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Chapter XVIII 

 

“I Will Not Lead” 
 

“In this supreme moment of need of the Church, the one who 

should speak will fall silent.”  -Our Lady of Good Success 

 

 In a previous section some thoughts were presented as to how the faithful may be rendered more 

susceptible to the final deception which will bring about the final apostasy.  As we looked at the means 

of grace, the benefits that the faithful receive through them, and the peril we face once denied them, we 

now will look at the human means of protection which have also been surrendered.  As the Vatican II 

Church has withheld from the faithful the protection of many avenues of grace, she has also failed to 

protect the faithful in a more direct manner by abdicating her sacred duty, as shepherd and teacher, to 

instruct and protect the flock.  As Cardinal Seper observed, “The crisis in the Church is a crisis of 

bishops.”
1
 

 

Satan’s declaration when he revolted against God was, “I will not serve!”  It would seem that the 

contrary assertion, “I will not lead!” has become a type of mandate for the Vatican II apparatus.  Yet, 

while contrary on the surface, these two statements amount to the same sentiment, as leading and 

protecting are precisely among the services which the shepherds of the Church owe to the faithful.  

 

Sources: 

 

• “The Chiefs, the leaders of the people of God have neglected prayer and penance, and the 

        devil has bedimmed their intelligence.” – Our Lady of LaSalette 

( Note that it is the removing of the spiritual defenses discussed in the preceding   

 section that have given the devil entryway into the mind). 

 

• Cardinal Mario Luigi Cappi, Pope John Paul II’s personal papal theologian, in a personal 

correspondence to a professor Baumgartner in Salzburg, stated that part of the third secret of 

Fatima was that “The great apostasy in the Church will begin at the top.” 

 

• Pius X wrote that an element of the current apostasy was the desire for a Church without a 

hierarchy.  The Great Apostasy would entail that the hierarchy itself agreed, and sought to deny 

its essence as teacher and guardian and its duty to correct, reprove and protect.  

 

Leadership has oftentimes been poor or lacking in the many segments of the Church, including the 

highest, throughout the course of history.  Yet, what makes the current dearth of leadership unique is 

that it is not only a question of weakness, neglect, or even sinful self-interest:  rather, it is a matter of 

policy.  It is a deliberately chosen course of action, or non-action, that is supposed to be a sign of the 

“New Springtime,” but is, in reality, a preparation for the final falling away.  The beginning of the 

Council is likewise the beginning of our discussion: 

 

John XXIII’s opening speech at Vatican II 

 

While stating that the Church would still oppose error, Pope John said, “she prefers today to make use of 

the medicine of mercy, rather than the arms of severity.”  The Church will now resist errors, “by 

showing the validity of her teaching rather than by issuing condemnations.”
2
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• The condemnation of error is itself an act of mercy: both to the one in error, and to those who 

risk being infected by it.  This is why, among the “Spiritual Works of Mercy” the Church has 

always, until Vatican II, listed correcting the erring and reproving the sinner.  An item of 

remedial catechesis such as this, in the context of an ecumenical council, from the lips of the 

Pope is indeed a fulfillment of the prophecy of LaSalette. 

 

• This is indicative of both relativism and indifferentism, two other symptoms of the apostasy.  

The Pope is stating that the Church will now simply set her truth side by side with error 

(uncondemned error), and leave the faithful to figure it out.  This also implies that error has the 

same rights as truth, that is, to be disseminated unimpeded.   

 

• The Pope stated that the Church would treat errors with mercy.  An error cannot be the object of 

mercy; only the person in error can be so.  Again, failure to grasp a very rudimentary concept.   

 

• Liberal incoherence:  There was one writer condemned and silenced by John: Sister Lucia, 

writing on behalf of the Mother of God.  John had no trouble silencing the Blessed Virgin Mary, 

who instructed that the message be revealed to the world in 1960.  True to the title of this 

section, John demonstrated an Orwellian style of “leadership.”  The wolves could now run free, 

but the Mother of God, who came to protect the faithful from those wolves, was consigned to a 

vault deep in the Vatican archives.   

 

 To even further exasperate this incoherency, it was compounded by blatant injustice.  As writers 

silenced by Pope Pius as dangers to the faith were now freed by the mercy of “Good Pope John” and 

invited to participate in the council, John’s mercy seems to have been randomly applied.  Many in the 

Church, like John, began to discredit the nun and call into question her honesty in the matter.  They 

were all free to write anything they liked; John’s police of “mercy towards error” applied to the 

detraction and slander of anyone who cared to opine on the events of Fatima and even the character 

of the seer, but Lucia herself was silenced by the Vatican and unable to defend herself.  John’s 

“mercy” towards opinions of all kinds was akin to Pope Paul’s “openness” to all comers: it only 

extended in one direction.  In a similar vein, John’s unjust persecution of Padre Pio will be detailed 

later. 

 

The renunciation of authority 

 

In explaining his decision to no longer identify error and correct those responsible for it, Pope John 

explained the these people were about to abandon their errors anyway [manifesting both a naïve 

utopianism and a dimming of the intelligence].  For this reason, the Church’s role as “Mother and 

Teacher” was no longer necessary, and formally abandoned.  This abandonment expressed itself most 

concretely in the dissolving of The Holy Office.   

 

This renunciation of authority was also manifested in John’s refusal to obey The Blessed Virgin 

regarding the secret of Fatima.  In explaining this act of defiance, the Vatican stated that the 

magisterium “does not want to take upon itself the responsibility” of confirming the veracity of the 

third secret.  Then whose responsibility is it?  Thus, the magisterium refuses to carry out its duty, 

even regarding something so apocalyptic as the message of Fatima.  However, true to liberal 

incoherence, their desire to “not meddle” in the affair was arbitrary, as the Vatican had no problem 

rediscovering its authority in its unjust silencing and persecution of Sr. Lucy.   

 



 

225 

 

Pope Paul was so eager to distance himself from the duties intrinsic to his office that he explicitly 

stated that in his encyclical “Ecclesiam Suam” he did not “propose to make this encyclical a solemn 

proclamation of Catholic doctrine or of moral or social principles,” but merely “to send you a sincere 

message, as between brothers and members of a common family.”
3
  Even in an encyclical, we find a 

pope regarding himself as equal to his audience with no intention of imposing a teaching, and 

apparently disbelieving he has the authority to do so in the first place.   

 

Even more telling of his loss of conviction about the authority of his own office were Paul’s words 

upon the promulgation of his profession of faith:  “We are about to make a profession of faith, and 

we are about to repeat the formula that begins with the word “Creed,” which, without being a 

dogmatic definition in the strict sense of the word…”
4
  Hence, even a profession of faith has to be 

preceded by a disclaimer about its unbinding nature; it is more of a suggestion.  

 

Vatican II and the Index of Prohibited Books: 

   

The Church has always treated with due gravity the responsibility of protecting the flock from 

heretical writings.  Pope St. Gelasius (492 – 96) wrote in his decretal, “Things which have been 

written or published by heretics or schismatics, the Catholic and Apostolic Church in nowise 

receives.”
5
  This duty became more codified over the centuries, until a curial office at the Vatican 

was formed for this sole purpose.  As St. Pius X wrote, the office in the Curia responsible for the 

index of forbidden books had as its purpose, “to remind bishops of their sacred duty to combat the 

publication of pernicious writings.”
6
  Apparently, Pope John and the Council deemed it “sacred duty” 

whose time had past.  Now, “nothing is sacred,” not even the duty of protecting the faithful from 

errors.  Hence, Vatican II abolished this special section of the Sacred Congregation.   

 

This renunciation of leadership was continued by Pope Paul VI.  He abrogated the Canons (1399 & 

2318) prohibiting books and censuring authors of immoral books supporting false doctrines.  His 

decree stated that those in violation of these Canons “are absolved by effect of the abrogation of the 

said Canons.”
7
   

 

• As St. Pius X wrote, modernity is the synthesis of all heresies.  This act by Paul was its triumph 

within the Church.  In this single statement we see the synthesis of the renunciation of the sacred 

duty to protect the faithful from error, the renunciation of the work of mercy which mandates 

that the shepherd warn those who are in error, and the promotion and blessing of indifferentism 

and relativism.   

 

• Writers who held and promulgated immoral books and false doctrines, with neither repentance 

nor the retraction of their errors, now find themselves “absolved,” and relativism is consecrated. 

 

• As one scholar rightly noted, “Paul VI, by abrogating all instruments of control over ecclesial 

writers and any accountability on their part gave sanction to heresy, ended the rule of law 

[another sign of the great apostasy] and ecclesial authority, and gave full rights of citizenship to 

error.”
8
    

 

• This is another example of the Orwellian Papacy of the Vatican II Church; renouncing an 

authority that is his sacred duty while consigning to himself a power he does not possess.  It was 

St. Anthelm (d. 1178) who chastised Pope Alexander III when he took it upon himself to raise 

the excommunication which Anthelm had placed upon Humbert III, the Count of Maurienne.  
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The saint had to explain to the Pope that he was acting ‘Ultra Vires,’ beyond his power, as St. 

Peter himself would not have the authority to release the impenitent from censure. 

      

In abdicating its sacred duty and giving error a “right of free passage” into the Church by cancelling 

the Index of Banned Books, it was explained by Cardinal Ottaviani that the Council “has 

acknowledged to the secular a greater maturity and higher responsibilities in the Church.”
9
   

 

• Again, the renunciation of the authority and duty to protect are apparent.  It is now for the 

layman to figure it out with the “greater maturity” he allegedly possesses.   

 

• The dimming of the intellect:  How is it that a Council can bestow maturity on a person?  

Maturity is acquired by an individual, not conferred by a written document.   

 

• The presumed superiority to the past is apparent, as the contemporary Catholic is deemed 

more responsible and able to detect the errors which his unenlightened predecessors had relied 

upon his superiors to warn him about.   

 

• The deliberate weakening of the hierarchy is also manifest:  the layman can now do it himself, 

hence, the Church’s role as teacher and shepherd is unnecessary, true to the protestant 

principles to which Vatican II sought to conform the Church.   

 

• Our Lady of LaSallette foretold this moment:  “Evil books will be abundant on earth and the 

spirits of darkness will spread everywhere a universal slackening in all that concerns the 

service of God.”  It is precisely this slackening of service by the magisterium that gave these 

evil books the sanction of law within the Church and her schools and seminaries.   

 

Finally, the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith had this to say about the cancellation of the 

Index:  “The index no longer carries the force of ecclesiastical law with the censures associated with 

it.  The Church has confidence in the mature conscience of the faithful.”  In short, today’s supposedly 

more mature, more intelligent Catholic will “just know” when something is wrong.  Less than forty 

years later, these Catholics who were supposed to “just know” when something was false, by the 

millions would be devouring the “Left Behind” series and reading “The DaVinci Code,” giving them 

the force of Sacred Scripture, and questioning their own Faith (if they ever even knew what their own 

Church taught in the first place) over their contents.  The dimming of the intelligence is obvious in 

that original assertion, and the resulting loss of countless souls shows whom that mentality was 

serving.  “What death of the soul is worse than freedom for error?”
10

  
 

 

 

The Logical Digression – From errors being tolerated to errors being rewarded: 
 

 The preceding is only one example of how the Vatican II Church, by way of predetermined policy, 

renounced its responsibility to lead and protect the faithful.  The obvious slippery-slope of the “mercy 

towards error” policy had begun, and continues unchecked to our own time.  First, those same 

heretical writers who once would have been censured by the Church’s leadership find that those same 

leaders have abdicated their responsibilities and that they can roam free.  Soon, they themselves 

would be the leaders, as people once censured in the Catholic Church for the sake of the sheep are 

now set up as shepherds over the sheep.  Here are but a few examples: 
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• Cardinal Avery Dulles:  He was truly an icon for the Church’s decline into indifferentism and an 

example of how far from her true essence she had drifted.  Once regarded as suspect and 

modernist, by the end of his life he came to be regarded as a standard-bearer for orthodoxy.  Yet, 

he himself never changed; it was the Church that changed to accommodate his school of thought. 

As a writer, he produced a painfully insipid book, “Models of the Church.”  It was quite banal, 

but widely popular because it was anti-Roman, anti-authority.  As a prominent liberal theologian, 

Dulles tried to subvert the Church’s authority be proposing a “second magisterium,” composed 

of theologians, to counter the Divine magisterium of the Pope and bishops in communion with 

him.  Of course, in Fr. Dulles’ “second magisterium,” there would only be room for fellow 

liberals.  During his first trip to the United States, Pope John Paul II actually condemned this 

notion in a sermon, stating “there is no second magisterium.”  Such a move was quite unusual in 

the post Vatican II Church, yet… 

 

Many years later John Paul must have reconsidered his position, as he elevated Fr. Dulles to the 

Sacred College of Cardinals.  The incoherence of this can only leave the few faithful Catholics 

who remain apoplectic.   The same Pope who had to speak out against an error, an error intent on 

undermining his own office, later used his office to honor the very man who promulgated the 

error (having never retracted it).  This is the post Vatican II Church’s message to all heretics and 

rebels, from Luther to Dulles, “hold your ground, and we will give in eventually.  Just give the 

diabolical disorientation more time to destroy, and your triumph will soon come.”   

 

• John Paul also elevated to the Sacred College Hans Urs von Balthasar (who died before the 

ceremony took place).  Upon receiving the “Premio Paolo VI he stated, “Hell exists, but it is 

empty.”  Does this mean he thought the Devil and his demons were likewise in Heaven?  No, he 

had no thoughts on the subject at all; when asked if the Devil were a reality or a possibility, he 

said, “I have no answer; I don’t know”
11

 

 

• Another modernist theologian elevated to the College of Cardinals by John Paul was Yves 

Congar.  He was quite public about the protestant hermeneutic of his theology: “The aim is to 

skip thirteen centuries.”  Mr. Amerio summarizes his modernist contempt for the Church’s past: 

“Fr. Congar repeatedly states that the Church of Pius IX and Pius XII is finished.  As if it were 

Catholic to talk about the Church of this or that  pope, or the Church of Vatican II, instead of the 

universal and eternal Church at Vatican II!”
12

 

 

He gave voice to his indifferentism (and anti-Catholicism) by estimating Martin Luther as “one 

of the greatest religious in all of history.  In this regard I put him on the same level as St. 

Augustine, St. Thomas Aquinas or Paschal…In a certain sense, he is even greater.  He has 

rethought all of Christianity.  Luther was a man of the Church!”  Blaspheming the Mass (hence, 

Christ, His Sacrifice, and His Presence) as “scum and vermin” now qualify as religious genius, 

and those who admire him now qualify as “Princes of the Church.”   

 

• Pope John Paul conferred the honor of Cardinal, along with a Vatican post, upon yet another 

manifest heretic, Walter Kasper.  He is overt in his disbelief in the miracles of Jesus, the 

historicity of the Gospel, and the doctrines of faith attached to those events.  In his own writings, 

we read of miracles being “a problem, which makes Jesus’ activity strange and difficult for 

modern man to understand…These non-historical stories are statements of belief in the salvific 

meaning of the person and message of Jesus.”
13

 He also offered this blasphemous insight on the 

miracles of Jesus: “They can be interpreted even as the work of a demon.  In themselves, then, 
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they are not so clear and do not necessarily constitute proof of the divinity of Jesus.”  This is 

found in his book “Gesu, Il Cristo,” p. 129, and hence he is formally excommunicated by the 

Canons of Vatican I.  He goes on to opine that Jesus never claimed He was the Messiah, and that 

early Christians in no way believed this.  “The doctrine of Jesus’ divinity and humanity 

constitutes a development of the original conviction that this man is our divine salvation.”  The 

salvation is divine, but the savior is just a man.  He referred to the confession of “Jesus Christ, 

Son of God” as “the residue of a mythic mentality, passively accepted.”  Not even the 

Resurrection is an historical fact to the flagrant apostate.  “The empty tomb represents an 

ambiguous phenomenon, open to different possibilities of interpretation.”  Showing his contempt 

for the faith of two-thousand years worth of Christians, he wrote of a “grossly erroneous type of 

assertion that Jesus was touched by their hands and ate at the table with his disciples” as being a 

belief that “runs the risk of justifying a too coarse Paschal faith.”
14

   

 

In so honoring this unabashed apostate, Pope John Paul advanced the current of apostasy in a 

number of ways: 

 

- Religious indifferentism:  True to the Church watering herself down so as to accommodate 

her dissolution into a one world Church, in the Church under John Paul both those who 

believe in the Resurrection and deny it can live side by side, both being equally honored. 

 

- “I Will Not Lead:” During any papacy before 1958, such a man would have been censured, 

issued the severest of warnings, and excommunicated if he did not retract his errors and 

make a profession of faith.  In the Church of relativism, he is honored as “Prince of the 

Church,” even while openly declaring himself a prince of apostasy.   

 

- Universal salvation:  Can the Pope in anyway whatsoever be fearful of his judgment and 

the accounting he will give for his actions in the supreme office when he empowers an 

apostate to further undermine the faith? 

 

- The Incoherence of Liberalism:  John Paul devoted a number of his Wednesday audiences 

to teaching against modernist attacks on the historicity of the Gospels; now, he bestows the 

Church’s second-highest honor on a heretic who directly contradicts him. 

   

- The Papacy attacking itself:  Kasper would go on to use his office to undermine the 

authority of the very Pope who gave it to him.  This should not have come as a surprise to 

the Pope, as Kasper also spoke against the doctrine of Apostolic Succession.
15

 

 

- Moral Relativism:  John Paul had to intervene directly when, as a bishop in Germany, 

Kasper denied church teaching on divorce and communion, and was complicit in the 

German abortion policy in an unacceptable manner which made the Church’s position 

seem ambiguous.  That he would in turn promote the man to the Sacred College is a clear 

indication of how high such violations of Church moral teaching rated in the Vatican II 

Church’s hierarchy of values.   

 

• Bruno Forte wrote in a 1994 essay that the empty tomb was a legend, a myth created by early 

disciples.  As the Vatican II Church now censures no one and instead shows “mercy” to those in 

error, he was rewarded for his public expression of apostasy by being appointed bishop of Chieti 

Vasto.  It was the future Pope Benedict XVI, Cardinal Ratzinger, who consecrated him bishop.  
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The high esteem in which John Paul held this apostate is furthermore evident in the fact that, in 

2004, he preached the Lenten retreat to The Holy Father.   

 

 

In praise of heretics 

 

While perhaps it is more rooted in a desperate attempt to justify the “new springtime” he was always 

heralding than to promote religious indifferentism, John Paul would lavish praise upon “Catholic” 

movements that were overtly heretical.  Among these were Focolare, Comunione e Liberazione, and 

the Neo-catechumen way.   

 

•  In its annual meeting in Rimini in 1983, Comunione e Liberazione stated to the president of 

Italy that it was “committing itself to the building of a society that puts man at the center, to 

dialogue between different cultures and identities, to the rights of every man, and to peace.”  

This is nothing less than the blueprint for apostasy publicly confessed.  The group has been 

praised by John Paul on more than one occasion.   

 

• True to the narcissism that permeates the attitude of the apostasy, the neo-catechumenal way 

concocted its own liturgy.  It was so sacrilegious and un-catholic that Pope Benedict XVI did, in 

fact, reprimand them.  This is quite a statement given the egregious nature of so many abuses 

throughout the world which garner no reaction whatsoever.  Still, John Paul did nothing and even 

spoke warmly of this movement which openly endorses heresy in its own catechism.  John Paul 

wrote a letter praising them as a “fruit of Vatican II,” yet, this is the same Pope who warned that 

many of the “fruits” of the Council originated from the Devil, something he may have failed to 

discern in this instance.   

 

The delusions of grandeur of its founder, Kiko Arguello, are certainly in accord with the self-

satisfied air that is indeed a “fruit” of the Council.  He stated that those who opposed his 

movement would be the Judases, condemned to damnation.  He is overtly heretical, stating that 

Jesus’ Sacrifice on the Cross was not an expiation for our sins, and explicitly teaches universal 

salvation.  This group formally qualifies as a cult; Kiko repeatedly has spoken against 

sacramental confession, but those who have escaped his cult have reported that public confession 

within the movement is subsequently used as a tool for blackmail. 

 

The neo-Catechumenal Way holds to the protestant principle that the Catholic Church corrupted 

and obscured the true church for centuries, and only at Vatican II was it restored.  The 

“Superiority to the Past” which is the calling card of current apostates is certainly evident in this 

self-satisfied estimation of Church history.  Their self-glorifying arrogance is summed up in their 

own catch-phrase, “We are a power!”  So is Satan, ye deceived ones.
16

 

 

• Focolare is a movement whose stated goal is “unity in the spirit.”  Which spirit, however, is 

anyone’s guess.  It is comprised of “Catholics,” Christians, Buddhists, Muslims and an 

assortment of new-agers.  It is precisely the type of religion sought by the New World Order, and 

they have the full support of Pope John Paul:  “Your congress can strengthen you in the 

ecumenical duty to hasten on the road towards that full unity for which Jesus prayed to the 

Father and for which he offered his very life.”
17

  This is nothing less than a complete and 

uncontestable Papal endorsement of syncretism, indifferentism and apostasy.  Christ no longer 

died for unity within His Church built on Peter, but for the very unity condemned by Popes time 

and again as the “unity” sought by the precursors to the antichrist.  The pope’s remarks were 
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specifically directed to Catholic bishops within the group; instead of calling them to the true 

Faith, he is encouraging them to hasten down the road of apostasy.    “Rome will lose the 

faith…” 

 

• Cardinal Ratzinger has likewise expressed his high regard for heretics, stating that he respects 

the path taken by Hans Kung as he “further distanced himself from the faith of the Church.”
18

  

Likewise, as seems to be compulsory in the Vatican these days, he is a fan of Martin Luther, 

“because of the greatness of his spiritual fervor.”
19

  Hence, it is okay, even admirable, to hate the 

Church and the Mass while calling the pope a Devil-worshipper, as long as it is done with fervor! 

 

 

Protecting the Wolves 

 

Apropos of the case of Carla Brucia, time and again the should-be-shepherds of the Vatican II Church 

have not only been remiss in keeping the wolves at bay, they have given them free access to the 

sheep.  Many aspects of the apostasy tie in to this grave act of omission and commission.  Religious 

indifferentism is certainly a component; since there is no true, absolute religion, “diversity” and 

“tolerance” are the greater goods, so orthodox and heretics, moral & immoral need to learn to coexist.  

Yet, in line with Sr. Lucy’s “diabolical disorientation,” even this is not really true.  The true Catholics 

who remain, when they insist that their bishops do their jobs, are often told that they, in fact, are the 

problem.  While the modernist may be guilty of heresy as defined by the Church, it is the wider 

Church of ecumenism that bishops defend, and its heresies include “intolerance,” and an inability to 

“dialogue” by insisting their position is superior, based on the outdated notion of one true religion 

and truth itself.  Not only do the true faithful not have a privileged place in their own household, they 

are regarded as the only true enemies. 

 

The deliberate attempts to pervert school children are among the most outrageous manifestations of 

the lack of leadership and protection and fostering of evil.  In “The Great Façade,” one of the authors 

recounts serving as legal counsel “to Catholic parents whose ten year old daughter was expelled from 

a ‘Catholic’ school in the Archdiocese of Miami because the parents refused to allow their little girl 

to study the details of sexual intercourse in the classroom – including descriptions of private parts and 

sexual actions so explicit that a local TV news reporter could not read them on the air.”
20

 It is not a 

question of scanning the globe looking for the one or two aberrations in an effort to distort the extent 

of the crisis.  As noted in another section, were I to recall every example, I would never lay down my 

pen.  I have direct experience of another similar occurrence. 

 

A “Catholic” high school in my archdiocese was “outed” for showing pornography to the students.  

The action taken against the school and its administration for mortal sins committed against minors 

and the corruption of their faith and innocence?  They were the beneficiaries of a press conference in 

which a Cardinal announced to the media that there was “no problem” at the school.  Disappointed at 

the cowardice of such a response, at the time I had hoped that at least in private a reprimand was 

issued; I don’t know if this is the case, I only know that nothing changed.  Over a decade later, I was 

speaking with a Greek Orthodox priest who was completely at a loss as to what to do; his 

parishioners were attending the same school, and being exposed to pornography, lesbian advocacy, 

and many heresies, some of which were directed against the person of Christ Himself.  “No problem” 

at this school, says a prince of the Church building the “civilization of love” of the Novus Ordo 

Church.  Sorry, ladies; you are the “Carla Brucias” of the New Springtime, and you just don’t matter.  

You are the acceptable casualties of our liberal experiment in which the worst run free.  Your rights?  

Your right to be protected from filth, your right to learn Catholic moral teaching, your right to receive 
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the foundation that will make you good wives and mothers, the rights of your parents who paid an 

obscene tuition believing they were paying for a Catholic education?  ‘You have no rights; I am a law 

unto myself, and the only “rights of man” I acknowledge are those I find personally convenient.’ The 

Church and the world are one; as is the farcical nature of the “human rights” we love to publicly 

proclaim as we perpetually deny them to our weakest members 

 

The Great Façade likewise refers its readers to an article, “The Sodomization of Innocence” to be 

found at Catholictradition.org, which reveals how deep-seated and pervasive is this effort to destroy 

the innocence of children and the systemic refusal of the Church’s “shepherds” to intervene.  Perhaps 

overt pornography is the exception, but feeding the sheep to the wolves is the rule.  It is beyond the 

scope of this book, but a simple internet search will provide the reader with more data than he will 

ever be able to synthesize.  Virtually every Catholic high school and college is a school of apostasy, 

where innocence is lost and the faith is dissolved.  The sin of fraud can be added to the neglect and 

malice complicit in this situation, as parents pay astronomical tuitions in the belief that their child is 

being given a Catholic education.  Bishops will give a token rebuke when the media spotlight is 

shining on them, but colleges are never flat-out stripped of their Catholic status.  Real estate 

outweighs the Faith as leverage for the role of chaplains to the New World Order.   

      

Abortion provides a stark backdrop highlighting the inversion of priorities.  In much of the public’s 

eye, Catholicism is the world’s strongest anti-abortion advocate.  This indicates a couple of things; 

first of all, that despite all of the failures of her members, the Church cannot fail.  Abortion is evil, 

Pope John Paul stated it hundreds of times, and most bishops will muster a campaign to oppose any 

new legislation that seeks to advance abortion.  At the same time, however, it also demonstrates the 

Church’s acquiescence to the New World Order and the secondary status of matters of Faith. 

 

Cardinal Ratzinger once referred to the optimism of “The Kennedy Era” as being influential at 

Vatican II.  Perhaps he was saying more than he realized.  In an effort to gain office in a nation whose 

prejudice left it wary of a Catholic president, Kennedy made a speech in which he assured Americans 

that his faith would not be a factor in his presidency.
21

  This relegation of Catholicism to a purely 

“private matter,” is perfectly in line with the Church’s enemies: “believe what you want, just don’t 

act upon it.”  This, too, is the Vatican II model.  Just as the placing of the Secretary of State above the 

guardian of doctrine demonstrated, political ends supersede religious principles in ways that have 

already been noted.  The Church will speak against abortion, but not act against those who promote 

it.  While there are notable, courageous exceptions among bishops, and some publicly declare pro-

abortion politicians prohibited from receiving Holy Communion, they are in the minority, and Pope 

John Paul was not among them.  

 

The renunciation of authority 

 

The Church’s history is replete with courageous popes who suffered exile, imprisonment, torture and 

death, because they refused to compromise on the truth.  Yet, while Pope John Paul was tireless in 

speaking out against this evil, he was equally obstinate in his refusal to actually do anything to its 

promoters.  Again, we see that political considerations, not Christ or the salvation of souls, as the 

greatest good, as sacrilegious communions multiply, scandal increases, and evil men are placated by 

their unpunished rejection of Church teaching.  Did you eat less than an hour before Communion?  

Then the Church has no trouble saying you can’t receive.  Are you divorced and civilly remarried?  

Then you can’t receive.  Have you passed legislation that has allowed for the dismemberment and 

murder of tens of millions of babies?  Gee, we’re not sure; it’s such a complicated question, after all.  

As one emasculated Cardinal of the “New Springtime” so cravenly stated, “we don’t need bishops to 
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get into the act.”
22

  “The act?”  By that do you mean the murder of babies and sacrilege?  Is that the 

“act” of which you are speaking, Eminence?  Yes, the apostasy has begun at the top, the shepherds 

refuse to lead, love has turn to hate, and this is only the beginning. 

 

If we a follow a logical train of thought, it is precisely Pope John Paul’s adamant condemnation of 

abortion which, while in the specific instance would seem to oppose moral relativism, in a larger 

concentric circle seemed to give it sanction.  If even abortion, the evil against which the Pope spoke 

most frequently and passionately is so “un” absolute that promoting it does not lead to 

excommunication or any specific sanction, then what is left to actually stand for?  [Precisely the 

pacifism engendered by the globalists in order to stave off any resistance – soon to follow] The 

Masonic Cardinal Suenens spoke of this type of moral relativism in the most positive of terms:  

“Morality is first and foremost alive, a dynamism of life, and therefore subject to an interior growth 

that rejects any kind of fixity.”
23

  This is precisely the “faith” sought by the agents of the apostasy, 

and fostered after the Council:  be as passionate as you want, but keep your passion to yourself.   

Don’t let it stand in the way of political ties and the “new humanity” of the global community.  Your 

Catholicism is a private matter; keep it personal, and we can all get along. Learn to dialogue in a 

spirit of tolerance and diversity!  As with the heretical writers before the council, once you set 

yourself on the slippery slope of tolerating heretics, you will soon find yourself honoring them… 

 

One pitiful example of this liberal incoherence is New York’s former Cardinal, John O’Connor.  He 

was so adamant in his pro-life efforts that he even founded a religious order devoted to the cause.  

Yet, he wasn’t so adamant that he could let it interfere with his standing among politicians.  He co-

authored a book with former mayor, Edward Koch, a militant abortion advocate, along with “gay 

rights.”  He was not alone in his desire to grovel to the men whose evil he spoke against… 

 

 On September 27, 2004, Pope John Paul bestowed Papal Knighthood on Julian Hunte, a pro abortion 

politician from the West Indies who was instrumental in legalizing abortion in his own country (St. 

Lucia).  “I think every woman must have a choice.  I am a pro-choice man,”
24

 said John Paul’s 

knight.  This was no aberration that flew in under the radar.  In 2011 Dr. Miguel Nicolelis, a  pro-

abortion, pro gay-marriage scientist was appointed to the Vatican’s Pontifical Academy of Sciences.   

 

This type of pseudo-Catholicism, occasionally strong on words, random in application, fearful of any 

repercussion, is completely conducive with the type of conservatism the liberal world will endure, as 

in reality in conserves nothing.  At a political summit in recent memory, a large group of protestors 

was expected, so the organizers provided a caged-off “protest section.”  Anybody protesting outside 

the predetermined area was arrested.  The irony was as thick as the protestors were pitiful; ‘we are 

here to protest you – where’s the cage in which you will allow us to do that?’  Likewise, even when 

the conservative leaders of the Church rebuke the liberal wing, it is often only the terms that they will 

allow.  Liberals themselves don’t live by these rules; they are simply the ones they have created to 

keep the occasional conservative overlord subservient, even as they entertain the delusion that they 

are strong and in charge.  So, yes, Holy Father, you can write your encyclical; but don’t dream of 

excommunicating me or denying me a photo-op with you on my next trip to Rome.  Yes, local 

bishop, you can run your mail-in campaign on your pre-printed postcards telling me how all of your 

Catholics oppose my bill, but don’t tell them not to vote for me or to deny me communion and, by the 

way, we’ll see you at the luncheon at the governor’s mansion next week, right?  Of course; no need to 

let the faith get in the way of our superficial, non-threatening (to you) coexistence. 

 

In Roman Catholicism, you are excommunicated, with book, bell and candle.  You are denied Holy 

Communion, barred from the church building, and refused Christian burial.  Of course, liberals don’t 
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allow us to have recourse to any of these, and so we don’t.  Instead, you are granted all of these 

things, in the full light of the media, showing to the world that we are willing to get along, the weak 

Catholic that it really doesn’t matter all that much, and to the faithful Catholic that there is a frightful 

crisis upon us, whether you call it the great apostasy or not. 

 

More on the Renunciation of Authority 

 

Backtracking a few decades, however, this mark of the apostasy, refusing to lead, was manifest from 

the onset of the Council.  This is essential to the larger context of this unit: The Restrainer Removed.  

Just as the removal of restrainers could precondition the faithful for moral lawlessness, the absence of 

rightful juridical authority would facilitate the rise of both secular and ecclesial lawlessness.  Here are 

but a few examples: 

 

• When the French bishops issued a catechism containing serious errors, Cardinal Ratzinger at first 

criticized it.  Yet, once politics came in to play, he withdrew his criticisms almost immediately.  

The French bishops published his withdrawal, so in the end his criticisms became a type of 

endorsement.
25

   

 

• Cardinal Heenan had to concede in 1968:  “The magisterium has survived only in the Pope.  It is 

no longer exercised by the bishops and it is rather difficult to get the hierarchy to condemn a 

false doctrine.  Outside Rome the magisterium today is so unsure of itself that it no longer even 

attempts to lead.”
26

   

 

• This poor caliber of bishop seems to have been elective, as Cardinal Ratzinger conceded:  “In the 

first years following the Council, the candidate to the episcopate seemed to be a priest primarily 

‘opened to the world,’ and indeed, this prerequisite topped the list.  After the 1968 movement, 

with the worsening of the crisis, it was discovered, not seldom through bitter experiences, that 

what was needed were bishops open to the world, and yet concurrently capable of standing up to 

the world and to its harmful tendencies.”
27

 

 

• To reiterate perhaps the gravest example, we harken back to the perpetual thread of the past 

century:  Fatima.  In renouncing both the command of the Mother of God and his own duty as 

universal shepherd, Pope John stated that he did not think it was his place to meddle in 

prophecies.  Then whose is it?  The Church’s renunciation of her role as shepherd has led, not 

only to the annihilation of nations foretold at Fatima, but the loss of faith in so many millions 

more, because their shepherds absolutely refused to protect them from the wolves given free rein 

in their schools, universities, seminaries and parishes.  Sadly, many of the bishops would have 

sided with the wolves anyway… 

 

This apathy on the part of churchmen and faithful alike, both by example and in the Catholic 

subconscious, will lead to another symptom of the apostasy, and another cause for the elect being led 

astray:  

 

Pacifism. 
 

The power of evil men lives on the cowardice of the good. 

-St. John Bosco 
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Pacifism in this context means more than simply not acknowledging any just cause for an armed 

conflict, even self defense; it is also more personal.  From the secular end of the advancement towards 

the reign of the Antichrist, engendering total apathy in people has always been part of the program.  A 

Russian defector spoke of his job in “brainwashing” students in Europe.  He stated that people who 

watch spy movies would be disappointed; it was not a matter of dark rooms, tortuous conditions and 

inducing a total mental breakdown; it was simply a matter of the day-to-day techniques used in the 

classroom.  He said the ultimate point was to “de-moralize” people; to either rob them of a sense of right 

and wrong (the explicit plan of the U.N.) or at least leave them so lacking in conviction that they would 

not take action if something they regarded as wrong were happening (i.e.,  many American youths 

would simply begin to record the event so as to allow the world to enjoy the victim’s suffering on the 

internet).  The goal was a state of complete apathy in light of government action.  When he relented of 

this dehumanization and defected to the United States, he was amazed to see how much further down 

that road we had gone. Again, this is an explicit plan, not a conspiracy theory, and the evidence is 

“hidden in plain sight.”  What are the three things for which a man has always been willing to fight and 

die?  His religion, his family, and his country.  This is why freemasonry extols religious indifferentism 

and has always used its political power to legalize divorce; the state is to be your only loyalty, the only 

“absolute” to which you cling and can never renounce; towards all else, a sense of apathy is fostered. 

 

 Aldous Huxley, of the same family of eugenicists as the afore-mentioned Julian Huxley, stated in a 

speech: “We are in a process of developing a whole series of techniques which will enable the whole 

controlling oligarchy to get people actually to love their servitude.  People can be made to enjoy a state 

of affairs which, by any decent standard, they ought not to enjoy.  These methods, I think, are a real 

refinement on the older methods of terror because they combine methods of terror with methods of 

acceptance.”
28

  He explicitly stated that the use of pharmaceuticals to control moods would be a key 

component.  Evolution, psychology, radical environmentalism and sex-education are likewise central 

elements, as each tends towards a de-humanization which will render humans less indignant, less 

outraged, less likely to react to the mistreatment of humans, themselves included.  Again, these are 

explicit programs, and I invite the reader to investigate the fine research found in some of the books 

listed in the bibliography.  Now, we return to the religious dimension… 

 

As part of the “diabolical disorientation” ravaging the Church, Orwellian concepts abound.  Love has 

turned to hate, a refusal to lead is considered pastoral genius, an unprecedented dissolution of the 

Church in absolutely every single element of her life is dubbed “A New Springtime,” heretical sects 

brandish letters of  recommendation from the Pope, not Bulls of condemnation,  decimating a Church 

built by our ancestors makes us superior to them, and them a source of embarrassment to us; in short, in 

every measure in which we collectively come up as pathetic failures, unworthy of our glorious and 

heroic ancestors, we fabricate some glib cliché or twist of logic in which the truth of the matter is 

concealed from ourselves, and we are led to believe in our superiority for precisely those reasons that we 

are in fact vastly inferior.   

 

A false sense of courage certainly comes into play.  Paul VI exhibited some of this self-serving, or at 

least self-numbing, convolution of concepts in appraising his own failure to lead the Church during this 

unprecedented crisis of his own creation.  His words of June 21, 1972 reveal the following:  “Perhaps 

the Lord has called me to this service not because I have any flare for it, or because I govern and rescue 

the Church from her present difficulties, but because I suffer something for the Church and because, it 

appear clearly that He, and not another, guides her and saves her.  We confide this sentiment surely not 

to make a public, thus conceited, act of humility, but so that it be given to you, too, to enjoy the 

tranquility that we derive from it, thinking that not our weak and inexperienced hand is at the helm of 

the boat of Peter, but the invisible, and yet strong and loving hand of the Lord.”
29
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So it is precisely the man whose job it is to lead the Church who best exercises that office by not 

leading, thus allowing Jesus to take all the credit?  As Mr. Amerio opined, “In letting his own 

inclinations take precedence over the demands of his office, the Pope seems to imply that there is more 

humility in suffering than in working to fulfill his functions.  I am not sure the idea is justified:  is it 

necessarily more humble to set oneself the goal of suffering for the Church than to admit that one must 

work for it?”
30

  Likewise, there is an unmistakable air of irony, if not hypocrisy.  He was quite 

convinced he was in charge when he acted in so many ways detrimental to the Church and far exceeding 

his authority; yet, once the price of his recklessness was made apparent, the Papacy became “God’s job” 

again. 

 

The Pope speaks of his apathy, his renunciation of responsibility, as a source of tranquility, expressing 

his hope that others experience this same type of tranquility.  Yet, this is by no means the peace of 

Christ, acquired by laboring in His name; this is the peace of unconditional surrender, renouncing our 

responsibilities under the pious pretense that Jesus can do it better anyway.  This is a commendation of 

the type of apathy condemned by Pope Pius X, as he rightly saw it as a “restrainer removed,” giving the 

devil greater inroads.  “In our time more than ever before the greatest asset of the evilly disposed is the 

cowardice and weakness of good men, and all the vigor of Satan’s reign is due to the easygoing 

weakness of Catholics.  Oh!  If I might ask the divine Redeemer, as the prophet Zachary did in spirit:  

‘What are those wounds in the midst of Your hands?’ the answer would not be doubtful.  ‘With these I 

was wounded in the house of those who loved Me.  I was wounded by My friends who did nothing to 

defend Me and who, on every occasion, made themselves the accomplices of My adversaries.’  And this 

reproach can be leveled at the weak and timid Catholics of all countries.”
31

   

 

The apathy condemned by Pius has nothing to do with the meekness of Christ, which perhaps we 

deceive ourselves into believing we possess when we offer no resistance.  Christ was led off to slaughter 

for our salvation, the ultimate act of self-sacrifice; we remain silent as an act of self-preservation despite 

the slaughter and destruction which surround us, willing to be faithful, but only until we or our comforts 

are placed at risk.    The enemies of Pius XII surrounded the Vatican, threatening to carry him off into 

exile, a fate suffered by many of his predecessors, and a fate he was prepared to suffer as well.  Today, 

our enemies enter solemnly through the magnificent Bronze Door, are treated like royalty, provided 

photo-ops by which they can demonstrate that their hatred of us and murder of babies is by no means an 

impediment to diplomatic ties, and depart with gifts and honors heaped upon them.   

 

One of countless such examples is found in the pages of “The Devil’s Final Battle.”
32

  Mikhail 

Gorbachev, an unabashed atheist who commits all of his energies to promoting abortion and population 

control, was given a platform at the Vatican, where he addressed Pope John Paul and many high ranking 

curial officials, along with five thousand guests.  He is little more than a polished, cosmopolitan version 

of his predecessor Stalin but, since we had already given the Communists a Council, I guess they started 

to feel at home in the Vatican.  Now, not only do we not condemn them, we congregate an audience for 

them and pass them the microphone. 

 

Paul VI said, “We wish to give our life a sense.  Life is worth the sense we give to it, the direction we 

impart to it, the end we direct it to.  What is the end?  It is peace.”
33

  To the Christian, the end is Christ. 

To the secular relativist, life is worth what we say it is worth and our end is what we decide it is, not 

given an intrinsic worth and a supernatural end by the God who gives us life.  The peace of which Paul 

dreamed was not the peace of Christ, but the peace of unconditional surrender.  Cardinal Biffi said in a 

speech to Pope Benedict “The Antichrist presents himself as a pacifist, ecologist and ecumenist.  He 
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convokes an ecumenical council and seeks the consensus of all the Christian confessions, conceding 

something to each one.”
34

 

The Antichrist will advocate pacifism as he wants to find a world and a Church which believes there is 

nothing worth fighting for, and people so subtly conditioned to apathy and decadence that both morally 

and psychologically resistance is no longer  possible.   Vatican II popes have repeatedly asserted that 

there is no longer any such thing as a just war.  Hence, even a man of such sober mindedness as Cardinal 

Ottaviani could not see the peril in all of the nations of the world surrendering their autonomy to a 

godless global authority, and popes explicitly saying this to the United Nations.   While this applies to 

many levels of the discussion presented in this book, here we see demonstrated the convergence of a 

number of characteristics which allowed the Church’s enemies to gain so much ground and destroy so 

much of the Church’s foundation.  The belief that current man had evolved and was superior could not 

but lead to a diminishing of the awareness of original sin and the evil of which every man is capable, 

especially when given a mega-measure of mankind’s most ancient corrupter – power.   Likewise, while 

the Church has always, like the angel on Christmas, addressed herself to men of goodwill, the Vatican II 

Church does not like to recognize that there may actually be men of bad will.  Hence we have Pope 

John’s overly-positive and, frankly, dishonest portrait of the world stated at the Council’s opening.  We 

have Paul VI freeing heretical writers from their censures, certain that their free pass will convince them 

to never do it again.  Pope Paul would also allow Communists to choose his bishops for him, even as 

they martyred millions of his children.  He uttered no protest, and received nothing in return for his 

acquiescence, except he himself was left unscathed in the comfort of the Vatican.  Pope John wants to 

show mercy to errors, believing that men are about to abandon all of their errors anyway.  We have John 

Paul compulsively apologizing to the Church’s enemies for things that never happened, or did happen 

and are entirely justified, truly believing that our enemies would embrace us for this display of humility, 

rather than being emboldened by this display of weakness.  Politicians who foster abortion are not 

denied Holy Communion; if we are just “nice,” to them they will allow us to exist.  Muslims will stop  

persecuting Christians, only if they see that we have abandoned every claim to being the True Religion 

and now declared ourselves co-evangelizers of the world with them, as together we worship “the One 

True God.”   A pope has assured us that the more people reject God the more open they are to Him, and 

that even those who explicitly reject the Church are somehow a part of it.  There are no bad guys, right?   

Only people who, even if the reject Christ, somehow do form that one Church, even if they hate the 

Church, and would gladly abandon their errors if only they recognized them as such.  Of course, the 

Church no longer corrects error and has stricken from the Catechism the Spiritual Work of Mercy of 

reproving the sinner; we are pacifists now.  If we reprove the sinner he might not like us, and really, he 

has no need of conversion anyway.  If they don’t correct their errors of their own volition, then we need 

to stop speaking about the truth which juxtaposes them as being in error, because we only want to talk 

about what unites us rather than divides.   

 

 In the end, pacifism is the logical result of a Church who no longer believes in herself.  This is not only 

in the political sense of refusing to acknowledge any just cause for force, but in virtually every element 

of her being.  Ultimately, pacifism allows the Vatican II Church to deceive herself.  Rather than 

acknowledge that we are cowards who fear standing up to the world and losing our tax-exempt status, 

government assistance, and seats of honor at civic affairs, we try to convince ourselves that our apathy is 

actually genius, a measure of prudence which our poor martyred ancestors lacked, whereby we only 

rebuke the world in the gentlest of terms and most confined of contexts, and then proceed to give them 

the Body of Christ and assure them that there will be no real consequence, eternal or otherwise, for their 

sins.  After all, were not even sure whether or which souls go to hell, so why trouble you now when we 

ourselves remain so unsure? 
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 I don’t think it is a very wild speculation to proffer the hypothesis that, as the Church has lost all 

conviction about herself, her mission and her essence, and is now content to form one element of the 

amorphous blob that is to be the “new humanity” of the one (enslaved) global community, we actually 

think others feel the same way.  They don’t; Muslims have shown no corresponding depletion of their 

religious convictions.  Liberals hate the Church and will not rest until she is extinguished, and the Devil 

is the same as he has always been, except now finds himself attacking a Church which no longer cares to 

defend herself against her supra-natural enemies either.  The Church’s pacifism, perhaps best revealed in 

her banishment of the phrase “Church Militant,” extends to the visible and invisible.  Perhaps the 

Church does so little to defend herself and her children because, in a fantastic deception of the antichrist, 

she no longer believes they are worth defending, and somehow regards her apathy as heroic, and the 

extinction of her past form as well-deserved.  Instead, the new Church wants to embrace all of humanity 

under the umbrella of the one-world-order with her supreme governing body, actually dreaming that we 

would be welcomed, not liquidated. 

 

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 for 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 via the 

triumph of the Faith, and the Church rejected her terms.  Now, the godless world offers its version of 

peace, via the triumph and rule of men of manifest evil, and we accept.   

 

 

An Apostasy Without Borders 

 

An element of the current apostasy which differentiates it from all others is the intermingling of apostasy 

and orthodoxy.  In every apostasy, schism, and heresy, either the guilty parties made their separation 

known by formally renouncing its ties to the Pope, or the Pope formally cut them off by declaring that 

their heresies had separated them from the Faith.  The simple, faithful Catholic, even if not sophisticated 

enough to detect the subtleties of a prince circumventing the apostolic constitution of the Church, or 

theologically versed enough to recognize nuanced, corrosive errors in writings or sermons, was always 

protected from following the road to ruin by these visible, unmistakable distinctions.  Today, they don’t 

exist.   

 

In my early days on the “John Paul the Great” train, I was told by my fellow papal sycophants that this 

was a sign of his genius:  by tolerating heretics, he had prevented a formal schism.  Yet, whom did this 

benefit?  Those same heretics have access, decade after decade, to the minds and souls of our children.  

The schools they control far outnumber those which hold to any genuine type of Catholic identity, 

formation, and education – seminaries included.  The same catechism offers both the protestant 

refutation and Catholic affirmation of the foundation of the Papacy.  The Vatican is home to both 

manifest heretics and true shepherds.  The “Culture of Death” is boldly renounced, and then its 

architects are warmly embraced.  A parish Mass is comparatively reverent, and then the next Mass 

proliferates abuses of every kind, as the priest preaches heresy and alters the words of consecration.  A 

faithful Catholic parent may actually find a semi-Catholic school for his child, but even there, the 

comparatively traditional teacher offers the liberal version of anti-Catholic history, presents evolution as 

a scientific fact, and admits that the Church teaches believing in Jesus isn’t necessary for salvation.  A 

document states unequivocally that protestants lack means necessary for salvation, and then protestant 

ministers are assured that they are, in fact, genuine priests.  The Pope is the Vicar of Christ whose 

principal purpose is the salvation of souls, yet the Pope is on record as not being sure that souls even 

need saving.  One day you can witness your Pope as a model of Catholic piety, engrossed in prayer 
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before the Blessed Sacrament, the next day he is joining pagans and animists in their prayers to false 

gods.  As one writer so succinctly summarized the incoherence that is the Vatican II Church; it is the 

Mad Hatter’s tea party writ large.
35

 

 

It is precisely this intermingling of all ideas and the relativism and indifferentism it embodies that was 

planned by the Masons:  one may find  Catholicism within the Catholic Church, but the Catholic Church 

is no longer the Catholic Church.  Simply stated, it cannot be trusted.  Maybe you are learning the truth, 

maybe you are not. Maybe the Mass you just attended was valid, maybe it was not. Maybe your children 

are being formed in the Faith, maybe their innocence is being corrupted.   It is a precursor to the one-

world-religion where tolerance reigns supreme, the hierarchy is purely ornamental and ceremonial, and 

one’s private convictions are not allowed to impede the greater cause of “the unity of all humanity.”  

Even one trying to be, and sincerely believing himself to be, a faithful Catholic may not be so; this is 

why “even the elect may be led astray.”  Their shepherds were “deceivers, themselves deceived,” (2 

Tim. 3:13)  and everything is a hazy shade of Catholic. 
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