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Chapter XIX 

Even The Elect: Part II 
 

Continuing our discussion of the preconditioning of the elect so as to leave them vulnerable for the 

apostasy, we have to look to “the elect” themselves and their role in this matter.  Many people who 

perhaps would have made fine Catholics were lost due to the fact that they were surrendered to liberals 

at an early age; such mutations at so formational a period are not insurmountable, but usually they last 

throughout a lifetime and, sadly, an eternity.  Yet, it is even those clergy, teachers and lay-Catholics 

whom we describe as “conservative” who likewise may leave their charges vulnerable.   
 

“The Final Curtain” 
 

I once read an excellent book on the self-inflicted demise of mainline Protestantism.  I found it relevant 

to the ongoing self-destruction of the Catholic Church as the author, a conservative protestant, retraced 

the trajectory of the dissolution of protestantism into secular liberalism in a manner which greatly 

resembled the Catholic Church’s mad dash towards obsolescence and extinction.  In the end, however, I 

was saddened that the author could not bring himself to pull back “the final curtain.”  He seemed a 

sincere, Christ-loving man who had a clear vision of the hazy path these church’s had taken, and a gift 

for articulating complex movements into understandable prose.  Yet, as he one by one pulled back the 

layers of error that led to the current state – moral relativism, liberalism, political advocacy trumping 

personal holiness, using scripture scholarship as a pretense to empty scripture of its reliability and 

meaning, etc.. – he stopped short of the final curtain; protestantism itself.  Even with so much clarity as 

to the state of his church, he wanted to believe that these were mutations and contradictions of its source, 

not the logical digression thereof.  Be it his sense of loyalty or a natural disinclination to strike so 

violently at the foundation of his own faith, it was a step which either consciously or subconsciously he 

could not make. 
 

The faithful Catholic, the elect, likewise can find themselves staring at this final curtain; at least this one 

did.  One by one we peeled back the layers erected by those who sought to rob us of genuine faith.  We 

saw through the dissenters who teach Catholics that morality is a personal choice; we didn’t believe the 

priests that told us Sunday Mass was optional and that things were not grave sins when we knew they 

were.  Despite the relentless diet of sappy, self-centered prayer services that were inflicted upon us as 

children, we arrived at some measure of a serious spiritual life.  Despite anemic and oftentimes heretical 

religious education and Catholic schools that sought to make us atheists, we kept the faith and of our 

own volition gained a foundational knowledge of it.  No matter how many times we were assured that 

all religions are paths to God, we held firm the conviction that Catholicism is the one true religion.  

Despite a lifetime of witnessing glib, irreverent and perhaps sacrilegious treatment of the Blessed 

Sacrament, we found a love for Christ in the Eucharist and seek opportunities for adoration and strive to 

bring a reverent presence to a sometimes less-than-reverent Novus Ordo Mass.  The feminist nun who 

taught us to hate the Church did not succeed; She is Our Mother and His Bride, and all of the Judases 

within will never drive us out.  The emasculated bishop who left our religious formation in the hands of 
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heretics, liberals, and degenerates who wanted to rob us of innocence and faith was foiled; he lacked the 

courage to stand up to them, but we had the grace to see through them. Lifelong protestants, evangelicals 

and pagans have pulled back the layers and recognized that it was the foundation of their religion itself 

that was false, and so found the Church and, by the grace of God remained, even as that same Church 

taught them that their conversion wasn’t necessary and sometimes was more protestant and pagan than 

what they left behind.   

 

We are the elect; but that is not enough, because even the elect may be led astray.  How?  Perhaps it is 

our unwillingness to pull back that final curtain and recognize how deeply the Church’s crisis runs, even 

as we believe we have navigated past all of the dangers.  Even the people who have helped us remain 

among the elect may have, unwittingly I’m sure, left a landmine or two along the way that may claim us 

still. 
 

The Dimming of the Intelligence 

 

This warning of Our Lady of LaSalette likewise finds its fulfillment in institutions which are regarded as 

faithful to authentic Catholicism, and in most respects are.  Yet, the cracks remain, and they can develop 

into chasms.  Underlying this possibility is the same fatal flaw exhibited in the type of orthodoxy that 

retains its beliefs, but only acts upon them in the categories permitted by liberals.  The same can be true 

of the current conservative Catholic:  even as we are Catholic in our beliefs, we can be liberal in our 

categories of thought, only expressing our Orthodoxy in the manner deemed acceptable by the 

prevailing culture.  First, however, it is vital to consider that the orthodoxy of the contemporary 

conservative Catholic, while sincere, is sometimes based on incomplete data. 
 

• Conservative Catholics, in line with Vatican II Popes, do not often appeal to anything 

preconciliar.  Therefore, such Catholics are not aware, at least not in any depth, to the extent to 

which post-conciliar popes are in complete contradiction of all of their predecessors, and in fact 

stand condemned by their very words. 

 

• Although most conservative Catholics are aware that the secular version of Church history is 

oftentimes distorted, if not outright false, their version is tainted by the presumed superiority to 

the past as underscored by Pope John Paul’s endless apologies.  Even the history taught in fairly 

conservative schools offers the unquestioned moniker of “Dark Ages” for that period of history 

where Faith prevailed, and gives a distorted ratio of the number of “bad popes,” and a sometimes 

unfair critique of just how “ bad” they were (e.g. the Avignon Popes). 

 

• Imitating the political correctness of liberals:  In secular life, a conservative Catholic knows how 

difficult it is to have an intelligent conversation with a liberal.  As soon as they sense that one of 

the boundaries of their “religion” is being transgressed, they reach into their bag of conversation-

stopping buzzwords; words such as “intolerant,” “anti-semetic,” “homo-phobic,” and of course, 

the ever popular “racist” are employed to prevent intelligence, facts, and reality from figuring 
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into the conversation.  The fact that these words in no way describe what was said or the person 

speaking is of no matter; most liberals are truly dense and the scope of their intellectual capacity 

is in fact reduced to such knee-jerk reactions and sacrosanct clichés.  Others realize the bigger 

picture; their position can’t stand the test of true logic, so they have instead created a social and 

intellectual atmosphere where logic is not allowed to exist and those who challenge their feeble 

position are stigmatized with a label that is a death knell in our moronic society.   
 

Unfortunately, and probably unbeknownst to them, conservative Catholics employ this same method 

when logical progression, the teachings of popes, facts and reality stretch their conservative Catholic 

knowledge to a frontier they dread to cross: the final curtain.  Here, all intelligence is suspended and 

buzzwords take charge, because following the train of logic would take them somewhere they have been 

programmed to believe is wrong.  So many times I have had conversations with good, sincere, 

conservative Catholics; yet, once I present them with facts that rattle the “house of cards” that is the 

result of years of propaganda interwoven with orthodox teaching, they recoil and I am dismissed with 

“That’s pre-Vatican II!,” or “you sound like a Lefebvrite!” or the oft-entreated, “But John Paul said..,”  

These are the same clichés they learned from their conservative Catholic teachers, and they have taken 

root.   
 

Recently I was speaking with a conservative, highly educated priest about some of the topics in this 

book. He cut me off with a friendly but derisive, “you sound like a conspiracy theorist!”  Precisely the 

phrase used in secular parlance to discredit anybody who suggests that less than benevolent forces may 

actually work together for an undesirable, if not sinister, end.  In the secular world this bit of Skinnerian 

conditioning works, and those you can successfully tag with this label are deemed too crazy to be 

listened to, let alone believed, despite the mountain of facts they possess.  Yet, to not believe there are 

conspiracies is to be ignorant of both history and the spiritual life, as the devil, the world, and the flesh 

conspire to lead us to sin.  Many Catholics have made this knee-jerk reaction their own, and so refuse to 

go where logic might lead and contribute to the dimming of their own intellect.  Pope Gregory XVI 

rightly recognized that the current attacks on the Church were indeed “the terrible conspiracy of impious 

men.”
1
  Yet, today, the use of this phrase may sound a bit suspect even to a faithful Catholic, as so often, 

even as we believe like Catholics, we think like liberals, and have our barriers of sacrosanct clichés and 

slogans that we refuse to breach, and a shaky version of history that we dare not scrutinize.     

 

A few anecdotes 
 

A decade ago I first came upon the Pelagian assertion in Gaudium et Spes that “man perfects himself.”  

Upon seeing a friend, a well-educated Catholic of formidable intelligence, I said, “Joe, tell me what you 

think of this sentence I came across. ‘Man perfects himself.’”  Without a moment’s hesitation he 

answered, “just the typical pap of a self-worshipping modern man.”  I then told him the source; he was 

visibly startled and then endeavored to correct himself and explain the context which the council “must 

have meant” to make it acceptable.  Too intelligent and honest to last long in the endeavor, he conceded 

that there was no such context.  Yet, what he did momentarily, other faithful Catholics have done for 
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decades; since it comes from the Council, truth, doctrine, and the meaning of words are of secondary 

considerations; if the Council said it, it must be right; John Paul the Great said so.   
 

When Pope Benedict XVI unveiled his coat of arms, the Papal Tiara was removed from its centuries’ old 

place above the “Keys of the Kingdom” and replaced with a miter.  A priest I knew immediately opined, 

“Oh I’m so glad he changed that – they had been doing that for centuries!”  His voice even picked up a 

tone of disdain as he referred to the past.  It was amazing how quickly this fine Catholic priest was 

thinking like a protestant simply because a Pope had done so.  The Catholic hermeneutic is, if something 

has endured for centuries, that is all the more reason to retain it.  Protestants, and the Vatican II Church, 

have had the opposite approach, seeking to eliminate anything that might remind the faithful that the 

Church actually preceded them.  If a week earlier I had said to this priest, “Cardinal Mahoney said that 

the tiara is outdated and the pope shouldn’t have it on his coat of arms,” his answer would have been 

something like my own; a derisive statement about what a shallow, protestant notion that was.  While 

this may seem comparatively trivial (which it is not), it embodies a broader mindset; even faithful 

Catholics so often can’t see and discern based on the truth of a matter and the logical implications; 

instead, if it is done by a Pope in the name of Vatican II, it has to be good.  Doctrine and the contrary 

teachings of previous popes, even every previous pope, notwithstanding, intelligence is suspended and 

the case is closed. 
 

Please bear with me as I offer a few more anecdotes, as they reflect a larger reality, and show how even 

the finest of the Church’s priests oftentimes don’t grasp the source and magnitude of the crisis which 

they acknowledge exists (I do not claim that I do – at best I am a millimeter ahead of the curve).  I knew 

an elderly, wise and holy priest.  He was a professor of Church history, and seemed to be a capable one 

at that.  Yet, I myself was discovering more and more about the true origin of the Novus Ordo and 

shared my concerns with him.  He gave me the standard conservative Catholic response that it was 

merely a furthering of the liturgical reform begun by Pope Pius XII.  I knew enough of the history to 

know this was merely a misleading justification, yet this is the liberalized version of history taught in 

conservative settings.  When I told him the Novus Ordo was written by a mason he shot back with a 

touch of condescension, “where do you get this stuff!”  When I told him that Archbishop Bugnini 

himself conceded that this was the reason for his exile, he fell into a disturbed silence.  He truly had not 

known; an intelligent man and a fine priest who spent his life in an academic environment, experienced 

firsthand the loss of reverence and priestly identity as well as the exponential insurgence of impiety and 

sacrilege, had been given the standard line that was meant to prevent the faithful from pulling back that 

final curtain. This was the version he believed, and so passed on to other conservative Catholics. 
 

In one parish I had a conversation about the non-blessing of holy water that sounded like a poor caliber 

comedy routine.  In the sacristy I asked the priest if he had ever noticed that the laminated card with the 

prayer for blessing the water in fact did not bless the water at all.  He responded, “that’s the prayer in 

The Book of Blessings.”  “Yes, I know that,” I responded, “but the fact is, it does not bless the water.”  

“That’s the prayer from the book of blessings,” he responded.  “Yes, but read the words!  There is no 
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actual blessing!”  “That’s the prayer from the Book of Blessings,” he responded.  The Vatican approved 

it; it must be fine; something as secondary as the actual meaning of words can’t get in the way.   
 

 Obedience is a virtue, but not when it is mindless or uninformed.  The due limits of authority forge the 

parameters of the obedience due to that authority, but many faithful Catholics are unaware as to what 

these limits are, or even that they exist in the case of a Pope and a Council [Saints and Doctors of the 

Church have testified that such limits can be exceeded].  The Pope and every legitimate authority are to 

be obeyed, but only when they obey the due limits of their office. Yet, those quarters of the Church 

which one would regard as conservative have been influenced by a relentless propaganda campaign 

which ensures us that anything that comes from the Vatican or is done by a Pope cannot be questioned.  

Here are some examples of how the post-conciliar apparatus has sought to influence minds and 

predispose Catholics to a false notion of obedience.  The Catholic is to pledge undying fidelity to a Faith 

and a Religion (of which the Papacy is an integral part), not just a Pope and a Council.  These concepts 

are not one and the same; the latter is subject to the former; yet, “the elect” believe them to be 

interchangeable, because the latter have assured us that they are in fact the ultimate embodiment of the 

former.   

 

The Propaganda Campaign 
 

“Good Pope John” 

 

Why was he so “good?”  Because we have always been told so; because he was jolly and capable of a 

memorable quip from time to time.  The legend of  “good” Pope John is a piece of propaganda to which 

virtually every conservative Catholic subscribes.  Yet, ask them why they subscribe to this cliché, and 

more likely than not they can only answer with another cliché.   
 

• The media blitz:  Having found a Pope who so sharply contrasted with Pius XII, the media were 

quick to promulgate his status as the “kind and paternal pope,” as opposed to the “sever and 

authoritarian” one who preceded him.  To demonstrate to the world that the “Good” Pope had a 

pastoral sensitivity hitherto unknown in the Papacy, his visits to a local hospital and prison were 

widely broadcast.  In fact, it is precisely these instances which were presented to me in seminary 

Church History class as proof of his surpassing goodness.  After one such visit he was even tagged 

with the honor of “saint,” so daring did the liberal media portray these common actions as being.   
     

Yet, this was nothing more than media propaganda.  John’s predecessors, even his immediate ones, 

visited those exact same institutions.  Although not widely publicized, photographs exist of Pope 

Pius XII in his blood-stained white cassock comforting and anointing casualties on the streets of 

Rome after a bombing raid during WWII.  Of course, Pius was the ice-cold diplomat never 

venturing beyond the safety [sic!] of the Vatican walls, according to the secular media.  Yet, the 

“Good” Pope would change all of that, and be pope for the people.  The media machinery was in 
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full tilt, and the faithful followed, believing that “the new face of the Papacy” was superior to the 

old.   
 

• A more complete picture of John is something less flattering.  Perhaps nothing is more revealing of 

the dark side of the “good pope” as his treatment of a true Saint, Padre Pio.  St. Pio was the victim 

of new persecutions under Pope John, which ended with John issuing disciplinary actions against 

him.  As part of the campaign against Padre Pio, a confession made to him was recorded and ended 

up in the possession of the Pope.
2
  While John was not so much of a modernist that he would listen 

to this act of sacrilege, he did nothing whatsoever to punish the guilty parties.  Only the victim was 

punished, and so the last true saint was yet another “Carla Brucia” of the civilization of love; the 

victim of that liberal love which cares little for the innocent in its concern for leaving the guilty at 

liberty.   
 

• The “Good” pope had further insults to offer the true saint.  Padre Pio celebrated his fiftieth 

anniversary as a priest the same day as two other friars in his monastery.  These two received a 

telegram of congratulation from the Vatican, but there was none for Padre Pio.  In addition, 

L’Osservatore Romano was ordered to make no mention of the anniversary. 
 

The juxtaposition of facts could not shed a more revealing light on the myth of “Good” Pope John.  

The pope of “mercy towards error” who would not issue sanctions and condemnations like his 

“severe” predecessor, found room in his liberal incoherence to make three exceptions; Our Lady of 

Fatima and two of her dearest children, Lucy & Pio.  At least amid their unjust persecution they 

enjoyed the best of company. 
 

• The lesser side of John was also shown in his extortion of Cardinal Cicognani.  It has already been 

noted as a matter of fact that John did not respect the due freedom of the Council fathers.  When, as 

was entirely his right, the Cardinal did not want to sign a schema of the Council, “Good” Pope John 

had him bullied into signing.  “Archbishop Felici, who reported regularly on the progress of the 

schemas and their distribution to Pope John, explained the difficulty that he was having with 

Cardinal Cicognani, since without his signature the schema was blocked, even though the required 

majority of the commission had already approved it.  Before the audience was over, a plan was 

devised to obtain the desired signature.   
 

Pope John called for his Secretary of State and told him to visit his brother and not to return until 

the schema was duly signed.  On February 1, 1962, he went to his brother’s office, found 

Archbishop Felici and Fr. Bugnini in the corridor nearby, and informed his brother of Pope John’s 

wish.  Later a peritus of the Liturgical Prepatory Commission stated that the old Cardinal was 

almost in tears as he waved the document in the air and said, ‘They want me to sign this, but I don’t 

know if I want to.’  The he laid the document on his desk, picked up a pen, and signed it.  Four days 

later he died.”
3
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•  Politicized beatification:  Just as the secular world created “Good” Pope John to advance the de-

Catholicization of the Church he implemented, the Church of Vatican II would likewise promote the 

cult of Pope John by beatifying him.  By doing so it would create one more layer of sacralization 

which would render Vatican II and all that was done in its name beyond reproach.  Revealed in this 

act are manifestations of other signs of the apostasy: 

 

- Lawlessness:  In order to rush through the process of investigation, John Paul rewrote the Church 

laws.  The simple fact is, Pope John could never have born up to the scrutiny of the actual 

process; even the role of “devil’s advocate” was eliminated.  It was in response to this flaunting 

of the Church’s ancient canons that Fr. Villa took this role upon himself and produced the work 

so often cited in this one, calling the mutilation of ancient canons “illegal and dishonest.” 

 

- “My Will Is Enough:”  This is yet another example of how Pope John Paul regarded nothing as 

unalterable; the apostolic guidelines for Holy Communion, the Rosary, the sacred proscriptions 

to be followed before declaring a man blessed – all subject to his momentary whims to suit his 

personal agenda. 

 

- Modernity:  Not only did John Paul create new laws, he had to invent new virtues to justify this 

beatification.  “Heroic virtues” now include promoting ecumenism, inaugurating a new approach 

to the Jewish world, and creating a secretariat for the Unity of Christians.
4
  Bureaucratic acts and 

things that any Mason would have desired are now “heroic virtues?”  This contrast, and even the 

comedy, of this catalog of virtues is even more pitiful in light of the true virtues manifested by 

the saint John persecuted:  bearing the stigmata, healing the blind, reading souls, bilocating, 

conversing with angels - basically a life that was one perpetual manifestation of the supernatural.  

Which read like the virtues of a Catholic saint and which read like those of a Masonic mascot? 

 

- The politicization and propaganda underlying this act are also evident in the fact that John’s 

beatification coincided with that of Pope Pius IX, the enemy of modernity and liberalism.  

Irreconcilable opposites are now made to seem different but compatible places along the same 

continuum.  Hence, there is one more layer of propaganda veiling the conservative Catholic from 

realizing that what Popes condemned before the Council Pope John embraced.  A symbolic 

metaphor is the state of their disinterred bodies.  John’s was perfectly intact, the result of a 

megadose of modern science’s best embalming fluids; Pius’ was perfect due to the miracle of 

incorruption. 

 

- Another telling juxtaposition between the two popes is the reaction of the world to their funerals.  

The enemies of the Church impeded the funeral procession of Pius, tried to desecrate his remains 

and throw his coffin into the Tiber, and were so belligerent and violent that the procession took 

an incredible nine hours.  When John died, the enemies of the Church praised him as one of their 
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own and paid homage at his coffin.  Does not the disparity in the reactions of those who hate the 

Church tell the true story? 

 

 

Vatican II 

 

The propaganda campaign surrounding the Council is itself tribute to its inadequacy.  Pope Paul VI said 

on June 23, 1975 “Vatican II has indeed begun a new era in the life of the Church in our time,” speaking 

of “the vast harmony of the whole Church with its supreme pastor and its bishops.”  This is delusional in 

light of the unprecedented fallout surrounding “Humanae Vitae,” and even contradicts the Pope himself 

who had already confessed to the self-destruction of the Church.  Three weeks later he had apparently 

sobered up from this delusional episode, forgetting the “vast harmony” of the Church and pleading 

“Enough of internal dissent within the Church!  Enough of Catholics attacking each other at the price of 

their own necessary unity!”
5
   

 

John Paul II could, like Paul, offer sober and realistic assessments of the aftermath of the Council, but 

on the whole spoke with an unjustified optimism of unsubstantiated results.  Can anyone enumerate the 

times Pope John Paul spoke the words “The Fruits of the Council,” or “The New Springtime” ushered in 

by the Council?  Has any other council stood in such need of a mercilessly relentless propaganda 

campaign on its behalf, so insulting to the intelligence of anyone with eyes to see?  Yet, what are these 

fruits?  The Holy Father never got very specific and, when he did, only revealed that he was engaging in 

wishful thinking and not an honest analysis.  He once stated that the liturgical renewal was the most 

widely embraced fruit of the Council.  Yet, this is not true, as simple mathematics reveal.  You cannot 

speak of a majority of Catholics embracing the New Mass when, in fact, the majority had stopped going 

to Mass since its promulgation. In his own principal diocese, Mass attendance is in the single digits (%).   

 

The phrase “The New Springtime” is perhaps the most hollow bit of propaganda in all of Church 

history.  One can only call the state of the Catholic Church after Vatican II a New Springtime if he is 

delusional or a liar.  It is simply impossible to catalog very single “statistic of death,” statement of 

heresy by a cleric, or case of a once thriving Catholic institution now closed due to the New Springtime.  

Here are but a few statistics revealing a more honest picture:
6
 

 

• 80% of Catholics over 65 believe that Jesus rose bodily from the dead.  Only 29% between 18 – 

29 believe the same [They must have had Cardinal Kasper for a teacher].  Source: Zogby Poll – 

Jan. 21, 2004 

 

• 63% of Catholics in the same survey said Catholicism is one of many faiths that provide paths to 

God.  
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• 67% of Catholics over 65 believe there is something special about the Catholic Church that is not 

found in other faiths.  48% of those between 18 – 29 agreed. 

 

• In American, there were 1,575 ordinations to the priesthood in 1965; in 2002 there were 450. 

 

• In the same time period the number of seminarians fell from 49,000 to 4,700. 

 

• In 1968 there were 338 annulments; in 2002 there were 50,000. 

 

• 53% of Catholics believe you can have an abortion and still be considered a good Catholic. 

 

• In May 1981, only 22% of Romans voted against abortion.
7
 

 

Ultimately, the propaganda campaign surrounding the council can be hazardous to “the elect” because it 

can establish one of those curtains which can’t be pulled back.  Consider the layers:  “Good Pope John” 

called the Council.  He did it by the express impetus of the Holy Spirit, and now he is beatified.  Also, 

John Paul the Great has repeatedly praised the council, calling it the “greatest and most transforming 

event” [true, death is a transformation] of its century.  The general consensus among faithful Catholics is 

that the Council was fine, it was those who misused it as a pretext to do whatever they wanted that 

caused the crisis.  Yet, they may be  unaware or not willing to consider the following: 

 

• It was the Pope himself who set this precedent by using the Council as the pretext for the Novus 

Ordo, which directly contradicted it.   

 

• If the Council was free to reject what the Church had always taught and decreed, even up to and 

including the most recent Pope, then how could the Council declare that anyone in the future 

wasn’t free to do the same to their decrees?  If they renounce the right of future Catholics to 

contradict them, then they have to admit they had no right to do as they did in the first place.  

Cardinal Ratzinger once noted this hypocrisy in post-conciliar thought.   

 

• Just as the Catechism can be used to justify both the protestant and Catholic explanations of 

Peter’s profession of faith, the council documents likewise embody opposite views.  The faithful 

Catholic can find the traditional teaching (e.g., the right to a Catholic society), and the modernist 

can find the opposite.   

 

• The council was illegal due to its violations of lawful procedures, and because the bishops did 

not act in a state of freedom, unbeknownst to them, due to John XXIII’s submitting the council 

to the conditions of  Communist Russia.   
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• Pope Paul VI explicitly stated (as did Cardinal Ratzinger) that the Council did not propose any 

binding teachings. 

 

Another rationale offered to defend the council and even portray the implosion of the Church in its wake 

as a sign of its necessity and wisdom is “the fallacy of inevitability.”  According to this bit of 

conservative propaganda, the fact that the Church fell to pieces after the Council only proves that its 

perceived strength before the Council was a façade.  Yet, logic does not bear this out; the Church was 

far from perfect before the Council, and it was the Popes who openly confessed this.  Yet, we are now to 

believe that it was a stroke of genius to have those same people labeled as enemies empowered to 

change the Church, and that the very things which popes stated were being advocated to destroy the 

Church were, in fact, the very things that would save her!  The feeble logic that blames the state of the 

pre-conciliar Church for the post-conciliar crisis would have to blame the original state of God’s 

creation for its post-Fall condition after the sin of Adam and Eve.   

 

A Dangerous Myth: John Paul “The Great” 

 

The Final Curtain:  To a great number of the elect, Pope Paul’s newly instituted “Cult of Man” has 

become a cult of One Man; this one.  If you have read this far, you know that I once believed that John 

Paul deserved this title, and have since come to be convinced of the opposite.  No one changed my 

mind; the facts did.  Like many John Paul devotees, I was won over at a World Youth Day.  Then, as I 

spent the next six years in a modernist seminary which believed neither in the priesthood for which it 

alleged to be forming men nor the Faith which it claimed to represent, John Paul, along with Cardinal 

Ratzinger, became  my heroes, as I referred to their writings to refute the heresies and immorality 

advocated in my classes.  It was a game I enjoyed; in every class I would submit papers that directly 

contradicted what my modernist professors taught, and they had to give me good grades because I would 

cite throughout the writings of the Pope and the head of the C.D.F.  Besides, the rector and many faculty 

members were all but explicit in conveying their disdain for these two men, and there was no greater 

credential than this in my book.   

 

Yet, the cracks began to show.  I never was too caught up in the pro-Vatican II propaganda; it always 

seemed a verbose, incoherent enterprise to me, even before I realized the graver issues concerned.  The 

“John Paul the Great” light took a little longer to fade.  I genuinely loved the man, and I still do, and I 

was convinced of his genuine love for the world and everyone in it.  He was a man incapable of malice 

but I came to suspect that his sincere love was gravely misdirected.  The more I became aware of his 

words and actions, an awareness that did not come easily, given that most “conservative” Catholic 

outlets were careful to avoid disseminating the evidence of his heterodoxy, the harder it became to 

ignore them or explain them away.   
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As these troubling signs would arise, I would seek the counsel of conservative priests whom I regarded 

as intelligent and holy.  Yet, I was perplexed at how, with all of their knowledge, they could only 

respond in the same clichés I cataloged on previous pages.  Was there no answer?  I truly did not, nor do 

I, regard myself as more intelligent than these men, but I remained unsatisfied with their non-answers.  I 

finally did find the answers, and they were not as obscure as they once seemed.  They are nothing less 

than the history of the Church, her unchangeable doctrines, and the writings of every Pope up to 1958.  

In the end, I had to leave the “John Paul the Great” society and instead wonder if the age-old question 

“Is the Pope Catholic?” was so rhetorical after all. 

 

The Making of a Myth 

 

At John Paul’s funeral, the propaganda machine was already firing on all cylinders.  Dispersed 

throughout the crowds were rough looking signs reading “Santo Subito;” a saint right away.  Yet, this 

“spontaneous” outpouring of the people for John Paul’s swift canonization was nothing more than 

liberal dishonesty.  During presidential campaigns, the candidates themselves print professional quality 

signs which deliberately are made to resemble the homemade effort of a school child.  These posters are 

then given to children to hold to form the backdrop for their speeches.  This is precisely what the signs 

at John Paul’s funeral were; created by one of the heretical sects he endorsed in the hope that his 

canonization would sacralize their own movement.  Yet, the machinery was really under way decades 

before, during the entire twenty six year pontificate.  Here are some ways in which the legend of “John 

Paul the Great” came to be… 

 

• Faith:  He is the Vicar of Christ, the Successor to the Apostle Peter, the bearer of the Keys to the 

Kingdom of Heaven.  If he is not above reproach and worthy of our unconditional trust, who is?  

Likewise, if he should commit some public act that could cause some confusion or even border 

on scandal, it is the job of faithful Catholics to put it in an acceptable light.  Certainly he never 

meant to give the impression of anything less that staunch orthodoxy, right?  Good Catholics 

defend and obey the Pope, and “great” Popes would never do anything detrimental to the Faith or 

the flock.   

 

• Desperation:  Faithful Catholics needed a hero, and in John Paul they found one.  After the 

disastrous papacy of Paul VI, there was once more a virile man on the throne of Peter.  He 

walked with confidence, spoke with conviction, and seemed to be someone that world leaders 

and ecclesial liberals could not push around.  Liberals and the media portrayed him as 

conservative, even reactionary, leading the elect to think that he was indeed their man.  So 

thoroughly Catholic did he seem in light of his contemporaries and those who had been openly 

attacking the Church from within with impunity, we never put him in the light of two hundred 

and sixty three other popes and two thousand years of Church teachings and tradition.  We 

needed a hero too badly to entertain the idea that he might be something less, a child of his age, 
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just as he had “excused” St. Catherine as being.  Yet, Catherine’s was an age of faith, John 

Paul’s an age of apostasy, and he did not pass through unscathed.   

 

• Victimhood and heroism:  Had John Kennedy simply lived out his one or two terms as president, 

it is doubtful he would have become the icon he is today.  We love our tragic heroes, yet our 

society sometimes fails to make a basic distinction.  When Kennedy went above and beyond the 

call of duty and saved the lives of his men during World War II, that was heroism.  In Dallas, he 

was a victim.  Simply being struck by a bullet does not make you a hero, but in America victims 

are our heroes.  Likewise, the failed attempt against John Paul’s life sent his image soaring, as he 

benefited from the sympathy of outraged people and gained status as a hero when he recovered.  

Also, his genuine example of Christian forgiveness, broadcast throughout the world in his visit to 

his would-be-assassin, lent him credibility even among his critics.  He followed the example of 

Christ and gave an edifying example to the world.  Yet, in all of this, there also arose a greater 

element leading to the creation of the myth of “John Paul the Great,” as it relies quite heavily 

upon a… 

 

• Cult of Personality:  As with the media distorting the uniqueness of routine pastoral work by 

John XXIII, the proponents of John Paul’s greatness oftentimes point to things that every Pope 

has done, and many in a far superior fashion: upholding moral teachings, making some good 

appointments (and enough bad ones as well), and suffering bravely.  Yet, that is what popes do; 

the only distinguishing mark of the Papacy of John Paul is that these were done in the age of 

media.  John Paul liked the camera, and the camera liked him; he knew how to make good use of 

the media, and made a powerful impression by the massive gatherings of humanity he routinely 

assembled.  No single man, not even the world’s biggest rock star, could do that.  Yet, are these 

really the marks of a great Pope, or just the signs of a great personality?  This “cult of 

personality” is intertwined with… 

 

• The Mob Mentality:  What John Paul will be remembered for more than anything, and what most 

bolstered his status as great, are the multitudes which gathered around him.  Yet, is this really 

much of a criteria for judging anything at all?  While perhaps any Pope who was privy to modern 

travel and technology could have drawn large crowds around the world, the personal magnetism 

of Pope John Paul probably enhanced what those numbers would have been simply for a pope as 

the pope.  Yet, is it not unreasonable that these had a downside as well?  Perhaps John Paul felt 

the need to convince himself as much as anyone else that a genuine “New Springtime” was 

occurring, and these crowds only placated him in thinking “things are not as bad as they seem.”   

 

Mr. Amerio summarized, “People point to the enormous crowds that gathered for the occasion; 

but everyone knows what superficial, fickle and deceptive things crowds are, how their moods 

change from moment to moment, and how little can be deduced from their existence regarding 

the real mentality of a people.”
8
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Available online is the article “By the Time We Got to Woodstock: Vatican II and ‘the Spirit of 

Woodstock’” which offers an outstanding commentary on the falsity of the mob mentality, in 

particular on the part of those who seek to use it is proof of the Church’s vigor.  I will only 

borrow a few citations, but the article warrants a full reading: 

 

“At World Youth Day 2000, Cardinal Stafford pointed to the throngs of youngsters gathered in 

Saint Peter’s Square and declared: ‘Here are the children of Vatican II!’ Here indeed they are.  

But how many of these ‘children of Vatican II’ could answer correctly ten basic questions about 

the Catholic faith?...Such questions do not trouble the promoters of these spectacles.  For them, 

the emotion engendered by cheering crowds who make the Pope happy is sufficient evidence of 

ecclesial well-being.”
9
  The World Youth Day in Paris left the church there with a five million 

dollar debt, as only one in five attendees paid the registration fee.  Also, the collection taken up 

netted about 33 cents per person; these are the Christians who prove the “New Springtime?” 

 

• His volumes of writings are often invoked as a sign of his greatness; yet, why?  Is mere writing a 

virtue?  Could it not even be a sign of weakness, as the time spent sequestered working on 

writings which only repeat what has already been written could be used in the active governance 

of the Church, something perhaps needed much more urgently than yet more documents?  Yet, 

apart from “Humanae Vitae,” most conservative Catholics have read comparatively little, if 

anything, of former popes.  Once one does this, one discovers writings much more clear, 

concrete, and honest; former popes called evil evil and miscreants miscreants.  Everything was 

not lost and watered down in a verbose haze. 

 

• “Great” by what comparison?  Again, it is the sometimes insufficient data of the conservative 

Catholic which wins John Paul such high marks.  He is the only Pope many have experienced, 

this experience is permeated by the emotionalism of his energetic events, his character towers 

above that of so many churchmen who have dominated these past forty years, his personal 

goodness is conceded even by his enemies, and his firmness on all things Catholic seemed 

absolute on so many occasions.   

 

Yet, as a Catholic reads the lives of the other Popes at a meaningful level, not just the blurbs 

afforded them in anemic history books, he discovers what true greatness is.  The admirable 

qualities possessed by John Paul (which he certainly had) are the rule, not the exception.  The 

vast majority of popes have been exactly what you would expect a pope to be: holy, hard-

working, and overflowing with genuine charity.  Even Alexander VI, oftentimes cast as “The 

Worst Pope,” was in fact a tragic Shakespearian figure, not lacking in good qualities.  John Paul 

is championed as “The People’s Pope,” yet, do these people realize that former popes held “open 

court” one day a week, when even the lowliest peasant could come directly before the Vicar of 

Christ and plead his case?  John Paul is hailed as “great” because he bravely opposed world 
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leaders.  Yes, with his words.  Are these people not aware of the popes, even beyond the Roman 

martyrdoms, who were exiled, tortured, imprisoned and martyred because they opposed men far 

less evil in comparison to the ones John Paul embraced and honored?  John Paul is “Great” 

because of his devotion to the Blessed Sacrament and reverence at Mass; then why is Pope Pius 

VII not “Great” who was repeatedly witnessed levitating before the Sacred Host at Mass?   

 

I could argue the case forever, and I am sorry if I have already belabored it too long; yet, it is 

crucial to the final segment.  So many popes excelled above and beyond John Paul in so many 

ways, without having ever praised heretics, committed acts of syncretism, denied the essence of 

both the Church and their own office, given Holy Communion to non-Catholics, and raising 

manifest heretics and apostates to the ranks of bishop and cardinal.  It may even be that they did 

all of these positive things with even superior charisma and crowd-working skills, but that they 

did not have cameras to capture and replay these actions as though they had never been done 

before the age of technology.  But no, somehow despite all of his suspect words and actions, he 

is “John Paul the Great.”  He is the standard-bearer of orthodoxy and the prototype of what every 

Pope should be, and perhaps that is why “even the elect will be led astray.”   

 

 

The Scenario 

 

The future can be learned from the past, as this scenario has been played out time and again in the 

Church’s history.  Every time a secular power has sought to place the Church under its dominion, a 

schismatic church was formed along national lines.  The choice given to Catholics was to accept 

allegiance to their substitute church, or suffer persecution for remaining loyal to the true one.  However,  

the “national” borders of the next rival church are in fact the entire world, as the current apostasy is 

driving towards a one-world-religion.  Unlike every other apostasy, there will be no place in the world 

for the Church to find refuge, as the whole world will be the battle field.   

 

The forces of godless globalism are winning, and there is no one left to stop them; the Church was the 

only potential adversary, but surrendered to these forces decades ago.  In whatever form, the goal of the 

Masons and United Nations will be realized, and this one world supra-religion, under which all others 

are combined, even if maintaining a superficial pretense of autonomy, will be brought to fulfillment.  All 

religions will be invited to join, and any holdouts will be persecuted.  This persecution may at first only 

take the form of exclusion from public life and the systematic shutting down of the religion’s 

institutions, but will not end there.  All of these converging elements are built on mass murder, and they 

will not relent once their goal is so near.   

 

Given the state of the Church today, it is not difficult to imagine that the greater number would swiftly 

apostatize once their material or financial lives were threatened in any way shape or form.  Most would 

sooner surrender their faith than their cell phone.  In fact, when the “alternative church” is proposed, the 
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one described by Pius X a century ago without morality, discipline, doctrines or an authoritative 

hierarchy, most Catholics would say “that’s what I already believe.  What’s the problem?” 

 

 Yet, many will want to resist, and pray for the grace to accept their martyrdom, be it instant or the 

“white” martyrdom of protracted hardships.  Still, how is it that these elect could be led astray?  Not 

give in, mind you, but actually be led to believe that accepting their place in this new global “church of 

humanity” is not an abandoning of the Church of Christ?  Could not the myth of “John Paul the Great” 

help lead toward this end? 

 

The faithful Catholic says to the inquisitor of this global entity:  “The Catholic Church is the only true 

religion; your church can not bring me to salvation.”  The inquisitor replies:  “You are mistaken.  John 

Paul the Great said other religions are a means of salvation.” 

 

The faithful Catholic says:  “The only true Church is built on the Pope; I cannot accept yours.”  The 

inquisitor replies:  “John Paul the Great said otherwise, and conceded that those who reject the Papacy 

likewise form that one true Church.” 

 

The faithful Catholic says:  “We are not the enemies of humanity you portray us to be; we love 

humanity and for that reason want to see all of it gathered in the unity of the One Church and find 

salvation.”  The inquisitor replies:  “But the unity of your Church is meant to be a part of the greater 

unity of all mankind, which is ours to create.  John Paul the Great said so.” 

 

The faithful Catholic says:  “Acquiescence to your threats would mean worshipping with non-believers 

and giving Holy Communion to anyone who desires it.  My religion forbids these things.”  The 

inquisitor replies, “You are mistaken.  Pope John Paul the Great did these very things, and encouraged 

you to do the same.” 

 

The inquisitor concludes:  “Don’t you see, you have won.  We have both won; we both had the same end 

in mind:  the unity of all mankind in a world that will never again know war.  Your own ‘Great Pope’ 

said that it was for this unity that your Jesus died!  Your own popes paid us homage and prayed that our 

authority increase, and so it has.  Your own popes called us the obligatory path for humanity, and so we 

are. Your own Popes said we must have the authority and power to impose our laws on you, and so we 

have come to do just that.  But why should force be necessary?   In joining us, you are fulfilling the 

wishes, dare we say, the prophesies, of your ‘Great Pope.’  To not join us would be to disobey him!  We 

are the fulfillment of the ‘future church’ which your ‘Great Pope’ and his successor said they were 

working towards!  Pray your rosaries, keep your holy cards, read your Bible, minus the intolerant verses 

we have expunged, you will still have a Pope, minus the obnoxious authoritarian claims of the past, 

which even ‘The Great Pope’ acknowledged as not true.  None of these things will be taken from you.  

Simply offer us this act of love and fraternity, and you will be left in peace…” 
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Indeed, it was an offer made during every persecution, an offer apostates accepted and martyrs refused.  

Yet, given the weakness of human nature, or just simple prudence, who would not welcome the chance 

to retain both his faith and his life?  Even if the elect still heard a faint echo from the depths of their 

conscience compelling them to resist, could not any lingering doubt be stifled by so seemingly Catholic 

a justification?  In what element of the apostasy could one not look to John Paul and the Vatican II 

apparatus and cite their own words and actions as support, just as they now can for denying the 

foundation of the papacy?  Given all the mutilations of our religion over the past four decades that we 

have endured, what would one more matter?  We have swallowed the camel of the Masonic Novus 

Ordo, why would we all of the sudden strain the gnat of throwing a hand full of incense to the United 

Nations?  And so, perhaps even the elect will be led astray since, in going astray, they are only following 

the words and examples of the man they are convinced is the greatest Pope who ever lived. 

                             

                                     “There are tyrannical weaknesses, evil deficiencies, and 

conquered ones deserving of being so.” 

-Charles Maurras 
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