  It is truly incredible that this Pope, dead for centuries, 

understands the year 2012 better than his most recent successors.  Yet, such is the enduring 

power of faith, intelligence, and a capacity for logic. 

 

• Only thirty five years before the council, Pope Pius XI promulgated an act of consecration of the 

world to the Sacred Heart, which offers a petition for the deliverance of souls from “the darkness 

of idolatry or of Islamism,” and that they enter “into the light of the kingdom of God.”  

According to Vatican II, however, they were already there… 
 

Surrender 

 The instigators of the French Revolution had as their symbolic goal the tearing of the tiara from the 

head of the Pope.  As they failed in that goal in the immediate instance, would they have ever dreamed 

that one day a Pope would simply surrender the tiara, along with all that it symbolized, of his own 
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accord?  Likewise, Muslims of the world must be in a type of delirious disbelief at the surrender of the 

West.  For centuries they tried to take the nations of Western Europe by force, only to be repelled.  Yet, 

as Pius II knew, they would never surrender; that was for us to do.  Today Muslims are, literally, being 

handed the countries they once could not take by force.  As once Catholic nations are now contracepting 

and aborting themselves into non-existence, Muslims are moving in by droves to fill the void.  Cardinal 

Biffi rightly observed, “The Muslims come to us, well determined to remain what they are, waiting to be 

in sufficient numbers to force us to become like them.”  There is nothing prophetic in this; it is the 

simple history of Islam, a history the West is determined to ignore and repeat, as the purpose of 

liberalism is the annihilation of any remnant whatsoever of a Christian society, and the once Christian 

members of those societies both embrace and long for their own “death by diversity.”   To date, entire 

sections of numerous European cities are under Muslim control, and the police make no effort 

whatsoever to stop the onslaught of violence and arson they bring, so fearful are they of stepping foot in 

the invaders’ turf.
16

  Even as members of his own flock are murdered, raped and imprisoned for trying to 

live their faith, Pope John Paul voiced approval for a mosque to be erected in Rome.  To further mock 

the Church’s emasculated surrender, from that very mosque anti-western rhetoric is now preached.  Yes, 

the Vicar of Christ invited a religion, which has as a central tenet the murder, rape and subjection of 

Christians, into the Capital of Christendom, when once popes felt it was their duty to keep the Church’s 

enemies at bay.  What concession did the Muslim world offer in return?  None;  why should they?  You 

do not negotiate with an enemy bent (literally, hell-bent) on unconditional surrender.  Still, the greatest 

concession that Muslims extracted from the pusillanimous, dim-witted agents of the apostasy had 

nothing to do with real estate; it was getting us to lay down our faith along with our arms… 

 

 

Blasphemy 

 

“But the plan of salvation also include those who acknowledge the Creator,  

in the first place amongst whom are the Moslems: these profess to hold the  

faith of Abraham, and together with us adore the one merciful God, 

mankind’s judge on the last day.” 

-Lumen Gentium, #16 
 

• Christians worship The Holy Trinity, a belief that the Koran calls worthy of hellfire.  We do not 

worship the same God, and to indentify the God of Christians with the god of Muslims, in whose 

name and under whose direction all of the above perversions and atrocities have been committed 

is nothing short of blasphemy.  Any Muslim would say the exact same thing to compatriot who 

claimed they believed in the same God as Christians.  

 

• Again, as the opening of this chapter offered a quote from John XXIII watering down 

Christianity to mere natural ethics, it would seem that being a monotheist who believes in 

creation is sufficient for salvation. 
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• It is beyond inane to say that God has made a part of His plan for salvation a religion which 

despises Christ and murders Christians.  Again, universal salvation is clearly the mindset, and 

indifferentism is in full swing.  Catholics who are pro-Christ, Jews who are non-Christ and 

Muslims who are anti-Christ are all on the road to salvation (Most authentic avenues…). 

 

The religion which popes recognized as irreconcilable enemies of the Church, in need of deliverance 

from their darkness, now share equal status as one of “the three main ways” to salvation.  Pope John 

Paul II would further praise Islam, making it equal to the Church of Christ: “The two religions can be 

signs of hope, making the world more aware of the wisdom and mercy of God,” even beseeching St. 

John the Baptist to “protect Islam.”  Perhaps John the Baptist could better spend his eternity protecting 

the young Christian girls being raped in the name of Islam.   

 

John Paul further praised Islam, saying that the Catholic Church “regards Muslims with respect, 

convinced that their transcendent faith in God contributes to the construction of a new human family, 

based on the highest aspirations of the human heart…”
17

 
 

• The highest aspiration of the human heart is no longer Jesus Christ. 

• The highest aspiration of Muslims, i.e. their vision of heaven, is sex with virgins and gluttony. 

• Their highest aspiration for this world is the total dominance and elimination of Christians. The 

Pope is either: 

- being untruthful, knowing full well what Islam is all about,  

- wavering in courage, telling them what they want to hear for fear of repercussions,  

- ignorant, having no idea of the history, teachings, and current policies and practices of every 

Islamic state,  

- an existentialist, believing he has the power to create reality via his own subjective ideas, 

- advocating apostasy, believing that every religious obstacle must be set aside (by us, not 

them) to arrive at an earthly Utopia.   
 

If these options sound pedantic in their simplicity, I would propose that they are clearly implicit in the 

Pope’s own words, as well as in evidence to be introduced later.  The simple truth of the historical 

record is, however, that the Pope could not lay claim to ignorance of the reality of Islam even as he 

praised it and made it equal to the religion it despises.  Placed in his hands directly by the Bishop of 

Torit, Paride Taban, on behalf of the entire Bishops’ Conference prior to his 1993 visit to the Sudan was 

a letter which read:  “Holy Father, do not be dazzled by the red carpet that the Khartoum government 

will extend in your honor Wednesday.  Know that the hand that you will grip [shake] are dripping with 

the blood of Sudanese Christians.  These are the same people who have unleashed the “Jihad,” or holy 

war, against the Christians of the Sudan, who do not hesitate to persecute, torture, and kill priests, nuns 

and catechists.  They are the same people who practice still slavery, capturing and selling the children of 

Africa.”
18

 
 

In the age of the “mockery of martyrdom,” this letter was of no avail.  John Paul repeatedly placed the 

two religions on equal terms, insisting we worshipped the same God. “I had the opportunity to reaffirm 

the sincere and open way in which the Church turns to the believers of Islam, to whom we are united by 
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the adoration of the one God” and, “Today I would like to repeat what I said to young Muslims some 

years ago in Casablanca:  We believe in the same God.”
19

  This is blasphemy, as any honest Muslim 

would agree, albeit for a diametrically opposed reason. 
 

The examples of acts of apostasy and groveling seem to go on forever.  In a sermon a few months after 

9/11, I was present when a Cardinal preached on the event, assuring the listeners that we had a right to 

be angry because “a religion of peace” had been hijacked.  The stupidity in the statement is too obvious 

to be described with a milder adjective:  you are not supposed to be angry that people (Muslim or not) 

hijacked planes and killed thousands of innocent Americans, rather, you are supposed to be angry 

because in doing so they gave Islam a bad name.  Again, anyone who would call Islam a religion of 

peace is either lying or ignorant of reality.  Just a couple of years later, and only a few miles down the 

road, another Cardinal would conclude a prayer with, “In the name of Allah, the merciful and 

compassionate God, we pray. Amen.”
20

  Only fifty years earlier such men would have been regarded as 

unfit to teach pre-school catechism; during the great Apostasy this is the caliber of men who rise to 

become “Princes of the Church.” 
 

The logical trajectory of the disintegration of the Church into apostasy marches on.  Once the Church is 

regarded as optional, Christ will become optional and, ultimately, an obstacle.  In the end, it is an 

agreement with the tenet militant liberalism that religion is an obstacle to mankind’s true goal; an earthly 

utopia.  Only a century ago, Pope Leo XIII wrote the beautiful sentiment, “The greatest misfortune is 

never to have known Jesus Christ.”
21

  How could any Christian feel otherwise?  How can anyone read 

all of the above passages, and not concede that Leo’s successors no longer felt that way? 
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