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Chapter VI 

 

Liberals Are Liars 

 
“When he [the devil] lies, he speaks according to his own 

nature, for he is the father of all lies.” 

-John 8:44 
 

“I must lie like a devil, not timidly, or only in passing, but boldly and always.” 

                       -Voltaire, Letter to Thiriot 
 

As Cardinal Billot, S.J., so succinctly summarized, “The Liberalism of the ‘liberal Catholics’ escapes all 

classification and has only one sole distinctive and characteristic note, that of perfect and absolute 

incoherence.”
1
 Indeed, they are not alone.  Every false system of those opposed to the Church is a 

precursor to the final deception of the antichrist, whose solution is at the price of Truth.  Since their own 

incoherence will never be admitted (or even recognized) by them, it lies concealed beneath layer upon 

layer of hypocrisy, with an endless campaign of hollow propaganda and senseless sound bites to prevent 

people from genuinely seeing into the heart of the matter.  In current American culture, we call this 

“political correctness,” a system of vapid clichés which prevents people from telling the simple truth 

about a matter, as to do such would be a “sin” against the prevailing liberal tyranny.   
 

Lenin once wrote, “the lie is sacred and deception will be our principal weapon.”  Communism has been 

called “the culture of the lie” for precisely this reason.  Vaclav Havel referred to it as “a world of 

appearances trying to pass for reality.”
2
  Communism insisted on an endless mantra of State slogans, 

which in no way corresponded to reality, but were necessary to procure mindless obedience.  This topic 

will be taken up in a subsequent chapter.  The only point to be made here is that all of the forces seeking 

to destroy the Church have this in common; they cannot exist apart from lies.  This is more than saying 

that people within these systems lie, but that lying is at the very foundation, the essence of these 

realities.  This is precisely the distinction Jesus made in the verse above by teaching that lies are in 

accord with the Devil’s very nature.  Ultimately, Satan is at the heart of every attack upon Christ and His 

Church, and it only stands to reason that the children of the “Father of all Lies” themselves do so quite 

freely.  Here is a cursory look: 

 

Martin Luther 

 

• Luther rejected the authority of the Church, teaching people “Sola Scriptura,” only the 

Scriptures, were necessary.  Yet, this was a lie.  Luther himself changed Scripture, adding to 

Romans, “we are justified by faith,” the word “alone.”  This “alone” became the foundation of 

his sect, as he readily admitted it was his own fabrication.  “I know very well that the word 

‘alone’ is not in the Latin or Greek texts; but Dr. Martin Luther will have it so, and I order it to 

be so, and my will is reason enough.”  Therefore, he clearly believed himself to be the 

foundation of his religion, not the Scriptures as he professed. 
 

• Luther taught there was no religious authority between the Christian and God, thus his hatred of 

the Papacy.  This was a lie.  He did believe in an ultimate human religious authority, he just 

believed it was himself, not the Pope.  As he wrote in 1522, “I do not admit that my doctrine can 

be judged by anyone, even by the angels.  He who does not receive my doctrine cannot be 
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saved.” Again, in “Saemtliche Werke” we find, “whoever teaches otherwise than I teach, 

condemns God, and must remain a child of hell.”  Lastly, the innovator of “private 

interpretation” admitted, “I can hear and endure nothing which is against my teaching.” 
 

• In the same vein as above, he wrote, “He who does not resist the Papacy with all his heart cannot 

obtain eternal salvation.”  A rather definitive statement coming from one proclaiming private 

judgment. 
 

• As he admitted that he himself did not believe the alleged principles of his new religion, he 

lacked integrity in his personal life as well.  The liberal propaganda which passes for history 

portrays him as a brave rebel standing up for his beliefs against the Pope, but the fact is he was a 

coward who only became “brave” when he had the support of princes.  It is a documented fact 

that he sent absolutely groveling letters to the Pope which were nothing short of the fawning of a 

sycophant, even as he was preaching that the Pope was the anitchrist.   
 

 

“A murderer from the beginning…” 

 

This was another title Jesus gave Satan in the same verse cited at the opening of this chapter.  Likewise, 

liberals, from their inception, have compounded their lies with murder, true to the example of their 

father.   

 

• In a sermon he referred to himself as a “great rascal and murderer.”  This was not hyperbole; his 

“vocation” itself was rooted in murder, as he stated that he had no attraction to monasticism, but 

had entered a monastery, “otherwise, I would have been easily arrested.”  He had killed someone 

in a duel. 
 

• When the peasants followed Luther’s teaching of private interpretation, thus provoking the 

peasants’ war, Luther urged the nobles to “track them down like dogs” and to kill these “children 

of the devil.”  He had no idea how right he was in ascribing this name to them.  Erasmus put the 

number slain at 100,000.  Luther stated:  “I, Martin Luther, slew all the peasants in the rebellion, 

for I said that they should be slain; all their blood is upon my head.  But I cast it on the Lord 

God, who commanded me to speak in this way.” 
 

• Likewise, as a biographer of St. Pius V has noted, Luther can rightfully be called the logical 

precursor to the holocaust.  He referred to Jews as “young devils damned to hell,” summoning 

his followers in Germany “to burn down Jewish schools and synagogues and throw pitch and 

sulfur into the flames; to destroy their houses; to confiscate their ready money in gold and silver; 

to take from them their sacred books, even the whole Bible, to forbid their holding any religious 

services under penalty of death; and if that did not help matters, to hunt them out of the country 

like mad dogs” (Luther’s Works, Vol. XX, p.2230 – 2232).   
 

 

 

The Birth of Liberalism 

 

Martin Luther began (or at least became the de facto icon of) the West’s march towards the apostasy of 

liberalism.  By making religious truth and morality a private matter, all standards would be removed 
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from society and the individual.  Liberalism has always spawned murder, sacrilege, and immorality 

because, ultimately, this is its purpose:  liberty from God, His Church, His commands.  With Luther as 

their religious leader, secular rulers everywhere began to jump on the bandwagon and declare their 

dissolution from the Church.  Even at its inception, the movement of Liberalism showed its true colors.  

In 1526, Rome was sacked; the following are only some of the crimes committed by the first children of 

the dawning “enlightenment.” 
 

• The invaders murdered the sick in the Santo Spirito Hospital, as well as the children in a 

neighboring orphanage.  People were murdered inside St. Peter’s Basilica. 

• Contemporary chroniclers are unanimous in the assertion that the rape, murder and plunder 

defied description. 

• Once a house was plundered, the invaders demanded a ransom for the inhabitants.  Those who 

could not pay were tortured and murdered.   

• Once plundered, houses were burnt and children were thrown out of windows. 

• Women were raped in front of their husbands and fathers.  So desperate was the situation that 

some fathers killed their own daughters to spare them from this. 

• The Blessed Sacrament, along with relics, vestments and vessels was desecrated. 

• Graves were opened and corpses robbed. 

• The protestants vowed to kill every priest they saw, and nuns were taken to brothels and sold 

after being raped.   

 

The French Revolution 

 

Two hundred and fifty years later, French liberals would resume this same work of their historical and 

ideological predecessors.  As Bd. Pope Pius IX observed, “Satan was the father of the French 

Revolution.”  During the September Massacres, 1,400 people were killed, including 225 priests in a 

single day in one city.  During the Reign of Terror, Catholics were murdered in such great numbers that 

the number of martyrs cannot be known.   

 

America 

 

The founding fathers touted our religious freedom, but this was a lie.  One religion was not free, the true 

one.  Each of the original thirteen colonies enacted anti-Catholic laws.  In fact, England wanted to 

extend persecution of Catholics into Canada, but they were already too numerous, so instead they were 

given freedom to practice by the so-called “Quebec Act.”  At the beginning of the American Revolution, 

the Congress of Philadelphia violently reproached England for this concession.  Just one anecdotal 

insight into the hypocrisy of the so-called liberal founders of this nation:   
 

It is ironic that, inscribed inside the dome of Thomas Jefferson’s monument, we read his words, “I have 

sworn upon the altar of God eternal hostility towards every effort of tyranny over the mind of man.”  

Yet, Mr. Jefferson himself engaged in such tyranny.  He was a deist, and rewrote the Bible, eliminating 

every reference to Christ’s divinity.  “Who is the antichrist, but he who denies Christ come in the flesh.”  

Jefferson, like his predecessor Luther, like every liberal, indeed believed in tyranny over the mind of 

man, provided he was the tyrant.  
 

The reasonable objection may be made, “but hasn’t Catholicism had its share of unsavory characters, 

hypocrites, liars, murderers and immoral people of every persuasion?”  Of course, the answer is “yes,” 
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but these people were not our founders, and these actions were a contradiction of our fundamental 

beliefs, not the logical extension of them.   
 

At the Second Vatican Council, the Church’s enemies had an opportunity to make significant inroads.  

Her enemies from without would find the Church’s perennial resistance transformed into cowering 

accommodation, and her enemies within, silenced and subversive, suddenly found themselves 

empowered and honored.  Sadly, one of liberalism’s successes in infecting the Church was in its 

fundamental failure to grasp truth.  We will now look at the documented ways in which dishonesty lies 

at the very foundation of the Council’s work. 

 

Pope John XXIII 

 

As already mentioned, Fr. Luigi Villa composed a scholarly work, his endeavor to be “The Devil’s 

Advocate” in light of Pope John’s impending beatification.  His scholarship and documentation are 

impeccable; no one was ever even endeavored to refute his work, because as St. Thomas Aquinas wrote, 

“there is no argument against a fact.”  His work is mandatory reading for any serious Catholic who seeks 

to understand what has happened to the Church these past fifty years.  I will only mention a few 

incidents that are relevant to the current discussion: 

 

The Convoking of the Council 

 

 In his spiritual diary, Pope John wrote, “without giving it a thought, there popped out, in a first 

discussion with my Secretary of State, on January 20
th

, 1959, the words of ‘ecumenical council.’”
3
  Pope 

Paul VI promulgated this version of events on Sept. 29, 1963, stating that the council was convened and 

initiated “by divine direction.”
4
  Pope John Paul II was even more effusive: “…he tied his name to the 

greatest and transforming event of our century: the call of the Vatican II Ecumenical Council, which he 

perceived, as he declared, as a mysterious and irresistible inspiration of the Holy Spirit…”
5
   

      

The fact is, however, this bit of contrived modern folklore is untrue.  Many facts, some from John 

himself, demonstrate otherwise.  Cardinal Ottaviani has testified that it was discussed with John at the 

conclave prior to his election, and two days after his election he spoke to his secretary, Capovilla, of the 

“necessity of convening a council.”  Furthermore, he discussed a council with the new Patriarch of 

Venice, Giovanni Urbani, and the Bishop of Padua, Girolamo Bordignon.  “On Nov. 28, the decision is 

taken, and Pope John XXIII’s decision of holding a council becomes final in December of 1958.”   At 

this time he also discussed it with his confessor, Msgr. Cavagna, together with three other people.  On 

the morning of January 9
th

 he met with Msgr. Giovanni Rossi, of the “Pro Civitate Christiana” and told 

him, “I must tell you about a great thing, but you must promise me it will remain between us.  Tonight a 

great idea occurred to me:  to do a Council.”  Msgr. Rossi did eventually print this in his bulletin, “La 

Rocca.”
6
 

     

 

The purpose of the Council 

 

The Pope stated that the purpose of the Council was to address the greatest concerns of modern man.  

Again, this was not true. 
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Communism:  Communism was the greatest threat to modern man, and an enemy and persecutor of the 

Church.  Millions of Catholics lived under the yoke of their oppression, and millions had already been 

killed.  Yet, in 1962 Cardinal Tisserant signed an agreement with the Metropolitan Nycodim, 

“spokesman of the Kremlin,” with the aim of being able to invite some Orthodox “observers” to the 

Council.  Moscow, in fact, would accept the invitation, but on condition that not a word be uttered about 

Communism at the Council.  

 

To compound this chicanery, Pope John went so far as to state in the opening address of the Council, 

“the conditions of modern life have removed those innumerable obstacles by which the children of the 

world once impeded the free action of the Church.”  With full knowledge of the oppression of Catholics 

by Russia, this is either dishonesty or a delusion.  A more visible witness could not be found than the 

Berlin Wall, which had gone up only a year before this declaration that the “obstacles” impeding the free 

action of the Church had been removed.  Only years earlier Pope Pius XII had spoken of “the evil spirit 

who won’t lay down his arms,” yet his immediate successor seemed to think he had done just that.   

 

This is an incredible triumph for a sworn enemy of the Church.  Only years earlier a Pope had written 

that no one who wished to save Christian society could collaborate with communists in anyway 

whatsoever, and now they were collaborating in setting the preconditions for a Council, an action which 

blatantly undermined the very reason the Pope claimed to be calling the Council in the first place.   

 

Hell:  The greatest threat facing any man, modern or otherwise, is the eternal loss of his soul.  However, 

in vain will one search for a listing under “Hell” in the index of the Council documents, as there is none.  

Not only does this betray a victory for modernism in excluding the supernatural from the official texts, it 

is a double rebuke to The Blessed Mother.  At Fatima, she warned of both the earthly chastisement of 

which Russia would be the means, and the eternal pains of Hell, of which the children were shown a 

vision.  At the Council which was called simultaneously with the refusal of her own wishes, silence 

reigned, to the delight of communists and Satan alike.   

 

O, what tangled webs we weave… 

 

It is amazing that, at an Ecumenical Council, bishops themselves would be unaware that they were not 

acting freely, and that limits had been placed on them before the Council began by the Church’s greatest 

earthly enemy.  Lies beget lies, as the course of the Council would soon demonstrate:   

 

• A letter dated Sept. 25, 1965 was signed by 25 bishops to those responsible for determining the 

agenda of the Council.  It warned that just as Pius XII was at present being publicly reprimanded 

– but unjustly – for having kept silent on the Jews, so one could well imagine that “tomorrow the 

Council will be reproved – and justly so – for its silence on Communism, which will be taken as 

a sign of cowardice and conniving.”
7
 

 

• Also, a petition signed by 450 conciliar fathers demanding the condemnation of communism, 

mysteriously “vanished.”  As liberals are liars, when the responsible parties were cornered on the 

subject, they denied having ever received such a document.  When pressed, they admitted that 

this was a lie and that the request was simply set aside.  As Fr. Villa observed, “Thus John XXIII 

subjected the Church to the veto of Moscow, and put a shameful silence on the bloodiest and 

most criminal of totalitarianisms.”
8
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• Having all of the world’s bishops together with the Pope would have been the ideal opportunity 

to comply with the command of Our Lady of Fatima and to carry out the consecration.  Five 

hundred and ten bishops from seventy six countries petitioned Pope Paul to do just that; he 

refused.
9
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