
 

187 

 

Chapter XIV 

The United Nations 

“Advice about the purpose of life is sought from 

the promoters of death.” 

                        -Pope Gregory the Great 

 

We have read the testimony of Popes that the Vatican II Church willfully placed itself at the service of 

purely human objectives, setting the faith aside for the sake of not offending our fellow-utopia builders. 

The Church now regards her mission as being subservient to building the “one global community.”  This 

is the same goal that the enemies of the Church have envisioned, as already detailed in the beginning of 

this book.  The reason these enemies have always sought to destroy the Church is because she is the one 

entity with a global presence and the authority to resist such a movement.  However, as the Church has 

“surrendered to the spirit of the age,” she now has cast in her lot along with her enemies, willingly 

reconfiguring the Church according to their designs, which was precisely their goal. The Church, at 

Vatican II, gave herself a “new definition,” and taught that those outside the Church are still part of it.  

This “new Church,” by its very definition, has no centralized authority, since it is “broader than the 

Roman Catholic Church.”  By conceding that there is an authority greater than itself, the Church and the 

Papacy have prepared the way to surrender and subject themselves to an authority that does encompass 

the entire “new Church.”   This one world order with its one world religion must have a true center and a 

global agency able to bring this about.  In fact, Vatican II explicitly stated as much, calling for: 

 

“the establishment of a universally acknowledged public authority 

vested with the effective power to ensure security for all, regard for  

justice, and respect for law.”
1
 

 

 Exactly whose laws would be respected, under what conditions this security would exist and this 

“effective power” exercised (tyrants can just as well bring about order as anyone else) is not stated.  We 

can only assume it is not according to the Roman Catholic idea of the just society since, as already 

noted, they abandoned the idea of Christ as the model and foundation of the ideal society.  In the words 

of Pope Pius XI, “There can be no peace worthy of the name without the Social Kingship of Christ over 

every man and every nation.”
2
  Vatican II disagreed.  During and after the Council, Cardinal Ottaviani 

was regarded as one of the few remaining churchmen who was truly Catholic in every way, and 

completely aware of the perilously un-Catholic road down which the Church had deviated.  Yet, at the 

Council, he was greeted with prolonged, loud applause when he stated, “From among the nations of the 

world there be formed one World Republic, in which there would no longer be found that strife which 

exists among nations.  Instead, the whole world would be at peace…”
3
  The true power-brokers of this 

“World Republic” had no such delusions.  Brock Chisolm, the head of UNESCO, wrote of the need “for 

gently putting aside the mistaken old ways [referring specifically to religion, morality, and the notion of 

right and wrong] of our elders if that is possible.  If it cannot be done gently, it may have to be done 

roughly or even violently.”
4
  One of countless examples of this observation becoming a reality was a 

2003 meeting of the U.N. attended by its secretary general Kofi Annan. At this meeting Roman 
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Catholicism was singled out as an impediment to their strategy, a strategy entitled “Showdown with 

Religion.”   

 

The Vatican II Church’s embracing of pacifism is discussed further in this work, but is relevant to this 

specific topic.  In a statement at the opening of the Council Pope John gave a glimpse of the re-writing 

of history and the denial of inconvenient facts that are part and parcel of the liberal program.  He 

espoused the pacifist party line that war was never justified, and this less than twenty years after Hitler 

was prevented from conquering Europe precisely because nations were willing to oppose him.  

Consistent with this line of reasoning is the expulsion from the Church’s calendar of “Our Lady of 

Victory.”  No longer do we celebrate the fact that Christian forces repelled hostile invaders; instead we 

apologize for those armies not letting Christian nations be overrun, or for trying to liberate them once 

invaded.  Again, the rejection of Mary at Fatima is crucial; peace was the gift she offered, and the 

Church rejected her terms.  Now, the godless world offers its version of peace, and we accept, even as 

they openly state that we and our Faith must be eliminated.  This global authority, to which Popes have 

already promised to surrender, at present would seem to be best represented in The United Nations.  

Pope Paul VI’s groveling acquiescence towards the United Nations is as stunning as it is shameful: 
 

“This organization represents the obligatory path of modern civilization and of world peace…Thus, we 

renew our confidence that your organization would be able to respond to the immense hope of a 

brotherly global community, where anyone might experience a truly human life.”
5
 

 

• The Church which once regarded herself as the obligatory path for all who desired eternal life 

has abandoned this claim, yet transferred this imperative to the United Nations for the cause of 

Utopia.  We won’t tell you what religion you should be, but we can tell you which godless 

political entity you are obliged to follow. 
 

• “A truly human life?”  Have we been animal, vegetable or mineral to this point?  Perhaps the 

Pope was referring to conditions of hardship and privation which are incompatible with basic 

human dignity; yet, this oversimplification again betrays a hint of materialism as the measure of 

humanity.  Christians of all ages have lived in states of poverty, want, and injustice, yet lived the 

supreme human life – one of sanctity – not only despite these conditions but because of them.  It 

is because Lazarus was deprived in this life that he was comforted in the next.  The Church has 

always sought to aid those living in material hardship, but never regarded such people as living 

something less than a “truly human life” for that reason.  Otherwise, it would be illogical to 

honor St. Francis, who willfully sought this very state, and instead he should be criticized for 

having sacrificed his “true humanity” rather than having perfected it.   
 

On this same date in 1965 his address to this same institution was even more overt in his substitution of 

The United Nations for Christ:  “We bring to this organization the suffrage of our recent predecessors, 

that of the entire Catholic episcopate, and our own, convinced as We are that this organization represents 

the obligatory path of modern civilization and of world peace…The peoples of the earth turn to the 

United Nations as the last hope of concord and peace.  We presume to present here, together with Our 

own, their tribute to honor and of hope.”
6
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• Our hope for Christ is exhausted: the U.N. is our last hope for peace.  Again, the rebuke of Our 

Lady of Fatima is manifest, as her promise of peace is deemed more tenable by obeying a 

godless institution than God’s plan delivered by His own Mother. 
 

• As with the surrender of his tiara, Paul VI likewise used the symbols of his office to demonstrate 

his subservience to the world.  He gave his ring, “The Fisherman’s Ring,” symbol of the 

pontifical authority derived in the Petrine succession, to the Bermese Buddhist U’thant, Secretary 

General of the United Nations. 
 

Paul’s efforts towards apostasy and the subjugation of the human race to this institution rather than 

Christ was delineated in his encyclical “Populorum Progressio,” in which he advocates for a world bank 

backed by a “World Government” which would be bound up with a “synthetic and universal religion.”  

Incredibly, even after the manifest evil intent of every single supra-national institution conceived in 

recent decades, Pope Benedict XVI has likewise called for a global economic authority.  How could it 

possibly end, to have the global economy completely controlled by a single, godless institution?  Can we 

not reasonably ponder the book of Revelation, in which “The Beast,” whatever form that actually takes, 

has the power to withhold all economic resources from those who refuse his mark, and they will not 

even be able to buy bread?  And yet it is popes themselves who call for this very state of affairs. 
 

Not to be outdone, John Paul II had to heap praise upon the U.N. as well.  He even offered his accolades 

in a more solemn forum, a papal encyclical:  “In any case here we cannot not remember with esteem and 

profound hope for the future, the magnificent effort, accomplished to give life to the United Nations, an 

effort that tends to define and stabilize the objectives and the inalienable rights of Man, obliging 

reciprocally the member nations to a rigorous observance of these.  This work has been accepted and 

ratified by nearly all the nations of our time, and therefore should constitute a guarantee that the rights of 

man become, throughout the whole world, the fundamental principle of action for the good of man.”
7
 

 

• The Masonic tone is undeniable.  The Church once took to heart the words of Christ that it was 

for us to permeate the whole world, proclaiming “the Good News to all the nations.”  Now, this 

is the U.N.’s mandate.   
 

• The rights of man, not the glory of God, are the fundamental principle for human action.  As 

discussed in the section on the death of missionary activity, it would seem that God does not 

have the right to have every man know Him.  
 

Pope Paul voiced his desire that “this lofty institution” increase in its own power, and the subservience 

of humanity it commanded:  “May unanimous trust in this institution grow; may its authority 

increase…”
8
  Your wish has been granted, Holy Father, to the great sorrow of the world. 
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The Culture of Death 

 

The United Nations, the long desired global authority, strongly warned against before the Council, 

highly sought by the Council, unreservedly praised after the Council, has long since proven Pope 

Benedict XV right.  The U.N. is a global promoter of abortion and reeks of corruption.  Its members 

have been caught using third world girls as sex slaves, and whatever good it does provide comes with 

the caveat of accepting “reproductive rights,” with strong evidence that they even inflict forced 

abortions upon women they are “aiding.” In fact, it was during his tenure as The United States’ 

ambassador to the United Nations that George H.W. Bush, under Nixon’s direction, advised China on 

the formulation of their one child policy (at about the same time the federal government was directed to 

forcibly sterilize about forty percent of the Native American Women living on reservations).
9
  Here are 

but a few facts: 

 

• The London Telegraph reported more than twenty cases of child sex slavery involving U.N. staff 

in southern Sudan.  

  

• A BBC investigation found that children as young as eleven have been subjected to rape and 

prostitution by U.N. peacekeepers in Haiti and Liberia, where it was uncovered that teenage 

refugees were forced to have sex to get food.   

 

• In 2003 AP reported that U.N. officials were identified using a ship charted for ‘peacekeepers’ to 

traffic young girls from Thailand to East Timor to be forced into prostitution.   

 

• In 2002 a massive pedophilia scandal within the U.N. was uncovered involving the sexual abuse 

of refugee children in Sierra Leone, Liberia and Guinea.  U.P.I. reported that senior U.N. 

officials were aware and covered up the atrocities. 

 

• In 2004 the New York Post reported that the U.N. was trying to block the publication of a book 

by three U.N. field workers that detailed sex, drugs and corruption within U.N. missions. 

 

• Twenty-five percent of the women returning from Pakistan reported that they were subject to 

abortion or sterilization in refugee camps.  Not one woman stated that she wanted this.  The 

United Nations did not provide pre- or neo-natal care.
10

 

 

Apart from the rampant crimes they commit and conceal, their formal policies of evil are a matter of 

public record.  The recent draft copy of the U.N.’s “Global Bio-diversity Assessment” states that the 

world’s population must be reduced to one billion.  In fact, the U.N. accepted one billion dollars from 

Ted Turner to enforce his belief that there should be a ninety-five percent reduction in population.  Yet, 

these things are not deviations from the original intent of the United Nations; from its inception its 

members have been quite overt about their goal of enslaving the human race under its authoritarian, 

godless dominion.  Again, the rejection of Our Lady of Fatima is so crucial in that she warned that the 

spreading of the errors of Russia would be the wages of this disobedience.  This not only applies to 
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communist governments, but communist techniques being used in “free” nations to condition their 

populations for future enslavement.  Dear reader, if I have not already come across as a raving 

“conspiracy theorist,” perhaps it is at this point I begin to seem so.  I truly must resist the urge to have 

this chapter become a book unto itself, and can only implore you to read the works cited in the 

bibliography for the incontrovertible documentation regarding the success of this plan through 

psychology and education. 

   

One of those works is “The Child Seducers,” which asserts, “The U.N. has had total control of your 

children and all education in this country since Oct. 24, 1946, but most Americans don’t know it.”
11

  The 

author cites this date because it was when the U.N.’s “Rights of the Child” was issued, in which we read 

“The child shall be protected from practices which may foster racial, religious and any other form of 

discrimination.  He shall be brought up in a spirit of understanding, tolerance, friendship among peoples, 

peace and universal brotherhood, and in full consciousness that his energy and talents should be devoted 

to the service of his fellow men.”
12

 

 

Nobel prize winner Bertrand Russell was among those who spoke openly about this preparatory phase 

towards enslavement and global governance.  “Diet, injections and injunctions will combine from a very 

early age to produce the sort of character and the sort of beliefs that the authorities consider desirable, 

and any serious criticism of the powers that be will become psychologically impossible.  Even if all are 

miserable, all will believe themselves to be happy, because the government will tell them it is so.”  He 

was also instrumental in carrying out experiments to help perfect this type of brainwashing via public 

education.  “When the technique has been perfected, every government that has been in charge of 

education for a generation will be able to control its subjects without the need of armies or policemen.  

Fichte laid down that education would aim at destroying free will so that, after pupils have left the 

school, they shall be incapable throughout the rest of their lives of thinking or acting otherwise than as 

their schoolmasters would have wished.”
13

   

 

Brock Chisholm was a highly influential architect of the plan for global enslavement, and was the first 

director general of the U.N.’s powerful ‘World Health Organization.’  He described the goal of his 

organization as such:  “For a cause we must seek some consistent thread running through the weave of 

all civilizations we have known, and preventing the development of all, or almost all, the people to a 

state of true maturity.  What basic psychological distortion can be found in every civilization of which 

we know anything?  It must be a force which discourages the ability to see and acknowledge patent 

facts, which prevents the rational use of intelligence, which teaches or encourages the ability to 

dissociate and to believe, contrary to and in spite of clear evidence, which produces inferiority, guilt and 

fear, which makes controlling people’s personal behavior emotionally necessary, which encourages 

prejudice and the inability to see, understand and sympathize with other people’s points of view. 

 

“Is there any force so potent and so pervasive that it can do all these things in all civilizations? There is 

– just one.  The only lowest common denominator of all civilizations, and the only psychological force 

capable of producing these perversions is morality, the concept of right and wrong.  We must get rid of 

morality.”  The means he proposed?  Psychology, sensitivity training, and group therapy.  “If the race is 
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to be freed from its crippling burden of good and evil it must be the psychiatrist who takes the criminal 

responsibility.”
14

 

 

Again, this was the plan from the beginning.  The branch of the U.N. responsible for this mass 

manipulation of humanity is “U.N.E.S.C.O” – The United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural 

Organization.  Its first director, Julian Huxley, explained its purpose as such:  “Taking the techniques of 

persuasion and information and true propaganda that we have learnt to apply nationally in war and 

deliberately bending them to the international tasks of peace, if necessary utilizing them – as Lenin 

envisaged – to ‘overcome the resistance of millions’ to desirable change.”
15

  And what, according to 

Huxley, are these ‘desirable changes?’  “The lowest strata are reproducing too fast.  Therefore they must 

not have too easy access to relief or hospital treatment lest the removal of the last check on natural 

selection should make it too easy for children to be produced or to survive; long unemployment should 

be a ground for sterilization.”  Again, “The task before U.N.E.S.C.O…is to help the emergence of a 

single world culture, with its own philosophy and background of ideas, and with its own broad 

purposes.”
16

  

 

Given the Vatican’s extensive diplomatic presence and information channels, it is absolutely impossible 

that they have not always been aware of these overtly expressed evil designs for the human race.  I 

would never dare think that a Pope has actually agreed with any of this, which makes their responses all 

the more a source of apoplexy.  Simply stated, what could they possibly have been thinking?  You must 

be weary of my perpetual recourse to the phrases “dimming of the intelligence” and “incoherence of 

liberals,” as I am indeed wearied of seeing so much evidence which warrants their invocation. 

   

In “Caritas in Veritate” Pope Benedict XVI calls for a global authority “to manage the global economy; 

to revive economies hit by the crisis…to bring about integral and timely disarmament, food, security and 

peace; to guarantee the protection of the environment and to regulate migration; for all this, there is 

urgent need of a true world political authority.  Such an authority would need to be universally 

recognized and to be vested with the effective power to ensure security for all, regard for justice, and 

respect for rights.  Obviously it would have to have the authority to ensure compliance with its 

decisions from all parties…”
17

  Could this not have been written by the most malicious globalist as well?  

In the name of “the environment” and “peace” a single global entity must be given complete tyrannical 

power and the force to demand compliance from the rest of disarmed humanity?  Will they be free to 

dissolve any remaining Christian enclave through their global authority to regulate immigration, clearly 

implying that individual nations or regions have no right to determine grounds for entry, citizenship, or 

even their continued existence?   

 

I do not want to misrepresent the words of the Holy Father, as he did likewise write “In order not to 

produce a dangerous universal power of tyrannical nature, the governance of globalization must be 

marked by subsidiarity, articulated into several layers and involving different levels that can work 

together.  Globalization certainly requires authority insofar as it poses the problem of a global common 

good that needs to be pursued.  This authority, however, must be organized and stratified way, if it is not 

to infringe upon freedom and if it is to yield effective results in practice.”  So an all-powerful global 
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authority (and he explicitly named the U.N. as the best candidate), with control over every dimension of 

the life of every individual, and the force to ensure compliance, will somehow be held in check by the 

“principle of subsidiarity?”  This is no more than a feeble straw man and a statement of the obvious; 

such a global institution would need a global bureaucracy infecting every dimension of society; no such 

thing as a “check and balance” could ever exist, or is even called for.  Finally, dear reader, on the most 

practical level, is there anybody among the architects of globalism who would share the Catholic idea of 

“common good” or who will ever care one iota what any Pope says needs to be incorporated into this 

atheistic “globalism,” the necessity and desirability of which the Pope does not even question?  Of 

course not; it only means that when it comes they can say, “See, even your own Pope says we need to 

have the authority to impose our will on you – for your own good, of course.”   

 

Yet, as unconvincing, untenable, and hazily described as it was, at least Pope Benedict did make some 

allowance for the possibility of tyranny (would that he had guaranteed its triumph in such an enterprise, 

as the last Pope Benedict so clearly foresaw a century before it arrived).  Pope John Paul’s effusive 

endorsement of this evil institution was unequivocally positive.   He expressed the “esteem of the 

Apostolic See and of the Catholic Church for this institution,” calling it “a great instrument for 

harmonizing and coordinating international life.”
18

  Hearkening yet again to the “dimming of 

intelligence” foretold at LaSalette and the relentless incoherence of liberals, the very Pope who so often 

decried the “Culture of Death” entrusted to its architects the task of “harmonizing life.”  He charged the 

U.N. with “the historic, even momentous, task of promoting this qualitative leap in international life, not 

only be serving as a center of effective mediation for the resolution of conflicts, but also by fostering 

values, attitudes and concrete initiatives of solidarity…”  You must have read their minds, Holy Father – 

they had the same intention… 

 

 

The U.N. gets into the Religion business 

 

At the inception of the U.N., the already cited Julian Huxley foresaw the need to synthesize all religions 

under one umbrella.  Sorry to belabor the point, but it is again apparent that the U.N. is the Devil’s 

antithesis to Our Lady of Fatima.  She promised to end those errors, and those who rejected her sought 

to infuse the Church with those same errors.  Hence, it only stands to reason that the U.N. would be 

employed in this task:  “Can these opposites [Christianity and Marxism] be reconciled, this antithesis be 

resolved in a higher synthesis?  I believe not only that this can happen, but that, through the inexorable 

dialectic of evolution, it must happen.”
19

  Eventually, this organization tired of waiting on this organic 

“synthesis” brought about by evolution, and decided that the dissolution of religions needed to be 

quickened along.   

 

As cited earlier in this work, Assistant Secretary General of the United Nations Robert Muller revealed 

the organization’s goal:  “We must move as quickly as possible to a one world government; a one world 

religion; under a one world leader.”  When the United Nations decided it was time to gather world 

religious leaders together to discuss the role they would be given in this New World Order, they charged 

Ted Turner with heading up the effort, a man who called Christianity “a religion for stupid people.”  At 
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the conference they discussed the “United Religions Initiative,” an effort with footholds in fifty eight 

countries to create a one world religion.  The conference was predictably liberal, and focused on the 

Masonic dream of an earthly utopia, and offered many condemnations for any religion which 

evangelized or believed itself to be distinct from others.  It was, in the final analysis, one more step 

further along the path of John Paul II and his Assisi days of prayer.  But, not to be outdone, the Vatican 

II Church had to join the party and take it one step further; Apostasy…. 
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