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Venezuelan Fr Arturo Sosa Abascal is named new leader of the Jesuits

He becomes the 30th successor of St Ignatius of Loyola
http://catholicherald.co.uk/news/2016/10/14/venezuelan-fr-arturo-sosa-abascal-is-named-new-leader-of-the-jesuits/
October 14, 2016
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Fr Arturo Sosa Abascal has been voted the next superior general of the Society of Jesus.

The Venezuelan becomes the 30th successor of Jesuit founder St Ignatius of Loyola and leader of the Catholic Church’s largest religious order.

He is the Jesuits’ first non-European leader and also the first superior general to be elected under a Jesuit pope.

He succeeds Fr Adolfo Nicolás, a Spanish priest who formally resigned this month aged 80.

The election took place in Rome today.

Fr Sosa was born in Caracas on November 12, 1948. He is the Delegate of the General for the International Houses and Works of the Society of Jesus in Rome.

He has a Political Science doctorate from the Universidad Central de Venezuela. He speaks Spanish, Italian and English.

His first interview…

http://www.gc36.org/fr-arturo-sosa-sj/: 

Two days after his election, the communications team of General Congregation 36 sat down with Father General Arturo Sosa to discuss his life and thought…

https://www.americamagazine.org/faith/2016/11/03/first-interview-superior-general-arturo-sosa-sj-his-life-jesuits 

November 3, 2016…
 
Fr Sosa visits India in first official trip as Superior General (see also page 32)
(Not a one of them in their priests’ cassock… or Roman collar!)
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http://sjapc.net/content/father-sosa-visits-india-first-official-trip-superior-general 
 The Jesuit Conference of South Asia accounts for close to 25 percent of the whole Society and the majority of the 4,027 Jesuits are from India. Fr General spent 11 days, from February 18 to 28, visiting his Jesuit confreres and companions in Delhi, Jabalpur, Ambikapur and Raipur.
New Jesuit chief claims Jesus’ own words against divorce are ‘relative,’ subject to ‘interpretation’
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/new-jesuit-chief-claims-jesus-own-words-against-divorce-are-relative-subjec 
By Pete Baklinski, February 22, 2017
The new head of the Jesuit order, one of the most powerful figures in the Catholic Church worldwide, has claimed in an interview that the words of Jesus against divorce are “relative” and must be “discerned” according to the “conscience” of each individual.
Fr. Arturo Sosa Abascal made these statements in an interview with Giuseppe Rusconi published February 18 on the blog Rossoporpora. The relevant portions of the interview, translated by Matthew Sherry for Vatican expert Sandro Magister, appear below.

Historically, the Superior General of the Jesuits has been dubbed the “Black Pope” because of his influence in the Church.

Abascal, from Venezuela, was elected 31st Superior General of the Jesuits last October. 
With his election, for the first time in the Church’s history two of the most powerful figures in Catholicism, the pope and the leader of the Jesuits, are from South America. It is also the first time that two of the most influential Catholic posts are occupied by Jesuits.

Abascal’s interview comes nine months after Pope Francis released his controversial Exhortation Amoris Laetitia. Dissident prelates have used ambiguous portions of the document to open the door to civilly-divorced-and-remarried Catholics living in adultery — as well as cohabitating Catholic couples living in fornication — to receive Holy Communion.

Abascal’s comments are directed at Christ’s words in the Gospel of Matthew, in which He reveals God’s plan for marriage “from the beginning.”

Have you not read that he who made them from the beginning made them male and female, and said, ‘For this reason a man shall leave his father and mother and be joined to his wife, and the two shall become one’? So they are no longer two but one. What therefore God has joined together, let not man put asunder. […] For your hardness of heart Moses allowed you to divorce your wives, but from the beginning it was not so. And I say to you: whoever divorces his wife, except for unchastity, and marries another, commits adultery; and he who marries a divorced woman, commits adultery.

 

Q: Cardinal Gerhard L. Műller, prefect of the congregation for the doctrine of the faith, has said with regard to marriage that the words of Jesus are very clear and "no power in heaven and on earth, neither an angel nor the pope, neither a council nor a law of the bishops has the faculty to modify them."
Abascal: So then, there would have to be a lot of reflection on what Jesus really said. At that time, no one had a recorder to take down his words. What is known is that the words of Jesus must be contextualized, they are expressed in a language, in a specific setting, they are addressed to someone in particular.

Q: But if all the words of Jesus must be examined and brought back to their historical context, they do not have an absolute value.
Abascal: Over the last century in the Church there has been a great blossoming of studies that seek to understand exactly what Jesus meant to say… That is not relativism, but attests that the word is relative, the Gospel is written by human beings, it is accepted by the Church which is made up of human persons… So it is true that no one can change the word of Jesus, but one must know what it was!

Q: Is it also possible to question the statement in Matthew 19:3-6: “What therefore God has joined together, let not man put asunder”?
Abascal: I go along with what Pope Francis says. One does not bring into doubt, one brings into discernment. . .

Q: But discernment is evaluation, it is choosing among different options. There is no longer an obligation to follow just one interpretation. . .
Abascal: No, the obligation is still there, but to follow the result of discernment.

Q: However, the final decision is based on a judgment relative to different hypotheses. So it also takes into consideration the hypothesis that the phrase “let man not put asunder…” is not exactly as it appears. In short, it brings the word of Jesus into doubt.
Abascal: Not the word of Jesus, but the word of Jesus as we have interpreted it. Discernment does not select among different hypotheses but listens to the Holy Spirit, who - as Jesus has promised - helps us to understand the signs of God’s presence in human history.

Q: But discern how?
Abascal: Pope Francis does discernment following St. Ignatius, like the whole Society of Jesus: one has to seek and find, St. Ignatius said, the will of God. It is not a frivolous search. Discernment leads to a decision: one must not only evaluate, but decide.

Q: And who must decide?
Abascal: The Church has always reiterated the priority of personal conscience.

Q: So if conscience, after discernment, tells me that I can receive communion even if the norm does not provide for it…
Abascal: The Church has developed over the centuries, it is not a piece of reinforced concrete. It was born, it has learned, it has changed. This is why the ecumenical councils are held, to try to bring developments of doctrine into focus. Doctrine is a word that I don't like very much, it brings with it the image of the hardness of stone. Instead the human reality is much more nuanced, it is never black or white, it is in continual development.

Q: I seem to understand that for you there is a priority for the practice of the discernment of doctrine.
Abascal: Yes, but doctrine is part of discernment. True discernment cannot dispense with doctrine.

Q: But it can reach conclusions different from doctrine.
Abascal: That is so, because doctrine does not replace discernment, nor does it the Holy Spirit.

5 of 182 readers’ comments

1. Why did it take over 2K years to decide that the words of Jesus needed to be discerned? The Words of Christ couldn't be more plain but these deniers don't want to accept them. They put themselves above Jesus saying that He spoke only for the time He spent among us, not for the present day. He spoke for all time and all people. His Commandments cannot be changed or 'discerned' by anyone. They speak plainly, not ambiguously like PF. PF cannot even clarify what he signed & it is risible to expect the laity to accept that a Jesuit (of all people) are the only ones capable of discernment. Ignatius Loyola & Francis Xavier must be burning with rage at this minute.

2. If what he is saying is true, we can't know the exact words Jesus said about anything. What about "This is my body... This is my blood..."?

3. Ah, you have hit the nail right on the head. This all started with Pope Francis trying to give the Eucharist to just about anyone who "needs it". He is even saying we can have interfaith communion. All of this lessens the "Real Presence" of the Eucharist - which has been the goal of Satan every since the day before Calvary.

4. Jesus' words are relative, subject to interpretation. And the way to follow His words is by discernment.
What he's really saying is the Lord's words are relative, but the decision made out of discernment is absolute. Whose decision? Mine. God's words? Depends on what I think of it.
5. What he's really saying is that since Our Lord was not recorded on tape, we have no grounds to consider the gospels as His word. Do perhaps he means that we should all just take what suits our mood, and for as long as that mood lasts.
Why are these people in the Church, anyway? They seem to have no faith.

Marriage and Divorce. The General of the Jesuits: "Jesus Too Must Be Reinterpreted"
http://magister.blogautore.espresso.repubblica.it/2017/02/22/marriage-and-divorce-the-general-of-the-jesuits-jesus-too-must-be-reinterpreted/
February 22, 2017
Incredible but true. In the eighth chapter of "Amoris Laetitia,” the most heated and controversial, the one in which Pope Francis seems to “open up” to remarriage while the previous spouse is still alive, there is no citation at all of the words of Jesus on marriage and divorce, presented primarily in chapter 19 of the Gospel according to Matthew:
«Pharisees came up to him and tested him by asking, “Is it lawful to divorce one’s wife for any cause?” He answered, “Have you not read that he who made them from the beginning made them male and female, and said, ‘For this reason a man shall leave his father and mother and be joined to his wife, and the two shall become one’? So they are no longer two but one. What therefore God has joined together, let not man put asunder.” They said to him, “Why then did Moses command one to give a certificate of divorce, and to put her away?” He said to them, “For your hardness of heart Moses allowed you to divorce your wives, but from the beginning it was not so. And I say to you: whoever divorces his wife, except for unchastity, and marries another, commits adultery; and he who marries a divorced woman, commits adultery.”»

It is an astonishing omission. Also striking are two other moments of silence from Francis, on the same question.

The first took place on October 4, 2015. It was the Sunday of the beginning of the second and final session of the synod on the family. And on that very day, in all the Catholic churches of the Latin rite, at Mass, the Gospel passage read was from Mark (10:2-9), parallel to the one in Matthew 19:2-12.

At the Angelus, the pope avoided any reference to that passage of the Gospel, in spite of its extraordinary pertinence to the questions discussed at the synod.

And the same thing happened last February 12, with another similar passage from the Gospel of Matthew (5:11-12) read at Mass in all the churches. This time as well, at the Angelus, Francis avoided citing and commenting on it.

Why such adamant silence from the pope on words of Jesus that are so unequivocal?

One clue toward a response is in the interview that the new superior general of the Society of Jesus, the Venezuelan Arturo Sosa Abascal, very close to Jorge Mario Bergoglio, has given to the Swiss vaticanista Giuseppe Rusconi for the blog Rossoporpora and for the "Giornale del Popolo" of Lugano.

Here are the passages most relevant to the case. Any commentary would be superfluous.

[As above]

Properly speaking, there are Catholic exegetes who give the words of Jesus on marriage and divorce an interpretation that admits repudiation and remarriage.
This is the case of the Camaldolese monk Guido Innocenzo Gargano, a famous biblicist and patrologist, professor at the pontifical universities Gregoriana and Urbaniana.

His exegesis was presented in its entirety by www.chiesa on January 16, 2015:

For the “Hard of Heart” the Law of Moses Still Applies
It is an exegesis that naturally cannot be shared and has in fact been contested at its core.

But it has the virtue of transparency and of “parresìa,” which instead are missing in those who change the words of Jesus without doing so openly and without giving a reason.

POSTSCRIPT – On Friday, February 24, in the Gospel for the Mass of the day, Pope Francis once again ran into the same passage from Mark 10:1-12 on marriage and divorce that he had avoided commenting on for the opening day of the second and final session of the synod on the family.
And this time he did not back out. But couching in such tortuous reasoning the crystal-clear, unequivocal words of Jesus, as can be noted in the two authorized summaries of his homilies, that of Vatican Radio and that of “L'Osservatore Romano,” where he goes so far as to say, incredibly, that “Jesus did not answer if [repudiation] is licit or not licit.”

In particular, Francis heavily criticized what he calls “casuistry.” Meaning - to be strictly logical - precisely what “Amoris Laetitia” wants, when it calls for case-by-case “discernment” on whom to admit to communion and whom not, among the divorced and remarried who live “more uxorio.”

Sorry, Fr Sosa, but we must take Jesus literally on marriage

The Church has been 'discerning' about Christ's teaching for two millennia. There is only one possible conclusion

http://catholicherald.co.uk/commentandblogs/2017/02/24/sorry-fr-sosa-but-we-must-take-jesus-literally-on-marriage/
By Fr. Alexander Lucie-Smith, February 24, 2017
When Fr Arturo Marcelino Sosa Abascal SJ, the Superior General of the Jesuits, speaks, people listen. He heads the Church’s largest and in some ways most influential order, and is said to be close to the Holy Father. So in the current debates about marriage and divorce, he has an important voice.
However, the lengthy interview which Fr Sosa has just given is rather opaque. It is clear that the interviewer, Italian journalist Giuseppe Rusconi, is flummoxed by what the Jesuit General is saying. When we dig down into Fr Sosa’s words, something worrying emerges.

The discussion centres on the words of Jesus: “What God has joined together, no human being must separate.” Fr Sosa comments: “There would have to be a lot of reflection on what Jesus really said. 
At that time, no one had a recorder to take down his words. What is known is that the words of Jesus must be contextualized, they are expressed in a language, in a specific setting, they are addressed to someone in particular.”

Fr Sosa goes on: “The word is relative, the Gospel is written by human beings, it is accepted by the Church which is made up of human persons … So it is true that no one can change the word of Jesus, but one must know what it was!”
The language is vague, but the implication seems to be that we cannot read Jesus’ words as simply a prohibition on divorce.

It is worth examining the whole passage, because the last sentence seems to apply directly to Fr Sosa:

Some Pharisees approached him, and tested him, saying, “Is it lawful for a man to divorce his wife for any cause whatever?” He said in reply, “Have you not read that from the beginning the Creator ‘made them male and female’ and said, ‘For this reason a man shall leave his father and mother and be joined to his wife, and the two shall become one flesh’? So they are no longer two, but one flesh. Therefore, what God has joined together, no human being must separate.” They said to him, “Then why did Moses command that the man give the woman a bill of divorce and dismiss (her)?” He said to them, “Because of the hardness of your hearts Moses allowed you to divorce your wives, but from the beginning it was not so. I say to you, whoever divorces his wife (unless the marriage is unlawful) and marries another commits adultery.” [His] disciples said to him, “If that is the case of a man with his wife, it is better not to marry.” He answered, “Not all can accept [this] word, but only those to whom that is granted.”
Fr Sosa is of course right to suggest that we need to reflect on every verse of Scripture. No one disputes this. For that very reason, the verses have been interpreted by the tradition of the Church, expressed in the Magisterium, in a way that is completely coherent, for many centuries. The teaching is well expressed, for example, in Pope St John Paul II’s Familiaris Consortio.

Fr Sosa invites “reflection” on “Not the word of Jesus, but the word of Jesus as we have interpreted it. Discernment does not select among different hypotheses, but listens to the Holy Spirit.”

Well, we have been discerning, and we have been doing so for centuries. One is left wondering whether Fr Sosa’s call for continuing discernment is, in fact, a call to keep at it until we come up with a different answer.
Fr Sosa says that there were no tape recorders in those days. This is presumably an attempt at humour. But if the implication is that we cannot be sure that these words were actually said by Jesus, that implication is utterly false. The consensus of the Church has long been that this passage represents the ipsissima verba of Our Lord. There are several reasons for this, and it might be worthwhile, even in an article as short as this, to spell them out.

First of all, in this passage Jesus says something very unusual. He says something that breaks with Jewish tradition, and implicitly rebukes Moses, who, of course, made provision for divorce. It is not what you would expect a Jew of the first century to say, and it goes against the grain of many of the things that Jesus says elsewhere, where it is made clear that He esteems Moses and the Law greatly. This means that the passage is not invented by Jesus’ followers. It is a hard saying (as the passage itself makes clear) and thus one that no one would ever make up. It represents a shocking departure from tradition; ergo, it is only in the Gospel because it must have been from the lips of the Lord. No one would have dared to make this up; nor would it occur to anyone to imagine it.

Secondly, this passage has parallels in Mark and Luke, and thus represents what we call “triple tradition”. That we have three witnesses to the words of Jesus surely increases the likelihood that they are his words, not words put into his mouth.

Thirdly, the writings of Saint Paul, which predate the Gospels, and the “Catholic epistles”, which may well predate the Gospels too, in no way contradict Jesus’ words. On the contrary – as you will find if you look up all uses of the word “marriage” in the New Testament – they form a seamless continuity. The Letter to the Hebrews was probably written in the mid-sixties of the first century. At that time, the Gospels had probably not been written, and the words of Jesus existed in oral form only. But Hebrews, in perfect keeping with Jesus’ recorded words, says: “Let marriage be honoured among all and the marriage bed be kept undefiled, for God will judge the immoral and adulterers.”
And what about the decree of the Council of Jerusalem, recorded in Acts 15: “to abstain from meat sacrificed to idols, from blood, from meats of strangled animals, and from unlawful marriage. If you keep free of these, you will be doing what is right”?

If there is any doubt over what “unlawful marriage” means, look at the first Letter to the Corinthians (written, again, before the Gospels). St Paul talks of the various bad practices that the Christians have now put away, and in the same chapter quotes the tag about the “two becoming one flesh”. I think this is a sign that Paul was familiar with Jesus’ teaching in Matthew.

Moreover, there is nowhere in the New Testament any sign of a counter-tradition, that is, any hint that there was another way of interpreting Jesus’ words.

I suppose we should be grateful to Fr Sosa for allowing us to restate the traditional doctrine of the Church, one, incidentally, that I was taught at a Jesuit university in Rome. We were told very plainly that no power on heaven or earth could dissolve a marriage consummatum et ratum. Those words, enunciated with huge emphasis, came from the lips of Father Gianfranco Ghirlanda SJ. I note that Fr Ghirlanda is still teaching in Rome. I hope he has not changed his tune. Perhaps he and Fr Sosa should have a little talk?

“The Pope’s Marxist Head of the Jesuits”

https://spectator.org/the-popes-marxist-head-of-the-jesuits/
By George Neumayr, May 19, 2017 - George Neumayr is the author of The Political Pope
Fr. Arturo Sosa Abascal, a Venezuelan Communist and Modernist, is carrying out Francis’s agenda.

Understanding the adage that personnel is policy, Pope Francis has been planting Marxists throughout the Church, including at the top of the troubled religious order to which he belongs. In 2016, the Jesuits, with the blessing of Pope Francis, installed as its general superior a Venezuelan, Fr. Arturo Sosa Abascal, whose communist convictions have long been known.

Sosa has written about the “Marxist mediation of the Christian Faith,” arguing that the Church should “understand the existence of Christians who simultaneously call themselves Marxists and commit themselves to the transformation of the capitalist society into a socialist society.” In 1989, he signed a letter praising Fidel Castro.

Turn down any corridor in Francis’s Vatican, and you are likely to run into a de facto communist: Francis has a communist running his order, a communist running his Council of Cardinals (the Honduran cardinal, Oscar Rodriguez Maradiaga), a communist running the Pontifical Academy of Social Sciences (Margaret Archer, a British sociologist who has said that she represents the “Marxian left”), and communists such as the renegade Brazilian liberation theologian Leonardo Boff and the Canadian socialist Naomi Klein drafting his encyclicals.

It is no coincidence that the only U.S. presidential candidate who made a visit to the Vatican during the campaign was a socialist who had honeymooned in the Soviet Union. Bernie Sanders turned up at the Vatican in April 2016, having received an invitation from Pope Francis’s close Argentine friend, Bishop Marcelo Sanchez Sorondo.

“We invited the candidate who cites the pope most in the campaign, and that is Senator Bernie Sanders,” explained Sorondo, who added that Sanders’s agenda is “very analogous to that of the pope.”

In this smug leftist atmosphere in Rome, Sosa’s elevation to the head of the Jesuits was inevitable. In the past, the Jesuits had been called the pope’s marines. Under Sosa, they are more like the pope’s Marxists, peddling his climate-change propaganda as a pretext for global socialism.

But Sosa’s ambitions, like Pope Francis’s, go well beyond meddling in economies. He is also pushing a moral revolution in the Church, evident in his astonishing claim that, since none of the Apostles tape-recorded Jesus Christ, his words on adultery can be elastically re-interpreted.

“You need to start by reflecting on what exactly Jesus said,” Sosa told an Italian interviewer in February. “At that time, no one had a tape recorder to capture the words. What we know is that the words of Jesus have to be contextualized, they’re expressed in a certain language, in a precise environment, and they’re addressed to someone specific.” In other words, Sosa is confident that he understands Jesus’s meaning better than the Gospel writers. Like Francis, Sosa can’t resist the mumbo-jumbo of Modernist biblical scholarship, which always manages to dovetail conveniently with liberal views.

The Council of Trent explicitly condemned the claim that the Gospel writers were just making stuff up when recounting the words of Jesus Christ. But Sosa has no problem trafficking in that heresy.

“Over the last century in the Church there has been a great blossoming of studies that seek to understand exactly what Jesus meant to say,” he said.

The presumption here is extraordinary but typical of a Francis acolyte. The new orthodoxy is heterodoxy, and Sosa is wallowing in it. He is given to little sermonettes on relativism, such as this whopper:

The Church has developed over the centuries, it is not a piece of reinforced concrete. It was born, it has learned, it has changed. This is why the ecumenical councils are held, to try to bring developments of doctrine into focus. Doctrine is a word that I don’t like very much, it brings with it the image of the hardness of stone. Instead the human reality is much more nuanced, it is never black or white, it is in continual development.

Were St. Ignatius of Loyola alive today, the order he founded wouldn’t ordain him, and he would have wondered how a de facto Protestant ended up on the chair of St. Peter. Nor would St. Ignatius have believed the sheer sophistry that now passes for theological “sophistication” in his order.

Fr. Antonio Spadaro, another Jesuit close to Pope Francis, tweeted out earlier this year this profundity: “Theology is not #Mathematics. 2 + 2 in #Theology can make 5. Because it has to do with #God and real #life of #people.”

Gobsmacked by the relentless leftism of Francis and his aides, Al Gore asked in 2015, “Is the pope Catholic?” The question is no longer a joke.

 
The Pope’s Marxist Head of the Jesuits 
https://onepeterfive.com/popes-marxist-head-jesuits 
By George Neumayr, May 24, 2017
[As above]
7 of 75 readers’ comments at 1P5
1. The Jesuits urgently need to be suppressed.....again!

2. Completely agree, Comrade. They have led the destruction of once-great Jesuit education, they have led the "inculturation" battle won at Vatican II (which resulted in the complete destruction of Catholic culture), they even went into the jungles of South America armed with Kalashnikovs, and now this awful man. They have become a plague and must be suppressed. Poor Sts. Ignatius, Francis Xavier and all the others!

3. Completely agree. They have led the destruction of once-great Jesuit education, they have led the "inculturation" battle won at Vatican II (which resulted in the complete destruction of Catholic culture), they even went into the jungles of South America armed with Kalashnikovs, and now this awful man. 
They have become a plague and must be suppressed. Poor Sts. Ignatius, Francis Xavier and all the others!

4. Turns out one of the most brilliant Catholics in history, Blaise Pascal, was right about the Jesuits. I can almost hear his voice: "Je vous le disais, les amis!"

5. Well the good news is that both St. Alphonsus and the Curé d'Ars loved and admired the Jesuits, with the former asserting that even if there was only one Jesuit left on earth, he would be capable of reinvigorating the Society; while the latter declared in 1843 that he was quite confident that the Society would endure.

6. The bad news is that neither saint could have foreseen the depths to which the Society of Jesus has sunk in the 21st century.

7. Bl. Elizabeth Canori Mora had an interesting prophecy about the Jesuits concerning their role in the restoration of the Church during these times of confusion. Perhaps the Triumph of the Immaculate Heart of our Blessed Mother will effect something really astounding in their order, as the other religious orders also need, shortly. Let us pray and trust in God's Grace and how God will, through the Queen of Heaven, perform all that we aspire to be restored in the Church.
In the meantime, we have to pray and work in our own capacity as Catholics and soldiers of the Hearts of Jesus and Mary.

Jesuit superior general: ‘We have formed symbolic figures such as the devil to express evil’
Fr Sosa also said that if there were women deacons, 'more doors' could open afterwards
http://catholicherald.co.uk/news/2017/06/01/jesuit-superior-general-we-have-formed-symbolic-figures-such-as-the-devil-to-express-evil/ 

June 1, 2017
Christians have “formed” the devil as a way of expressing evil, the Jesuit superior general has said.

In an interview with Spanish newspaper El Mundo, Fr Arturo Sosa said: “Christians believe that we are made in the image and likeness of God, and God is free, but He always chooses to do good because He is all goodness.

“We have formed symbolic figures such as the devil to express evil. Social conditioning can also represent this figure, since there are people who act [in an evil way] because they are in an environment where it is difficult to act to the contrary.”

The Catechism of the Catholic Church states that the devil is a real being, specifically a fallen angel who rebelled against God:

The Church teaches that Satan was at first a good angel, made by God: ‘The devil and the other demons were indeed created naturally good by God, but they became evil by their own doing.’

Scripture speaks of a sin of these angels. This ‘fall’ consists in the free choice of these created spirits, who radically and irrevocably rejected God and his reign.

Elsewhere in the interview, Fr Sosa also said Pope Francis has “opened the door” to women’s ministry by establishing a commission to look into the diaconate.

The Church, he claimed, will one day have a different hierarchy, although he stopped short of explicitly endorsing female ordination.
When asked about the possibility of women being ordained to the priesthood, Fr Sosa said: “There will come a time when their role is better recognised. The Church of the future will have a different hierarchy, with different ministers.”

Thanks to “feminine creativity”, he said, there could be “Christian communities with a different structure” within 30 years.

“The Pope has opened the door to the diaconate by creating a commission. Perhaps they could open more doors afterwards.”

In the interview, which comes just over a week after revelations about Fr Sosa’s past support for Fidel Castro, the Jesuit leader also touched on the issue of same-sex marriage.

When asked about the Church’s attitude to gay relationships, Fr Sosa said it was necessary to distinguish between homosexuality as an act, and gay people.

“Homosexuality is one thing, my homosexual friend, who forms part of my family, part of my surroundings, is quite another.”

“There are gay people in religious life and they are not persecuted, they form part of the community.”

“The sacrament [of marriage] is a different matter,” he continued, saying it is one thing for civil law to ensure there is no discrimination, but theology is another matter.

UPDATE: A spokesman for the Jesuit Curia has said that Fr Sosa is away on retreat and is unable to comment.
Heresy: Jesuit Superior General Sosa claims the Devil is just a Symbol
http://novusordowatch.org/2017/06/heresy-arturo-sosa-devil-symbol/ - The sedevacantist perspective
June 1, 2017

“The Pope’s only ‘Boss'”. This is the title of an interview with the Superior General of the apostate Jesuits, the Venezuelan “Fr.” Arturo Marcelino Sosa Abascal, which was published on May 31, 2017 in the Spanish paper El Mundo. It is available in full here:
El único ‘Jefe’ del Papa (Spanish)

The interview ends with the following exchange, which we will repeat first in the original Spanish, followed by our own English translation (those distrustful of our translation can verify it by reading the Catholic Herald‘s article on this):
[Interviewer:] In closing, I wanted to ask you if you believe evil is a process of human psychology or comes from a higher being.
[“Fr.” Sosa:] From my point of view, evil is part of the mystery of freedom. If the human being is free, he can choose between good and evil. We Christians believe that we are made in the image and likeness of God, therefore God is free, but God always chooses to do good because He is all goodness. We have created symbolic figures, such as the devil, in order to express [the reality of] evil. Social conditioning also represents that figure, inasmuch as there are people who act this way [i.e. in an evil way] because they are in an environment where it is very difficult to act otherwise.

(Jorge Benítez, “El Único ‘Jefe’ del Papa”, El Mundo, May 31, 2017; underlining added. Translation by Novus Ordo Watch.)

So there we have it: The head of the world’s Jesuits proclaims that the devil (Satan, Lucifer) is simply the creation of the human mind “to express evil”.
This is heresy.

The devil is the chief of the fallen angels. Created as a good angel, he received the name Lucifer (“light-bearer”) and, following his rebellion and fall, became Satan (“enemy”). This is standard Catholic doctrine:

If anyone says that the devil was not first a good angel made by God, and that his nature was not a work of God, but says that he came forth from darkness, and does not have any author of himself, but is himself the origin and substance of evil, as Manichaeus and Priscillian have said, let him be anathema.
(Council of Braga; Denz. 237)

We believe that the devil was made evil not through creation but through [his own] will.

(Pope Innocent III, Apostolic Letter Fitts Exemplo; Denz. 427)

For the devil and other demons were created by God good in nature, but they themselves through themselves have become wicked. But man sinned at the suggestion of the devil.

(Fourth Lateran Council, Chapter 1, Denz. 428)

This alone suffices to establish that Sosa has uttered heresy, but of course it can easily be established directly from Sacred Scripture as well, for the Bible is filled with references to the devil as a real supernatural being. For example, one need but recall the devil’s temptation of Christ in the desert (see Mt 4:1-11); Isaias’ mention of Lucifer’s fall (Is 14:12) and Ezekiel’s allusion to the same (Ezekiel 28:12ff.); and our Lord’s reference to him as a “murderer” and the “father of lies” (John 8:44). We likewise recall the teaching of St. John that “the Son of God appeared, that he might destroy the works of the devil” (1 John 3:8), as well as our Savior’s warning that there is a hell which is “prepared for the devil and his angels” (Mt 25:41).
The teaching of the last book the New Testament is also rather clear:

And that great dragon was cast out, that old serpent, who is called the devil and Satan, who seduceth the whole world; and he was cast unto the earth, and his angels were thrown down with him.
And there came down fire from God out of heaven, and devoured them; and the devil, who seduced them, was cast into the pool of fire and brimstone, where both the beast and the false prophet shall be tormented day and night for ever and ever.

(Apocalypse 12:9; 20:9-10)

It is simply impossible to believe in the divine inspiration and inerrancy of Sacred Scripture and yet deny the existence of Satan as a real, personal being (rather than the “creation” of men to “express evil”). Not to mention the fact that the Church would have been utterly foolish to require at baptism that her members “renounce Satan” and “all of his works” and “all his pomps,” something retained even in the Novus Ordo Sect.
But then again, “Fr.” Sosa is not exactly known as a paragon of orthodoxy.

On Feb. 18 of this year, the world’s chief Jesuit had already made waves by claiming that we don’t know what Jesus Christ really said to His disciples — blatantly rejecting the Gospels as divinely inspired accounts which transmit faithfully our Lord’s actual words. Curiously enough, the context in which Sosa made this argument was — get your surprise face ready — our Lord’s condemnation of adultery! Here is an excerpt of the translated interview as published by the Italian journalist Sandro Magister:

[Last paragraph of page 2 and first two paragraphs of page 3 in the present file]
No doubt, they will “discern” until the cows come home, but this is simply code language for getting around the plain words of Christ, whether by denying that He actually said them, or by denying that He meant what He said, or by claiming that somehow these words do not apply to this or that particular case at hand. Or does anyone really suppose that the result of each individual “discernment” will be anything other than, “Your second union is just fine — go right ahead”?
Forced to do some damage control, Sosa’s subsequent “clarification” only underscored that he does not adhere to the Catholic teaching on Sacred Scripture’s inspiration and inerrancy, as enunciated by Pope Leo XIII:
For all the books which the Church receives as sacred and canonical, are written wholly and entirely, with all their parts, at the dictation of the Holy Ghost; and so far is it from being possible that any error can co-exist with inspiration, that inspiration not only is essentially incompatible with error, but excludes and rejects it as absolutely and necessarily as it is impossible that God Himself, the supreme Truth, can utter that which is not true. This is the ancient and unchanging faith of the Church, solemnly defined in the Councils of Florence and of Trent, and finally confirmed and more expressly formulated by the Council of the Vatican. These are the words of the last: “The Books of the Old and New Testament, whole and entire, with all their parts, as enumerated in the decree of the same Council (Trent) and in the ancient Latin Vulgate, are to be received as sacred and canonical. And the Church holds them as sacred and canonical, not because, having been composed by human industry, they were afterwards approved by her authority; nor only because they contain revelation without error; but because, having been written under the inspiration of the Holy Ghost, they have God for their author.” Hence, because the Holy Ghost employed men as His instruments, we cannot therefore say that it was these inspired instruments who, perchance, have fallen into error, and not the primary author. For, by supernatural power, He so moved and impelled them to write — He was so present to them — that the things which He ordered, and those only, they, first, rightly understood, then willed faithfully to write down, and finally expressed in apt words and with infallible truth. Otherwise, it could not be said that He was the Author of the entire Scripture. Such has always been the persuasion of the Fathers. “Therefore,” says St. Augustine, “since they wrote the things which He showed and uttered to them, it cannot be pretended that He is not the writer; for His members executed what their Head dictated.” And St. Gregory the Great thus pronounces: “Most superfluous it is to inquire who wrote these things — we loyally believe the Holy Ghost to be the Author of the book. He wrote it Who dictated it for writing; He wrote it Who inspired its execution.”
It follows that those who maintain that an error is possible in any genuine passage of the sacred writings, either pervert the Catholic notion of inspiration, or make God the author of such error. And so emphatically were all the Fathers and Doctors agreed that the divine writings, as left by the hagiographers, are free from all error, that they labored earnestly, with no less skill than reverence, to reconcile with each other those numerous passages which seem at variance — the very passages which in great measure have been taken up by the “higher criticism;” for they were unanimous in laying it down, that those writings, in their entirety and in all their parts were equally from the afflatus of Almighty God, and that God, speaking by the sacred writers, could not set down anything but what was true.

(Pope Leo XIII, Encyclical Providentissimus Deus, nn. 20-21; underlining added.)

Thus is refuted Sosa’s higher-criticism sophistry about having to “contextualize” the words of Christ, which were written down only so many years later, so that we can understand what He “really meant”.
“Pope Francis has been planting Marxists throughout the Church”, writes George Neumayr, author of the newly-released book The Political Pope, in a recent article:
In 2016, the Jesuits, with the blessing of Pope Francis, installed as its general superior a Venezuelan, Fr. Arturo Sosa Abascal, whose communist convictions have long been known.
Sosa has written about the “Marxist mediation of the Christian Faith,” arguing that the Church should “understand the existence of Christians who simultaneously call themselves Marxists and commit themselves to the transformation of the capitalist society into a socialist society.” In 1989, he signed a letter praising Fidel Castro.

(George Neumayr, “The Pope’s Marxist Head of the Jesuits”, The American Spectator, May 19, 2017)

It shouldn’t come as a big surprise, therefore, that a Jesuit who is a Marxist should deny the inspiration or inerrancy of the Bible, or the existence of Satan as a fallen angel.
Francis, himself a Jesuit, has curiously emphasized again and again that the devil is real. On this specific point, he is actually orthodox, and you can bet your bottom dollar that the likes of Tim Staples, Patrick Madrid, Michael Voris, Tim Haines, and Jimmy Akin will not fail to use the “Supreme Pontiff” Francis to refute Mr. Sosa.

However, what you will definitely not find is Francis removing or otherwise disciplining Sosa. Our prediction is that Francis will remain silent and do nothing. In case someone should ask him about it in an interview and he is forced to address the matter, he will probably contradict Sosa, but he will not condemn him. Thus will the ancient Modernist strategy come to fruition once again: free reign given to people like Arturo Sosa so they can continue to spread doubt and confusion in the minds of the faithful about the truth of Catholic teaching (“you don’t have to believe in the devil!”), while retaining some plausible deniability (“the Pope said the devil is real!”).

This strategy is diabolical, but it has been used successfully by the Modernists for decades because of many willing henchmen and useful idiots who go along with it.

Between Francis, Sosa, and “Fr.” Antonio Spadaro, there seems to be a virtual competition going on about which Jesuit can do the greatest damage to what is left of the virtue of faith in people’s souls.

The abbreviation “S.J.” used to stand for “Society of Jesus”, founded hundreds of years ago by the glorious St. Ignatius of Loyola. The Jesuits have had some of the Church’s greatest theologians among them, such as Cardinal St. Robert Bellarmine, Cardinal Francisco de Lugo, and Fr. Francisco Suarez.

At this point, however, the Jesuits are nothing but a cesspool of Modernist apostasy. They can retain their letter symbol “S.J.” if they like, but it comes now with a new signification to reflect the changed theology: Without a doubt, it is now the Society of Judas.
Readers have left 24 comments

Jesuit chief claims Satan is only a ‘symbol’ created by man 

https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/jesuit-chief-claims-satan-only-a-symbol-created-by-man 
By Pete Baklinski, June 2, 2017
It’s been said that the greatest trick the Devil ever pulled was convincing the world he didn't exist. And the new head of the Jesuit order seems to have fallen for it. 

Fr. Arturo Sosa Abascal, the Jesuit’s Superior General, said in a May 31 interview with the Spanish paper El Mundo that Satan is a “symbolic figure” who doesn’t really exist. 

“We have created symbolic figures, such as the devil, in order to express [the reality of] evil,” said Abascal when asked if he believes evil is a process of human psychology or comes from a higher being. 

“Social conditioning also represents that figure,” he added.

The Catholic Church teaches, however, that Satan is a real being, a fallen angel who was cast from Heaven into Hell after rebelling against God. 

“The Church teaches that Satan was at first a good angel, made by God: ‘The devil and the other demons were indeed created naturally good by God, but they became evil by their own doing.’” states the Catechism of the Catholic Church. 

“Scripture speaks of a sin of these angels. This ‘fall’ consists in the free choice of these created spirits, who radically and irrevocably rejected God and his reign,” it adds.

Historically, the Superior General of the Jesuits has been dubbed the “Black Pope” because of his influence in the Church.

Abascal referring to the devil as a symbol follows a trend within current Catholic leadership of downplaying and even denying the existence of hell altogether. 

Pope Francis has made comments on various occasions seeming to indicate he thinks hell is not eternal and, if it does exist, it is likely empty. Francis suggested in a controversial March 2015 interview with Repubblica that no person goes to hell forever, but souls who fully reject God are simply “annihilated.” Then in his 2015 Apostolic Exhortation Amoris Laetitia he stated that “No one can be condemned for ever, because that is not the logic of the Gospel!” While in Fatima last month, however, the Pope said that a life devoid of God leads to hell. 

Cardinal Francis Arinze told LifeSiteNews in an interview last month that those who disregard hell as a place “invented” to scare people into acting a certain way need to listen to the message from Our Lady of Fatima. Sr. Lucia recounts that in one of the visions Our Lady showed the three children hell. They saw a “great sea of fire” into which were plunged demons.

“The demons could be distinguished by their terrifying and repulsive likeness to frightful and unknown animals, all black and transparent,” she recounted.

“There are people who don't want us to talk of hell. But hell is not something that was invented in the Vatican,” Arinze said.

Arinze said that Jesus himself confirms in the Gospels the reality of hell as a place “where are there will be weeping and gnashing of teeth.”

“Christ himself said that. He spoke of those who would be thrown out into the exterior darkness. He spoke of those who would be punished for always. And Christ is the son of God. If anybody is merciful, it is he. So, if he said that to us, it is in our own interest to take it seriously,” he said. 

Jesus is clear in the Gospels that Satan exists. He cast out numerous demons (Mk. 5:9. Matt. 8:28-34). Referring to the fall of the angels, Jesus told his disciples that he saw “Satan fall like lightning from heaven” (Lk. 10:18). 

And Jesus constantly warned his listeners about the reality of hell in his preaching and parables. Those who in unrighteous anger call their brother “fool” are “liable to the hell of fire” (Matt 5:22). Speaking about the seriousness of sin he said it is better to lose part of your body than for your whole body to be “thrown into hell” (Matt. 5:29). Calling his followers to holy fear, he urged them to be afraid of being destroyed “both body and soul in hell” (Matt. 10:28). He spoke of a day of judgment in one parable where the weeds are separated from the wheat, tied into bundles, and “burned” (Matt. 13: 24-30). 

On many occasions Jesus spoke of a place where there will be “weeping and gnashing of teeth” (Matt. 22:1-14, 24: 36-51, 25: 26-30, and Lk. 13:22-30). In the parable of the sheep and goats he spoke of a place of “eternal fire” and “eternal punishment” for those who failed to love God in their neighbor. He warned that giving scandal could lead sinners to a place where “the worms that eat them do not die, and the fire is not quenched” (Mark 9:42-48). In the story of Lazarus and Dives, the rich man is on one side of a “great chasm” and in “agony in this fire” for his selfishness (Luke 16:19-31).

Venerable Servant of God Archbishop Fulton J. Sheen warned in a 1947 radio show about the great lengths to which Satan will go to convince the world of his non-existence so he can work as he pleases.

“Nowhere in Sacred Scripture do we find warrant for the popular myth of the devil as a buffoon who is dressed like the first ‘red.’ Rather is he described as a fallen angel, and as ‘the Prince of this world’ whose business it is to tell us that there is no other world,” he said. 
“His logic is simple: if there is no heaven there is no hell; if there is no hell, there is no sin; if there is no sin, there is no judge, and if there is no judgment then evil is good and good is evil,” he added.

Earlier this year Abascal said that Christians don’t know what Jesus actually said about divorce because it wasn’t tape-recorded. 

He called Jesus’ words “relative,” adding that they must be “discerned” according to the “conscience” of each individual.

But Cardinal Raymond Burke in April called Abascal’s view “completely wrong,” stating that the Jesuit General needed to be “corrected.”
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1. So we now have permission to discern God's Word according to the way we see fit &, of course, in keeping with present-day life - not so hard that we cannot meet His Decrees but as best we can in the circumstances we find ourselves. After all no-one knows for sure what Christ intended as there were no recorders in those days. Obviously this is a much more enlightened age & so the CC's upholding of Catholic Doctrine for over 2K years must now be put aside for a more relative understanding which only PF & his Marxist followers can supply.

The fact that Christ constantly spoke of the Devil holds no sway with Fr. Arturo Sosa - does he even believe that He is the Second Person of the Most Blessed Trinity? Or does he believe that being elected Head of the Jesuit Order trumps that position? PF gives the impression that he is on the same level as God & that he deserves to be treated as such, even when not speaking ex cathedra (which he has no intention of doing for fear of being branded a heretic).

These are very sad & bewildered men who cannot fully accept God's omnipotence & are doing their very best to ensure we don't either. All has been predicted & we have Our Lady's assurance that in the end the Pope(?) will consecrate Russia to Her Immaculate Heart & Her Triumph will issue forth a period of peace & conversion.

2. "And everyone did what was right in his own eyes." (Judges 17:6, 21:25)

3. Well, I have been stepping in it all day so I might as well continue: Fr. Arturo Sosa Abascal, the most unfortunate superior General of the Jesuits (Sts. Ignatius and Francis Xavier: Ora Pro Nobis!), is a very real Heretic. And he, in his heresy, is an aider and abettor of Satan who is not a symbol but a real and personally malevolent being. And if Fr. Abascal doesn't repent of his many heresies, he will keep company with Satan for eternity for thus is the Logic of the Gospel which is the Divinely Inspired Scripture of the Omnipotent God. –Fr. RP
4. The Jesuit order seems to abound in heretics.

5. I feel badly for the Jesuits that are faithful. There actually ARE some of them around, not many grant you, but there are a few. I can just imagine, they are dying a thousand deaths trying to deal with this heretic of all heretics. The HEAD OF THE ORDER no less!! If Fr. Arturo doesn't believe in Satan, then he doesn't believe in God Himself!! If he doesn't repent and convert, he will spend eternity with this imaginary entity who will torture him greatly. He WILL believe in him eventually, unfortunately for him. 
6. Perhaps he also believes that God is something we constructed in the same way we are supposed to have constructed the devil.

7. Fr. Arturo Sosa Abascal's apostasy is so rancid it would make an onion cry.

If he doesn't believe that the devil (Lucifer/satan) exists then he doesn't believe in the rebellion of Lucifer against God in Heaven ("I will not serve") nor recognize Satan's (the fallen Lucifer renamed) lies and false promises which helped precipitate the Fall of Adam and Eve.

It's therefore likely that Fr Abascal doesn't believe in the Fall of Man at all - and therefore doesn't understand who Jesus Christ really is - Our Lord and Savior Who came to rescue mankind from eternal damnation owing to the inherited effects of original sin (the result of The Fall) - which is a natural inclination to sin and evil.

It's worth noting that every member of the clergy who has fallen into apostasy but yet remains within the Church and on its payroll is both a cancer within the Body of Christ and a freeloader.

8. Thinks he does not have to believe what the Lord said (about divorce) because "Christians don’t know what Jesus actually said because it wasn’t tape-recorded." So, he doesn't believe the words of Scripture as written by the Apostles were inspired by the Holy Spirit in Truth? How can he call himself a Christian, let alone a Catholic - a Catholic "Priest," no less? He needs to be defrocked.

The Greatest Trick the Jesuits Ever Pulled… 

https://onepeterfive.com/the-greatest-trick-the-jesuits-ever-pulled 
By Steve Skojec, June 5, 2017
In 1862, the French poet Charles Baudelaire wrote that “The finest trick of the devil is to persuade you that he does not exist.” The quote was paraphrased –somewhat more famously, perhaps — in the 1995 film The Usual Suspects, as “The greatest trick the Devil ever pulled was convincing the world he didn’t exist.”

Over the course of more than a century, a poet and a filmmaker kept before the minds of their audiences this important truth of spiritual warfare. But now, Father Arturo Sosa — the new Superior General of the Jesuits — wants you to forget all that. In a May 31 interview with the Spanish newspaper El Mundo, Sosa opined:

“We have formed symbolic figures such as the devil to express evil. Social conditioning can also represent this figure, since there are people who act [in an evil way] because they are in an environment where it is difficult to act to the contrary.”

As others have aptly pointed out, the Catechism of the Catholic Church (and Christ’s own words in the Scriptures) leave no doubt that the Devil exists, and that he is the enemy of our immortal souls:

394. Scripture witnesses to the disastrous influence of the one Jesus calls “a murderer from the beginning”, who would even try to divert Jesus from the mission received from his Father.273 “The reason the Son of God appeared was to destroy the works of the devil.”274 In its consequences the gravest of these works was the mendacious seduction that led man to disobey God.

The wrongness of Fr. Sosa’s commentary is obvious to any moderately well-formed Catholic. But it prompts evaluation of a larger question that has been looming in my mind for some time now: do the leaders of the Catholic Church as a whole still believe in Catholic eschatology? For those unfamiliar with the word, eschatology is the theological study of the so-called “Four Last Things”: death, judgment, Heaven, and Hell.

In the same vein, I wrote about the February, 2016 edition of “The Pope Video”, which I described at the time as something that effectively re-branded the Vatican as “a non-denominational ecology and social-justice driven NGO”. I quoted Bishop Athanasius Schneider, who gave a homily in which he stated:

The priesthood is concerned not with temporal things, but with eternal things. It is the same with the Church. The Church is not concerned with climate change, or ecology. That is the job of the government! The Church is concerned with eternal things!

But this has, indisputably, been a papacy with a demonstrated emphasis on immanent rather than eternal things. From environmentalism to arms dealers, poverty to politics, the Catholic Church under Francis has become almost indistinguishable from any number of progressive social justice or grassroots organizations. The irony here is notable, since the pope admonished us to remember, from the first days of his papacy, that the Church is not “a humanitarian agency, the Church is not an NGO (non-governmental organization). The Church is sent to bring Christ and his Gospel to all.” As I wrote in my September, 2015 Op-Ed for USA Today, on the occasion of the papal visit to America:

As Thursday’s congressional address emphasized, however, Francis’ priorities are climate change, economic justice, marginalization and the poor, while little emphasis is placed on the deep moral and spiritual crisis that threatens our eternal salvation or our subsequent need for authentic conversion.

This diversion from the church’s traditional focus has won critical acclaim from the secular world and raised expectations that at last there’s a pope who will force Catholicism to “get with the times.”

At the core of our faith, however, is the belief that its doctrines — founded upon divinely revealed truths — are unchangeable.

Yet under the auspices of “pastoral concern” or “mercy,” we hear a commonly expressed anticipation that Francis will reverse this or that long-held teaching. This is pure wishful thinking, but it is indulged by many high-ranking church prelates, and at times, it seems, by Francis himself.

Stewardship over creation is one of the first responsibilities God gave to Adam and Eve. Care for the poor and the destitute was an important tenet of Jesus’ public ministry. But Christ was not a divine ecologist or social worker. Jesus Christ fed the poor, but his principal concern was their spiritual nourishment.

Appropriate Christian concern for temporal matters is virtuous, but when isolated from the salvific message of the Gospels, the Church risks becoming the very NGO Francis has condemned.

When true sanctity is replaced with ersatz religious materialism, we easily forget our reason for existence: to know, love and serve God in this life, and to be happy with him in the next.

Truly, “our common home” is not earth, but heaven. More than ever, our world needs the pope to fix his eyes firmly there — not here — and to lead us to our eternal destination.

So what does all of this have to do with Fr. Sosa and his alarming belief that the Devil does not exist?

A Church overly concerned with material realities gives the appearance that it no longer believes in eternal ones. If the Devil isn’t real, what is? Clearly not Hell. What about God? Mary? The Saints? Heaven? A friend once told me the story of their encounter with a nun a few decades ago who was actively engaged in social justice work, particularly with the poor. As I recall the tale, when this friend noticed that there appeared to be no spiritual component to the work — nothing that would help the souls under her care stay on the path to eternal salvation — they asked the question: “Excuse me, Sister, but what about getting their souls to heaven?”

“Heaven?” Came the mildly incredulous reply. “We don’t believe in heaven anymore. That’s why we try to do what we can to make heaven here.”

In his 1948 book, Communism and the Conscience of the West, Bishop Fulton Sheen wrote:

Nowhere in Sacred Scripture do we find warrant for the popular myth of the Devil as a buffoon who is dressed like the first “red.” Rather is he described as an angel fallen from heaven, as “the Prince of this world,” whose business it is to tell us that there is no other world. His logic is simple: if there is no heaven there is no hell; if there is no hell, then there is no sin; if there is no sin, then there is no judge, and if there is no judgment then evil is good and good is evil. But above all these descriptions, Our Lord tells us that he will be so much like Himself that he would deceive even the elect — and certainly no devil ever seen in picture books could deceive even the elect.

[…]

In the midst of all his seeming love for humanity and his glib talk of freedom and equality, he will have one great secret which he will tell to no one: he will not believe in God. Because his religion will be brotherhood without the fatherhood of God, he will deceive even the elect. He will set up a counterchurch which will be the ape of the Church, because he, the Devil, is the ape of God. It will have all the notes and characteristics of the Church, but in reverse and emptied of its divine content. [Emphasis added]
Fr. Antonio Spadaro, one of the pope’s “mouthpieces” and a fellow Jesuit, reflected on the election of Fr. Sosa with words that take on a new significance through the clarifying prism of Bishop Sheen’s analysis:

Sosa had the courage to say in his first homily as General:  “We also want to contribute to what today seems impossible: a Humanity reconciled in justice, that lives in peace in a common home well cared for, where there is a place for all of us because we recognize our brothers and sisters, sons and daughters of the same and one only Father”.   He spoke of the “audacity of the impossible” that flows from faith.  Only a man who has gone through the ideologies knows that you must not be afraid of utopias if they are able to supply the gasoline to move forward in the building of a better world.  In a time in which one lives fears and disappointments, in a time in which you only take account of secure things, with few certainties at your disposal, Arturo Sosa invites us to not lose that healthy utopia that allows us to believe that the world is not destined to perdition and that it is possible to work to make it what the Lord wants it to be. [Some emphasis added]

Utopias, of course, are for those who intend never to leave the earthly plane. For those with eyes fixed on beatific vision, we are constantly at war with our desire for creature comforts as we attempt to embrace not just the joys, but the “sufferings and sorrows of this valley of tears.” We don’t seek temporal beatitude, because we know we’ll never find it. We worry somewhat less than our secular counterparts about global ecological disaster, because our world is scheduled to be demolished when Our Lord comes again — and not a moment before.

According to papal biographer Austen Ivereigh, Fr. Sosa has known Francis since both were together in the 1983 General Congregation that elected Peter-Hans Kolvenbach, and has grown closer to him since Sosa moved to Rome in 2014 to take charge of the Jesuit houses in Rome.

“Their current friendship will without doubt help the Jesuits better collaborate with the Holy See,” says Father Luis Ugalde, a Spanish Jesuit in the Venezuela province who knows Sosa well, and was provincial before him.

One wonders, therefore, what the Holy Father thinks of Fr. Sosa’s deconstruction of Satan as a merely human artifice. One of the most commented-upon aspects of this pontificate has been the penchant of Pope Francis to speak openly of the Devil. He has done so many times. To be honest, I have often questioned if perhaps this “symbolic figure” conception of the Devil that Fr. Sosa speaks of was the framework Francis was working from; the notion of a preternatural bogeyman deployed in parables intended to keep people on the desired ideological path. But it is hard to believe such an interpretation in examples like those found in a homily given by the pope in November, 2013:

“There are some priests who, when they read this Gospel passage, this and others, say: ‘But, Jesus healed a person with a mental illness’. They do not read this, no? It is true that at that time, they could confuse epilepsy with demonic possession; but it is also true that there was the devil! And we do not have the right to simplify the matter, as if to say: ‘All of these (people) were not possessed; they were mentally ill’. No! The presence of the devil is on the first page of the Bible, and the Bible ends as well with the presence of the devil, with the victory of God over the devil.”

Is Francis just better at hiding his allegorical understanding of the Prince of This World, or does he know something that Fr. Sosa does not?

It would seem appropriate, considering how often Francis has asked us to believe in a figure his own Superior General would have him believe is merely a figure of our imagination, that the pope might remind his friend of something his predecessor, Pope Pius XII, once said in an allocution to the Jesuits*:

Truly, among the noble deeds of your forefathers, of which you rightly boast and which you strive to emulate, this one surpasses the others, that indeed your Society, cleaving as closely as possible to the throne of Peter, has endeavored to guard, teach, defend and advance intact the teaching proposed by the Pontiff of that See, with which, on account of its preeminent authority, it is necessary that every Church, that is, all the faithful everywhere, should agree and also that it does not tolerate anything that smacks of dangerous or insufficiently-tested novelty.
[…]

Moreover, let no one steal from you this renown for orthodoxy and faithfulness in due obedience to the Vicar of Christ; nor let there be among you a place for any pride of “free-thinking,” which belongs rather to a heterodox than to a Catholic mentality, by which each man does not eschew to summon to the scale of his own judgment even those things that proceed from the Apostolic See; nor let there be tolerated any connivance with certain persons who assert that standards of behavior and of striving for eternal salvation are to be chosen from among those things that are done rather than from those that ought to be done; nor let there be allowed to opine and to act according to their pleasure those to whom it seems that ecclesiastical discipline is something antiquated—empty “formalism,” as it’s called—which it unquestionably behooves someone to dispense with so that he might be a servant of the truth. For if a mentality of this kind, borrowed from the throngs of the unbelieving, should slither unhindered among your ranks, will there not be shortly discovered among you unworthy and faithless sons of your Father Ignatius, who ought forthwith to be cut off from the body of your Society?
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1. Bergoglio does not believe in hell, or eternal punishment for sin; where there is no hell, there can be no devil.

Dogmas of the Catholic Church:
1. The souls of those who die in the condition of personal grievous sin enter Hell.
2. The punishment of Hell lasts for all eternity.

Bergoglio:
1. In March 2015 came another interview with Repubblica in which the Pope seemed to suggest no person could go to hell, but if they fully rejected God they would be annihilated. The article says: “What happens to that lost soul? Will it be punished? And how? The response of Francis is distinct and clear: there is no punishment, but the annihilation of that soul. All the others will participate in the beatitude of living in the presence of the Father. The souls that are annihilated will not take part in that banquet; with the death of the body their journey is finished.”
2. “No one can be condemned forever, because that is not the logic of the Gospel!” (Amoris Laetitia 297.)

To deny dogma is to sever oneself from the Church. Bergoglio declares himself a heretical judeo-masonic modernist and modernists routinely double-speak. Here is a devil; there is no devil:

"[This behavior] cannot be excused in the way that one sees it being done, under the erroneous pretext that the seemingly shocking affirmations in one place are further developed along orthodox lines in other places, and even in yet other places corrected; as if allowing for the possibility of either affirming or denying the statement, or of leaving it up to the personal inclinations of the individual – such has always been the fraudulent and daring method used by innovators to establish error. It allows for both the possibility of promoting error and of excusing it. … [The heretic Nestorius] expressed himself in a plethora of words, mixing true things with others that were obscure; mixing at times one with the other in such a way that he was also able to confess those things which were denied while at the same time possessing a basis for denying those very sentences which he confessed."
(Pope Pius VI, Bull Auctorem Fidei)

2. I am glad you brought this up. I had thought to mention it, but then forgot as I was searching for other pieces of the puzzle. He says so very many things that make you wonder....

3. Steve, is there a name for this particular school of thought that hell doesn't exist but rather God "annihilates" the soul rather than punish forever? ...I've never heard of such a thing and yet the Holy Father himself is saying such stuff. –Fr Chuck O’Malley

4. I'm not sure of the name but I think that this annihilation of soul’s doctrine is what the Jehovah's Witnesses teach. 

5. Not sure about that, but I do know that Seventh Day Adventists teach annihilation.

6. More proof you can 'be' pope and not actually Catholic. Which then leads us to the question … is that possible? Or would such a person be de-facto null-in-void as Supreme Pontiff? –Fr Chuck O’Malley
7. If Bergoglio is a heretic and out of the Church, can he still be Pope? Apparently not:

The topic of a pope becoming a heretic was addressed at the First Vatican Council by Archbishop Purcell, of Cincinnati, Ohio: “The question was also raised by a Cardinal, ‘What is to be done with the Pope if he becomes a heretic?’ It was answered that there has never been such a case; the Council of Bishops could depose him for heresy, for from the moment he becomes a heretic he is not the head or even a member of the Church. The Church would not be, for a moment, obliged to listen to him when he begins to teach a doctrine the Church knows to be a false doctrine, and he would cease to be Pope, being deposed by God Himself. (The New Princeton Review, Volume 42 p. 648, also The Life and Life-work of Pope Leo XIII. By James Joseph McGovern p. 241.)

The Papal Bull Cum ex apostolatus officio of Pope Paul IV teaches that: if anyone was a heretic before the Papal election, he could not be a valid pope, even if he is elected unanimously by the Cardinals. Canon 188.4 (1917 Code of Canon Law) teachers that: if a cleric (pope, bishop, etc.) becomes a heretic, he loses his office without any declaration by operation of law. St. Robert Bellarmine, St. Antonius, St. Francis de Sales, St. Alphonsus Liguori, and many other theologians all teach that a heretic cannot be a pope.

St. Alphonsus Liguori: “If ever a Pope, as a private person, should fall into heresy, he should at once fall from the Pontificate. If, however, God were to permit a pope to become a notorious and contumacious heretic, he would by such fact cease to be pope, and the
apostolic chair would be vacant.”

For brevity, I just quoted one Saint and for the same reason here's one theologian:

“Given, therefore, the hypothesis of a pope who would become notoriously heretical, one must concede without hesitation that he would by that very fact lose the pontifical power, insofar as, having become an unbeliever, he would by his own will be cast outside the body of the Church.” (Billot — De Ecclesia, 1927.)

Well, that seems pretty clear to me. A heretic cannot become Pope, because he's not a member of the Church and if a Pope becomes a heretic, he is no longer a member of the Church, or Pope and the Chair of Peter is vacant.

So, what are we to do about a heretical Pope? Well, I did some checking up and here's what I found. (Again only a few for brevity.):

St. Cyril of Alexandria: “It is unlawful, and a profanation, and an act the punishment of which is death, to love to associate with unholy heretics, and to unite yourself to their communion.”

St. Athanasius: “Saint Anthony never held communion with the Meletian schismatics, knowing their wickedness and rebellion from the beginning; neither did he have friendly converse with the Manichees or any other heretics, except only to warn them to return to their duty, believing and teaching that their friendship and society was harmful and ruinous to the soul. Thus also he loathed the Arian heresy, and taught all men neither to go near them nor to partake in their bad faith.

II Lateran Council
“The accursed perversity of heretics has so increased that now they exercise their wickedness not in secret, but manifest their error publicly, and win over the weak and simple-minded to their opinion. For this reason, We resolve to cast them, their defenders, and their receivers under anathema, and We forbid under anathema that any one presume to help heretics or to do business with heretics."
St. Thomas Aquinas: “To know whom to avoid is a great means of saving our souls. Thus the Church forbids the faithful to communicate with those unbelievers who have forsaken the faith by corrupting it, such as heretics, or by renouncing it, such as apostates.”

Well, as far as I can see, a Catholic must have nothing to do with a false heretical anti-pope, or his judeo-masonic church.

The Internet Makes the World Small: Vatican Edition 

https://onepeterfive.com/internet-makes-world-small-vatican-edition  
By Steve Skojec, June 8, 2017

Growing up as an American Catholic in the 1980s made Rome feel infinitely far away. John Paul II was not just a pope, but a media celebrity, more akin to a rock star or a president than some approachable religious figure. And perhaps that’s how it always was. Before popes were pop stars, they were royalty, carried about in the finery of their office, seated atop a sedia gestatoria. They, and the retinue that surrounded them, were untouchable, mysterious, and hidden away from the common man.

It’s always an odd experience, therefore, to realize what a small world it has become. From Pope Benedict’s alleged response to a story written in these pages to Cardinal Pell’s response to synod walkout petition that originated with myself and some of my colleagues, it never ceases to be a little bit surreal to have things we do an ocean away be acknowledged by the powers in Rome.

So it came as a bit of a surprise when, earlier this week, I found it happening again. On Tuesday morning, a friend tagged me into a post on what appeared to be the official Facebook page of Archbishop Georg Gänswein, secretary to Pope emeritus Benedict the XVI and Prefect of the Papal Household to Pope Francis. My friend made note of the fact that a link had been posted on Gänswein’s page that would take readers to an article on the website of Novus Ordo Watch (NOW), a sedevacantist publication, discussing the purported heresy of Father Arturo Sosa, the recently elected Superior General of the Jesuits who said that the devil is not real but rather a symbol invented by man.

Being my usual (extremely mature) self, I responded simply with a piece of Internet slang: “lolwhut”. For those unfamiliar with the term, this is exactly what it looks like — a portmanteau of the abbreviation for “laugh out loud” and an intentionally misspelled version of “what” — an expression of dumbfounded laughter, surprise, and confusion. It is, in other words, a silly term. To be fair, it was very unexpected to see Gänswein posting a link to NOW, and it was first thing in the morning when I replied, incredulous, not thinking much of it. I took a screenshot of the post, decided to leave my exchange at the bottom (out of some combination of laziness and amusement), and posted it on my Facebook page as well as emailing it to one of my colleagues.

Then, I more or less forgot about it.

Well, one thing led to another, and before I knew it Catholic News Agency (CNA) reporter Paul Badde was interviewing Archbishop Gänswein about this very topic. And lo and behold, linked in the CNA news story was the screenshot I took of that very conversation, including my ridiculous comment of “lolwhut”:
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The whole thing was mostly just funny. For his part, Gänswein handled the questions lightly, and with good humor.

Unfortunately, he also missed a golden opportunity to deal with the question at hand. See if you can find the omission in the following brief interview text (translated by Google from German with some gentle corrections by me):

CNA: Archbishop, on your Facebook page you shared an article in which Father Arturo Marcelino Sosa Abascal, S.J., the General Superior of the alleged “apostate” Jesuits, is accused of “heresy” because he denies the existence of the devil.

Georg Gänswein: I do not run a Facebook page and a Twitter account and write nothing there.
CNA: And still have 30,000 “followers” on Facebook?

GG (laughs): Only 30,000?
CNA: You’re laughing. But what do you say about your original Bishop’s coat of arms on this page and your correct title in Spanish?

GG: What can I do but laugh? This is a fake coat of arms on a fake page.
CNA: Who or what is behind it?

GG: How should I know? A fake person maybe? These are – really – fake-news. I only know this: this is the handiwork of someone who wants to split and confuse. In any case, this has nothing to do with me.
CNA: And how do you intend to proceed against this?

GG (laughs again): With laughter! At least until I have 3 million followers. Until then only with laughter – and with the wisdom of the old Viennese:  “We don’t even care to ignore this.”
It’s perfectly fine for Gänswein to laugh this off. It’s not his page, not his circus, not his monkeys.

But this entire story revolved, on a deeper level, around the question of Father Sosa and his denial of the existence of the devil. I really wish the Archbishop would have at least made a comment about this bizarre deviation from the doctrine of the Catholic faith on the part of the so-called Black Pope. At the very least, he could’ve said something along the lines of, “I have a hard time believing that the head of the Jesuits would say such a thing, and I prefer not to believe it until I hear his clarification.” (Sosa’s spokesman, incidentally, has clarified, and it’s an equivocating mess.) It would have been helpful to have something to help correct this error from a man like Gänswein, who is in such an important position and acts as the bridge between two living popes.

Readers have left 60 comments

The Excision of Exorcisms as a Prelude to Devil-Denial

https://onepeterfive.com/excision-exorcisms-prelude-devil-denial
By Peter Kwasniewski, June 19, 2017

Some weeks ago, the Jesuit superior general Fr. Arturo Marcelino Sosa Abascal made international news with his remarks denying the real personal existence of the devil and reducing him to a man-made symbol of evil. Ho-hum, one might say: we expect this kind of heresy from modern liberal Jesuits — even if the Jesuit who holds the papal throne seems to be orthodox on this point. Within hours, Catholics around the world had skewered the superior general, and his provocative claim, redolent of the 1970s, was reduced to a pile of smouldering ashes, having perhaps a whiff of sulphur.

When this news story hit, I began to think about a little Rituale Romanum I once saw: The Priest’s New Ritual for the Convenience of the Reverend Clergy in the Administration of the Sacraments and Various Blessings, compiled by the Rev. Paul Griffith, printed in Baltimore by John Murphy, 1927, reprinted 1941. I remember how my eyes grew wider and wider as I paged through the rite of baptism and saw how the owner of this manual had struck through with pencil all the exorcisms, probably in response to some confusing instruction from the Vatican in the tempestuous years following Sacrosanctum Concilium, when changes were coming down from on high just about every month, and nothing was certain except the uncertainty of the liturgy.
This got me thinking. Why, exactly, did we need to eliminate all those exorcisms? Because babies are not in the clutches of the Prince of This World and his ranks? Because the little innocent boys and girls do not need to be rescued and redeemed from the kingdom of darkness? Because original sin is a medieval exaggeration, and modern man can’t possibly take seriously the idea that each man is born into the enemy’s camp, estranged from God?
Whatever they were thinking, the result is obvious: the exorcisms were eliminated, and when the shiny new rite of baptism rolled off the assembly line, it said almost nothing about the devil or original sin. The one reference is narrative and not unambiguously applied to the child at hand. For decades now, Catholics have been listening to (and informed by) a baptismal rite that has almost nothing in common with the way baptismal liturgies had been conducted for twenty centuries in East and West — with the exception of the formula of baptism itself, which remains intact. “Ah, good,” you say, “the baptism is valid: that’s all that matters.” Really? That’s all that matters? This is the same pernicious neo-scholastic reductionism that would reduce Holy Mass to a valid consecration. If all we need is sacramental formulas, we could reduce all the sacraments to 3-minute transactions, like an ATM machine.

Should we be so full of righteous indignation, then, at Fr. Arturo Marcelino Sosa Abascal? Or should we not redirect that indignation towards the liturgical vandals who first stripped our traditional rites of their abundant references to the devil — and towards the inadequate rites they fashioned to replace them?

I remember the first time I compared the traditional rite of baptism with its modern replacement. I could not believe my eyes. The difference is as night and day. If you have not made this comparison yourself, and especially if you are either a married person who will be bringing your children to the baptismal font, or a priest who will be baptizing (and who may, of course, freely utilize the older form of baptism as per Summorum Pontificum), I encourage you to take a little time to compare the two rites. This site conveniently gives the text of both. Some fine commentary may be found here, here (where a priest speaks of his first foray into the traditional form of baptism), and here (although the tables are not well aligned). 
Every Catholic has the canonical right to choose the traditional form of baptism for their children, and every Latin rite priest has the canonical duty to offer this form when asked.

My wife and I produced our own booklets when we had our children baptized in the traditional rite, and I’ve seen others do the same, but you may also purchase this very nice booklet that contains the entire rite in Latin and English, along with a number of extra ceremonies, prayers, and explanations.

Meanwhile, as a reminder of the iconoclasm we must leave behind, here are additional pages from that same pocket ritual. From demons and their dupes on earth, libera nos, Domine.

3 of 35 readers’ comments

1. The Novus Ordo rite of baptism may be valid, but it certainly isn't edifying, nor is it particularly Catholic. Virtually all the exorcisms have been eliminated. In addition, the traditional role of godparent has been all but eliminated, with the parents now speaking for the child (raising the question of just what the purpose of a godparent actually is in the Novus Ordo; hell, even such a violent, opposed-to-Catholic-values film as The Godfather portrays the traditional rite correctly in its climax).

And people wonder why no one believes in the devil any longer. If the men running the Church and overseeing Her rites act as if they don't believe in Satan, then why should the laity?

2. When I attended a RC baptism some years ago, there was no exorcism. That really unnerved me. We still have it in the Ukrainian Greek Catholic Church…

3. Jesuit numbers in 1965 - 36038. Jesuit numbers in 2017 - 16378.

Heresy leads to apostasy which leads to extinction.

Francis the Destroyer will only accelerate the auto-demolition.

Satan Seen Increasingly as a Myth, Even within the Church Itself

http://fsspx.news/en/news-events/news/satan-seen-increasingly-myth-even-within-church-itself-30605
June 20, 2017
It is astonishing, disturbing, and saddening to read certain remarks that seem to question the Faith of the Church founded by Jesus Christ. 

It is sometimes said that the devil does not really exist, as if belief in the devil was optional or even debatable in the Church. Satan would be just a way of speaking of the mystery of evil in our lives, a symbol belonging to an outdated culture of bygone days. But is he really?

The trend is towards disbelief, even in the Catholic Church. For example, on May 31, 2017, Fr. Arturo Sosa, the Jesuit Superior General – traditionally known as the “Black Pope” because of the importance of his position – ventured to broach the theme of evil in an interview with the Spanish newspaper El Mundo.

To the question of the journalist, who asks whether the question of evil finds its explanation in a process of purely human psychology or comes from a higher being, Fr. Sosa gave an answer so astounding that it is worth quoting in full:

From my point of view, evil is part of the mystery of freedom. If the human being is free, he can choose between good and evil. Christians believe that we are made in the image and likeness of God, and God is free, but He always chooses to do good because He is all goodness. We have created symbolic figures, such as the devil, to express [the reality of] evil. Social conditioning can also represent this figure, since there are people who act [in an evil way] because they are in an environment where it is difficult to act to the contrary.

In other words, evil is reduced to a purely psychological dimension and to an a priori category that is really just the fruit of the history of mentalities.
Fr. Sosa was answered from the opposite perspective by a son of St. Francis on the other side of the Atlantic. Archbishop Charles Chaput, a Capuchin, is in charge of the Archdiocese of Philadelphia. In his column on June 5, a few days after the resounding publication of the El Mundo interview, the prelate wrote on the question of evil, offering an analysis of the ideas of Leszek Kołakowski (1927-2009), a Polish Catholic philosopher known for his criticism of Marxism: “The devil and evil are constants at work in human history and in the struggles of every human soul,” he once declared.
The archbishop continued on a sharper tone: “And note that Kolakowski – unlike some of our own Catholic leaders who should know better – was not using the word ‘devil’ as a symbol of the darkness in our own hearts, or a metaphor for the bad things that happen in the world.” It’s hard not to see this as a dig at the General of the Jesuits.

Archbishop Chaput’s final remark is also very interesting: “The devil, more than anyone, appreciates this irony, i.e., that we can’t fully understand the mission of Jesus without him. And he exploits this to his full advantage. He knows that consigning him to myth inevitably sets in motion our same treatment of God.” He could hardly have made it more clear: denying the existence of the devil sooner or later leads to a profession of atheism.

Fr. Sosa is known for being close to the current pope. However, Francis does not share the Jesuit’s opinion on the mystery of evil – far from it. In a compilation of then-Cardinal Bergoglio’s letters, homilies, and talks called, “Only Love Can Save Us”, the existence of the devil is clearly asserted: “Careful: we are not fighting against human powers, but against the powers of darkness. Just like he did with Jesus, Satan will seek to seduce us, to lead us astray, to offer us ‘viable alternatives’.”

More recently, on October 30, 2014, in a homily during his morning Mass at Santa Marta, the Holy Father was very explicit: to think they have “made people think that the devil was a myth, a character, an idea, the concept of evil. The devil exists and we have to fight against him.”
On this point, the pope is faithful to the teaching of the Church.

The holy Gospels are full of references to the fact that the Devil really exists as a person. Jesus confronts the prince of Darkness several times when He practices exorcisms on possessed people. He meets him personally in the desert before vigorously driving him away: “Begone, Satan: for it is written, The Lord thy God shalt thou adore, and him only shalt thou serve” (Mt. 4:10). He speaks of him in His teachings, describing Satan’s action in the world, or announcing that the “gates of hell” will never prevail against the Church He is going to found (Mt. 16:18).

Likewise, St. Paul, in his epistles, makes a clear distinction between the sins of men and the one who inspires them, Satan and the other evil spirits who roam throughout the world seeking the ruin of souls. He exhorts us to put on “the armor of God, that you may be able to stand against the deceits of the devil” (Eph. 6:11). The great Apostle himself is tried, lest the greatness of the revelations made to him exalt him: “There was given me a sting of my flesh, an angel of Satan, to buffet me” (II Cor. 12:7).

As for St. John, he gives us the words of Christ that are anything but ambiguous: “Now shall the prince of this world be cast out” (Jn. 12: 31). In the Apocalypse, he presents the victory of the immolated Lamb after a terrible battle against Satan, his angels and his followers: “And that great dragon was cast out, that old serpent, who is called the devil and Satan, who seduceth the whole world; and he was cast unto the earth, and his angels were thrown down with him” (Apoc. 12:9).

In keeping with Sacred Scripture, all of Tradition unanimously asserts the existence of Satan and the evil spirits.

The Fathers of the Church unmask them in their battles against the errors of the Gnostics and the heresies spread by the prince of lies. Among them are Tertullian, St. Irenaeus, Origen, St. Basil, St. Gregory of Nazianzus, St. John Chrysostom, St. Eusebius of Vercelli, St. Ambrose, St. Augustine, St. Leo the Great, and others.

The devil is a creature of God; he was initially excellent and even brilliant, but he did not remain in the truth where it had been established: The devil “was a murderer from the beginning, and he stood not in the truth; because truth is not in him. When he speaketh a lie, he speaketh of his own: for he is a liar, and the father thereof” (Jn. 8:44). Satan rose up against the Lord, and the evil was not in his nature, but in a free and contingent act of his own will, an act of pure malice and revolt, by which he sought to take the place of God.

When the Manichean dualism resurfaced with the Cathars and the Albigensians, the Fourth Ecumenical Council of the Lateran, in 1215, solemnly taught that “the devil and other demons were created by God naturally good, but they became evil by their own doing. Man, however, sinned at the prompting of the devil.”

The existence of Satan therefore has indeed been constantly maintained by the Faith of the Church. It is a truth that is not up for debate, for it is an integral part of her most solemn teaching. It has been asserted by multiple councils under the form of professions of faith.

By Christ and holy baptism, the Christian is set free from the devil’s dominion (Council of Florence, 1442). Through justification by grace, he escapes the “power of the devil and of death” (Council of Trent, 1547), but if he sins again, he is again delivered “into the power of the devil”, unless he resorts to the sacrament of penance (Council of Trent, 1551). Such is the Faith of the Church, and the reason the baptismal promises are renewed every year in the Easter liturgy. To into eternal life, one must renounce Satan, profess the Faith in the Most Blessed Trinity and adhere to Christ the Savior.

May these reminders of the Faith of the Church enlighten the General of the Jesuits and help him to submit to them. The devil and the dogmas, that is to say, the truths revealed by God, are not just symbols. Otherwise we fall into the “sewer of all heresies”, that St. Pius X condemned under the name of Modernism.

*
Italian exorcist to Jesuit leader: No, the devil isn't just a 'symbol'
http://www.catholicnewsagency.com/news/italian-exorcist-to-jesuit-leader-no-the-devil-isnt-a-just-symbol-97611/
Lima, Peru, CNA/EWTN News, June 2, 2017
Italian priest and exorcist Fr. Sante Babolin said that “the devil, Satan, exists” and that “evil is not an abstraction,” in response to recent comments from Fr. Arturo Sosa, Superior General of the Society of Jesus.

In an interview with the Spanish newspaper El Mundo, Fr. Arturo Sosa said that "we have made symbolic figures, like the devil, to express evil."

“Social conditioning can also represent this figure, since there are people who act [in an evil way] because they are in an environment where it is difficult to act to the contrary,” Fr. Sosa added.

Speaking to ACI Prensa June 2, Fr. Babolin recalled several places in documents and statements of the Church that show the true existence of the devil.

Fr. Babolin recalled the documents of the IV Lateran Ecumenical Council in 1215, state that Christians "firmly believe and simply confess" that God created "from nothing...the spiritual and the corporal, that is, the angelic and the mundane, and then the human."

"The devil and other demons were created by God good in nature, but they themselves through themselves have become wicked,” notes the text of the council.

Fr. Babolin, known as the “exorcist of Padua,” also recalled two speeches of Pope Paul VI in 1972, which also confirm the existence of the devil "to the faithful, who tend to doubt the existence of Satan...his presence and action."

On June 29, 1972, Paul VI, alluding to the contemporary situation of the Church, said in his homily that it seemed “the smoke of Satan” entered the temple of God. That same year, on November 15, Paul VI warned that "one of the major needs of the Church" is to defend ourselves "from that evil that we call the Devil."

Fr. Babolin also noted that the Catechism of the Catholic Church teaches that the devil exists in reality, not in the abstract. In the section of the Catechism regarding the "deliver us from evil" petition of the Our Father, in para. 2851, it states that "in this petition, evil is not an abstraction, A person, Satan, the Evil One, the angel who opposes God. The 'devil' (dia-bolos) is the one who 'crosses' in the design of God and his work of salvation fulfilled in Christ."

Fr. Babolin said that the faithful should see the statement of the Fourth Lateran Ecumenical Council, the assertions of Paul VI and what is recorded in the Catechism as "three irrefutable points" about the existence of the devil.
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1. Forty one years ago I had a Jesuit professor who had us all read Saul Alinsky's Rules for Radicals as the basis for his class in Community Development.  He was thoroughly immersed in Alinsky thought, and still believed himself to be thoroughly Catholic. He was Catholic, indeed. However, he was a lapsed Catholic, a laicized priest, "married" to a former student, and his ideas were in consonance with Jesuit thought of the time and today. I don't give much credence to the Jesuits.
2. Unfortunately, the Jesuits make it up as they go along these days. Guess what order the devil feels most at home in?

3. I wonder what Fr. Sosa would have to say about all the saints that had physical interactions with the devil such as St. Anthony the Great, St. Padre Pio, St. Gemma Galgani, St. John Vianney, St. Teresa of Avila and many others. This statement coming from the Superior General of the Jesuits is very disturbing.
4. Kind of curious that father general denies the existence of the evil spirit. All of Ignatian /Jesuit spirituality is based on discernment of spirits 

5. "Fish rots from the head" (Chinese proverb). I am glad not to be a Jesuit.

*

How the new Jesuit Superior General “dialogues” with paganism
We are united in our desire to promote peace and reconciliation, says Fr Sosa after first dialogue with Buddhists
http://sjapc.net/content/we-are-united-our-desire-promote-peace-and-reconciliation-says-fr-sosa-after-first-dialogue- 
From The Jesuit Asia-Pacific Conference, July 20, 2017
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Fr. Sosa with Jesuit collaborators and Buddhists (he’s not going to be evangelizing them any time soon)
Landing in Siem Seap (Cambodia) on the second leg of his first trip to Asia Pacific, Fr General Arturo Sosa quickly found himself in completely different setting. From Indonesia, a predominantly Muslim country with about 350 Jesuits and many institutions and collaborators, he was now in a largely Buddhist country, with a small cohort of 26 Jesuits working with a modest number of collaborators.

It was his first time in a Buddhist country, and to visit Jesuits and partners in mission working together in such a context, he shared in his homily on July 15 in the chapel of the Metta Karuna Reflection Centre in Siem Reap where stayed for most of his visit.

He pointed out that the readings of the day were reminiscent of General Congregation 36, saying “In a world of so much violence, divisions and intolerance, we are called to build bridges, to create a ‘culture of hospitality’ and welcome.  In a world where there is so much ‘fear and anger,’ and where ‘hope is threatened,’ we are called to bring the hope of the risen Lord in all our apostolates and ministries.”
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Fr. Sosa ‘blesses’ the “wheels of reconciliation” (a substitute for the Catholic sacrament of the same name?)
Later that morning, Fr In-don Oh SJ, Superior of the Jesuits in Cambodia, presented the history of the Jesuit mission in the country, from its beginnings in the refugee camps of Thai-Cambodia border in the early 1980s to its present commitments in social service, education, ecology, interreligious dialogue and pastoral work.  Msgr. Enrique Figaredo SJ, the Apostolic Prefect of Battambang, introduced Fr General to the creative ministries of the Prefecture.

In his talk after the presentations, Fr Sosa underscored the importance of collaboration and reminded them that they are, themselves, collaborators too.  "We like to talk about Jesuit mission with our collaborators.  But, we have to remember that our mission is not our own, but Christ's mission, and we Jesuits are also collaborators in that mission," he said.

In the afternoon, Fr General met with a group of Buddhist monks to learn about Buddhism and Buddhist work on peace and reconciliation in Asia including the story of the Buddhist peace walk, begun by the great Buddhist sage Maha Ghosananda during the bloody days of the civil war in Cambodia.

The 80 Jesuits, collaborators and volunteers gathered were touched by the simplicity, depth and spiritual wisdom shared by Buddhist monk Ven. Sovechea and peace activist Bob Mat. Fr Sosa found it “deeply consoling to see how we are united in our desire to promote peace and reconciliation in our world”.  He added, “It is also consoling to see how we share a belief that the path to peace begins from within, from the deep transformation of the inner person, from growing in detachment and in loving kindness”.

The interreligious dialogue ended fittingly with the blessing of the wheels of reconciliation located along a pond in the Metta Karuna grounds that was hollowed by a cluster bomb. The monks chanted blessings for peace and reconciliation, and the Christian beatitudes were proclaimed in the Khmer language.

Afterwards, JCAP Coordinator for Dialogue with Buddhism Fr In-gun Kang took Fr General to the 1,000 year old Wat Svayromeath, the oldest temple in Siem Reap.  It was Fr Sosa’s first visit to a Buddhist temple and the Chief monk Ven. Vuthi introduced Fr General to 80 novice monks – children and teenagers studying in the monastic school – who impressed him with their concentration during meditation. In a gesture that surprised Fr Kang, Ven. Vuthi invited him and Fr Sosa to sit among the young monks.

“It is very unusual to sit in that way in the Theravada tradition; even the king has to respect monks by sitting in a separate seat. I think Ven. Vuthi respected us as equal religious friends who deserve to sit together in the temple,” said Fr Kang.

Fr General Arturo Sosa, Jesuits and collaborators gather around the memorial of Scholar Richie Fernando SJ
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Fr General Arturo Sosa, Jesuits and collaborators gather around the memorial of Scholar Richie Fernando SJ (apparently Jesuit scholar Richie Fernando was enough of a Buddhist to merit this memorial)
On July 16, Fr General Sosa flew to Phnom Penh where he visited the Tuol Sleng Genocide Memorial Museum built to remember the tens of thousands who were tortured and killed after the Khmer Rouge took power in 1975.  The visit prompted Fr Sosa to recall the tragic events of his own country, Venezuela, during the dictatorship. He said that this kind of history is tragic and terrible but something that people have to remember. After his tour, Fr Sosa met with Bishop Olivier Schmitthaeusler, Apostolic Vicar of Phnom Penh.
The following day, Fr General visited Banteay Prieb, the Jesuit vocational training centre for survivors of landmines and polio and people with learning disabilities that had been the foundation of Jesuit involvement in Cambodia.  Fr Sosa was also shown the room where Richie Fernando, a Filipino Regent, was killed in October 1996 while attempting to calm a problem student who had threatened the school with a grenade.  Fr Sosa, moved by the martyrdom of Richie, offered a short and silent prayer in front of Richie’s memorial and blessed the people gathered around.

Fr Oh, who accompanied Fr Sosa from Siem Reap to Phnom Penh and then to Singapore, said that Fr Sosa’s visit had been a source of inspiration for the Jesuits and collaborators in the Cambodia mission. “Many expressed their gratitude and joy for being graced with his loving presence, simplicity, joyful laughter and accessible nature.”
Read Fr General Sosa’s homily in Seam Reap.
[image: image9.jpg]



Concelebrants too tired to stand, clericalized half-naked dancers “concelebrate” at Mass
[image: image10.jpg]



It’s okay to grin and be jolly, the Buddhists are pleased and at peace too; after all, there ain’t no devil
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Getting pre-Christian tips from the Buddhists, praying with them in their temple
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Jesuit Superior “Fr.” Arturo Sosa visits Buddhist Temple
http://novusordowatch.org/2017/07/jesuit-superior-sosa-buddhist-temple/ - Again a sedevacantist perspective
July 20, 2017

“Fr.” Arturo Sosa, S.J., is the current Superior General of the apostate Jesuits. He recently made headlines for denying the existence of Satan and for questioning the reliability of the Gospel accounts of the words of our Lord.

From July 14-17, 2017, Mr. Sosa visited the Kingdom of Cambodia, an Asian nation where the majority of the population is Buddhist. The purpose of his trip was to visit the “missions” there, although you can probably imagine that when Jesuits talk about “missionary activity”, they have in mind anything but seeking people’s conversion to Catholicism.

This was evident in the sermon he gave on July 15, in which he spoke of “seeing things in a new way” as the key to “peace” and “reconciliation”:

Homily in Cambodia by “Fr.” Arturo Sosa (July 15, 2017)
This is one of those typical lowest-common-denominator sermons in which, although “faith” is mentioned, it is only invoked to facilitate delivery of a message that is essentially horizontal, that concerns itself chiefly with the temporal world. In such a worldview, faith is not the indispensable condition for salvation, without which it is impossible to please God (see Heb 11:6), and which, for this reason, we want to share with others (cf. Mk 16:16). Rather, it becomes but a tool to facilitate a naturalist humanitarianism that only seeks man’s temporal happiness (food, clothing, shelter, education) and to this end even promotes interreligious cooperation on the basis of a lowest-common “faith” denominator, which quickly descends further into religious relativism, indifferentism, and agnosticism.

Don’t believe it? Then have a look at the message Sosa released at the conclusion of his trip, addressed to his new Buddhist friends:

Thank you very much for your time and the wisdom you shared today. I have learned many things from you, and you have given me many things to think about and to pray about.

It is deeply consoling to see how we are united in our desire to promote peace and reconciliation in our world. It is also consoling to see how we share a belief that the path to peace begins from within, from the deep transformation of the inner person, from growing in detachment and in loving kindness.
I am grateful for what my brother Jesuits do to promote dialogue with Buddhism here in Cambodia, whether on the level of scholarly exchange, of prayer together, or on the level of shared life and common action serving the poor. Thank you for the meaningful and inspiring witness of how you live our Jesuit mission of reconciliation.

Among the many things I have learned from Pope Francis, one is his insistence on the importance of creating a culture of encounter. He uses this phrase all the time. He believes that, in our divided world, where some want to build walls, what we need to do is to promote encounter, without fear and with respect, people meeting people, listening deeply and respectfully to one another, building relationships and friendships.

Thank you for this event of encounter this afternoon, which has enriched me, and which I hope will bear fruit in service.

July 15, 2017

(“Dialogue with Buddhists”, The Jesuit Curia in Rome, July 17, 2017; formatting removed.)
Here we have all the typical Novus Ordo ecumenical buzzwords in one place: “wisdom”, “consolation”, “peace”, “reconciliation”, “transformation”, “kindness”, “dialogue”, “prayer together”, “shared life”, “common action”, “the poor”, “witness”, “encounter”, “walls”, “respect”, “meeting”, “listening”, “relationships”, “friendships”, “enrichment”, and “service”. All that is missing is the words “fraternal” and “bridges”, but you can see they would fit perfectly just about anywhere in the text.

Thus the whole Novus Ordo idea of missionary activity can be summed up in these seven words: working together to build a better world. That’s what it’s about. It’s not about saving souls from eternal damnation through the spiritual works of mercy, accompanied by the alleviation of temporal suffering through the corporal works of mercy for the sake of Christ. What a striking contrast to the missionary activity of the Jesuit St. Francis Xavier, for example!

Of course, Mr. Sosa brought home some photos from his trip, some of which we are excited to share here:
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Notice the coffee table that passes off as an altar and the stylized crucifix
All these photos — and many more — are available at the Facebook page of the Jesuit Asia Pacific Conference:

Sosa in Cambodia – Day 1 (July 14, 2017)
Sosa in Cambodia – Day 2 (July 15, 2017)
Sosa in Cambodia – Day 3 (July 16, 2017)
Sosa in Cambodia – Day 4 (July 17, 2017)
Well then: Kumbaya!
The web site of the Jesuit Asia Pacific Conference has also posted a brief report about Mr. Sosa’s visit giving some interesting details. There we read, among other things, about “the blessing of the wheels of reconciliation” and the Buddhist monks’ “chanted blessings for peace and reconciliation”, which were put on an equal level with “the Christian beatitudes” of the Son of God Himself, which “were proclaimed in the Khmer language.” Here is the link to the news article:

“We are united in our desire to promote peace and reconciliation, says Fr Sosa after first dialogue with Buddhists” (JAPC)

For those interested in what is actually talked about and said during such an “interreligious” conference, you can watch a rather “luminous” example in the following video, in which the Methodist-turned-Buddhist Christopher Clowery (now “Rev. Heng Sure”) dialogues with “Bishop” John Wester, who was then the head of the Novus Ordo diocese of Salt Lake City:
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https://youtu.be/JWHSF7T9Ynw 
Notice that only one of the two is wearing the religious attire proper to his role

Contrast this insufferable effeminate drivel with the sobering and truly Catholic analysis of Fr. Felix Sarda y Salvany, who wrote in 1886:

When [Sir Edwin] Arnold’s Light of Asia appeared [a work promoting Buddhism –N.O.W.], not a few Catholics joined in the chorus of fulsome praise which greeted it. How charming, how beautiful, how tender, how pathetic, how humane; what lofty morality, what exquisite sentiment! Now what was the real purport of the book and what was its essence? To lift up Gautama, the founder of Buddhism, at the expense of Jesus Christ, the Founder of Christianity! The intention was to show that Gautama was equally a divine teacher with as high an aspiration, as great a mission, as lofty a morality as our Divine Lord Himself. This was the object of the book; what was its essence? A falsification of history by weaving a series of poetical legends around a character, about whose actual life practically nothing is known. But not only this, the character was built up upon the model of Our Lord, which the author had in his own mind as the precious heirloom of Christianity; and his Gautama, whom he intended to stand out as at least the divine equal of the Founder of Christianity, became in his hands in reality a mere echo of Christ, the image of Christ, made to rival the Word made flesh! Buddhism, in the borrowed garments of Christianity, was thus made to appeal to the ideals of Christian peoples, and gaining a footing in their admiration and affections, to usurp the throne in the Christian sanctuary. Here was a work of literary merit, although it has been greatly exaggerated in this respect, praised extravagantly by some Catholics who, in their excessive desire to appear impartial, failed or refused to see in Edwin Arnold’s Light of Asia a most vicious, anti-Christian book! What difference does it make whether a book be excellent in a literary sense or not, if its effect be the loss of souls and not their salvation? What if the weapon in the hands of the assassin be bright or not, if it be fatal? Though spiritual assassination be brilliant, it is nonetheless deadly.

Heresy under a charming disguise is a thousand times more dangerous than heresy exposed in the harsh and arid garb of the scholastic syllogism — through which the death’s skull grins in unadorned hideousness. Arianism had its poets to propagate its errors in popular verse. Lutheranism had its humanists, amongst whom the elegant Erasmus shone as a brilliant writer. Arnauld, Nicole, Pascal threw the glamour of their belles lettres over the serpentine doublings of Jansenism. Voltaire’s wretched infidelity won its frightful popularity from the grace of his style and the flash of his wit. Shall we, against whom they aimed the keenest and deadliest shafts, contribute to their name and their renown! Shall we assist them in fascinating and corrupting youth! Shall we crown these condemners of our faith with the laurels of our praises and laud them for the very qualities which alone make them dangerous! And for what purpose? That we may appear impartial? No. Impartiality is not permissible when it is distorted to the offense of truth, whose rights are imprescriptible. A woman of bad life is infamous, be she ever so beautiful, and the more beautiful, the more dangerous. Shall we praise Liberal books out of gratitude? No! Follow the liberals themselves in this, who are far more prudent than we; they do not recommend and praise our books, whatever they be. They, with the instinct of evil, fully appreciate where the danger lies. They either seek to discredit us or to pass us by in silence.

Si quis non amat Dominum Nostrum Jesum Christum, Sit anathema [“If anyone does not love the Lord Jesus Christ, let him be anathema”], says St. Paul. Liberal literature is the written hatred of Our Lord and His Church. If its blasphemy were open and direct, no Catholic would tolerate it for an instant; is it any more tolerable because, like a courtesan, it seeks to disguise its sordid features by the artifice of paint and powder?

(Fr. Felix Sarda y Salvany, Liberalism is a Sin, Chapter 18; some formatting changed.)
This doesn’t exactly sound like Vatican II, does it?!

For those who will now object that these lines are just the “opinion of one priest”, we will gladly point out that Fr. Sarda’s book, available in paperback here, was examined by the Vatican’s Sacred Congregation of the Index and received the full approbation of the Holy See: “…its author, D. Felix Sarda, merits great praise for his exposition and defense of the sound doctrine therein set forth with solidity, order and lucidity, and without personal offense to anyone” (from the Preface).

Not surprisingly, Fr. Sarda’s Vatican-endorsed position reflects that of St. Paul the Apostle, who did know a thing or two about being a missionary:

Bear not the yoke with unbelievers. For what participation hath justice with injustice? Or what fellowship hath light with darkness? And what concord hath Christ with Belial? Or what part hath the faithful with the unbeliever? And what agreement hath the temple of God with idols? For you are the temple of the living God; as God saith: I will dwell in them, and walk among them; and I will be their God, and they shall be my people. Wherefore, Go out from among them, and be ye separate, saith the Lord, and touch not the unclean thing: And I will receive you; and I will be a Father to you; and you shall be my sons and daughters, saith the Lord Almighty. (2 Corinthians 6:14-18)

8 of 15 readers’ comments

1. Culture of encounter, dialogue, ecumenism...blah, blah, blah. Of course, Sosa has no plans to convert any one of these Buddhists. The Novus Ordos won't bat an eye at this, trust me. I went on a date with a Novus Ordo last year who works for a "Jesuit" organization and formerly served as a campus minister. While walking down the street, she stopped to look at a Hindu idol in a restaurant window. She commented on how awesome and cool it looked. Oh the irony, you can't make this stuff up.
2. I came back to the Catholic Church after 17 years of Buddhist practice. A lot of Catholics have fuzzy notions about what Buddhists believe. Let me summarize the primary difference between Buddhism and Christianity: Buddhists do not believe in God. Period. They have many meditative practices that make you a calmer person, that aim to reduce your defilements (anger, lust, hatred, jealousy). All of those practices are aimed at attaining Nirvana. Nirvana is NOT like the Christian heaven. There is no God in Nirvana. Nirvana is simply the state in which you will never be reborn and therefore it is a state where you will never die.

Although Catholics and Buddhists aim for a world in which humans treat each other with respect and dignity (a commendable goal), the spiritual goals of Catholics and Buddhists are very different.

3. I too messed around with Buddhism and yoga and breathing and meditation, dream analysis, and all that new age stuff. I must say I achieved no peace. When I told one of the leaders at the ashram or whatever it’s called (both leaders were professors in the psychology department at the local University!) he told me that I had to meditate for 20 years!

I think I was being attacked by demons, I became very depressed and hopeless. (One of their important books is "The wisdom of no hope" or something like this. I don't think Buddhism is neutral or benign, it’s evil.

4. Aww, those "sign of peace" photos are nice! Look at how they're doing that Buddhist hand thingy with the requisite Novus ordo smiley faces and everything. And everyone is sitting on the floor in the Novus mass with their legs crossed like they're culturally aware and sensitive and all that. It's really special!

I always cringe when I see Westerners behaving like Orientals, dressing up in their clothes and copying their customs. It's embarrassing. Oh, that and the public acts of apostasy.

I guess Pius XI was wrong about Mortalium Animos.

5. Wow, the Corinthians quote was perfectly placed, lest we forget that religious indifferentism is vile to God. Can you imagine Moses trying to find common humanitarian sentiments with pagans?

6. "There are those who hate Christianity and call their hatred an 'all-embracing love for all religions'.” -G.K. Chesterton.

7. False worship is in violation of the FIRST of the Ten Commandments; and St. Thomas Aquinas opines that the Commandments are written in order of importance. There is also the lesser, though still great, Mortal Sin of giving scandal; but in that members of the Vatican II Church are not Catholic anyway, this is no surprise.
8. Remember the sweets counter at Woolworths? It was called pick n mix. What we're seeing is people picking and mixing those parts of different religions that take their fancy. That ordained Priests and nuns are doing it is deeply disturbing.

Jesuit Website Refers to Fr. Sosa as the First Superior General to “Baptize Himself a Buddhist”
https://onepeterfive.com/jesuit-website-refers-to-fr-sosa-as-the-first-superior-general-to-baptize-himself-a-buddhist/ 
By Steve Skojec, July 20, 2017

‘It is not permitted to be present at the sacred rites of infidels and heretics in such a way that you would be judged to be in communion with them’.

–St. Alphonsus Liguori, Theologia Moralis, Lib.5, Tract. 1, Cap. 3.

I don’t even know where to start.

Thanks to a tip from a reader this morning, I headed over to the official website of the Conference of Jesuit Provincials in Latin America and the Caribbean.

While there, I did some looking around. I followed the link to their Facebook page. It’s colorful. Colorful in a way that carries its own possibly troubling meaning these days:
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The specific article I was alerted to was this one, about Fr. Arturo Sosa, the always controversial new Superior General of the Jesuits, who recently participated in a conference in Cambodia “between Buddhists and Christians who work for peace.”

He gave a homily, according to the article, on the themes of diversity, fear of difference, the “building of walls” that results from fear, and violence.

He then visited a Buddhist temple, where he addressed the 80 monks gathered there as follows:

Thank you so much for your time and the wisdom you shared today.

I have learned many things from you, and you have given me many things to think about and pray about. It is deeply consoling to see how we are united in our desire to promote peace and reconciliation in our world. It is also comforting to see how we share the belief that the path to peace begins from within, from the deep transformation of the inner person, from growth into detachment and loving-kindness.

I am grateful for what my Jesuit brethren do to promote dialogue with Buddhism here in Cambodia, whether at the level of academic exchange, prayer together or in the shared standard of living and common action at the service of the poor. Thank you for the meaningful and inspiring testimony of how you live our Jesuit mission of reconciliation.

Among the many things I have learned from Pope Francis, one is his insistence on the importance of creating a culture of encounter. He uses this phrase all the time. He believes that in our divided world, where some want to build walls, what we must do is to promote the encounter, without fear and respect, people who meet people, listening deeply and respectfully to each other, building relationships and friendships.

Thank you for this meeting event this afternoon, which has enriched me, and I hope it will bear fruit in service.

[Translation by Google]

It was an entirely pedestrian address. Sanitized. No mention of Jesus Christ. No indication of Fr. Sosa’s desire to bring souls to the fullness of Truth, as so many of his forebears in the Society of Jesus were known for. As I finished reading through it, in fact, I couldn’t help but think of St. Francis Xavier, the apostle to Asia. One of the first Jesuits, he worked tirelessly in India, Malaysia, Japan, and had he not fallen ill before reaching the mainland, would have become a missionary to China as well. The Catholic Encyclopedia says of St. Francis Xavier:

It is truly a matter of wonder that one man in the short space of ten years (6 May, 1542 – 2 December, 1552) could have visited so many countries, traversed so many seas, preached the Gospel to so many nations, and converted so many infidels. The incomparable apostolic zeal which animated him, and the stupendous miracles which God wrought through him, explain this marvel, which has no equal elsewhere. The list of the principal miracles may be found in the Bull of canonization. St. Francis Xavier is considered the greatest missionary since the time of the Apostles, and the zeal he displayed, the wonderful miracles he performed, and the great number of souls he brought to the light of true Faith, entitle him to this distinction.

What the Jesuits of 2017 present us with instead in the example of their leader, Fr. Sosa, is the following image, with a bizarre caption that appears when one holds their mouse over the photo:
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If you can’t read it, it says, “Father Sosa is officially the first Superior Jesuit in Buddhist Baptism.” This is a rough machine translation of the caption written into the code of the page, which reads, in Spanish, “Padre Sosa es oficialmente el primer Superior Jesuita en bautizarse budista.” More clearly put: “Father Sosa is officially the first Jesuit Superior to baptize himself Buddhist.” 
Now, I have no idea what it means to “baptize oneself Buddhist.” Probably because it doesn’t. Mean anything, that is. Buddhists don’t baptize. Buddhists don’t really even believe in God. As Carl Olson and Anthony Clark explained in this piece on Catholicism and Buddhism from Ignatius Insight:

It is sometimes said that Buddhism is atheistic. Yet Buddhism is not interested in the question of God, so it is more accurate to describe it as agnostic. Buddhism “works” whether or not there is a God. A Buddhist allows others to believe in a God or gods, but such beliefs are merely convenient means to the final end, which has nothing to do with a God or gods. “God is neither affirmed nor denied by Buddhism,” wrote Merton in Mystics and Zen Masters, “insofar as Buddhists consider such affirmations and denials to be dualistic, therefore irrelevant to the main purpose of Buddhism, which is emancipation from all forms of dualistic thought.”

It was the common teaching of the Church before the heady days of ecumenism and interfaith mania following the Second Vatican Council that Catholics were to avoid the majority of ecumenical prayer and of course, interfaith gatherings.

In the excellent catechetical text, My Catholic Faith: A Manual of Religion, we read:

How does a Catholic sin against faith?
A Catholic sins against faith by infidelity, apostasy, heresy, indifferent to them, and by taking part in non-Catholic worship.

We may lose our faith by: (a) not learning well the doctrines of the church; space (b) willfully doubting trues that have been revealed to the church; (c) reading books and other literature against our religion; space (d) space attending assemblies of people who are opposed to our religion; and space (e) space neglecting the practice of our religion.

And further:

Persons who do not believe in Christianity as a divinely revealed religion, whether they have been baptized or not, are commonly referred to as quote infidels”. Infidelity is refusal to believe in anything that cannot be perceived with the senses, or comprehended with the understanding.

But is it not utterly reasonable to have faith in Almighty God Who knows much more than we can ever hope to know and Who can do things beyond our understanding? It is necessary that we serve God in the way He requires, not in the way it pleases us to do so. For this reason we must practice the religion revealed by God, and avoid making up our own religions according to our wins and innumerable fancies. Buddhists, Mohammedans, Hindus, Jews, and pagans, are infidels. As explained, Christians can also become infidels.

[…]

Why does a Catholic sin against faith by taking part in non-Catholic worship?
A Catholic sins against faith by taking part in non-Catholic worship, because he thus professes belief in a religion he knows is false.

1.) It is wrong to be present at Protestant or Jewish services even when we do not participate in them, because such services are intended to honor God in a manner he does not wish to be honored in. If he instituted the church of his own he must wish to be honored in the ways of that church. In addition we then give bad example, and expose ourselves to the danger of losing our faith.

When necessary, for social obligations, a Catholic may be present at a non-Catholic wedding or funeral, but he must not participate in the services. In no case may he attend other services of non-Catholic churches, such as the installation of their ministers, sermons, etc.

Now, look again at the picture above. Does Fr. Sosa appear to be “taking part in non-Catholic worship”?
It certainly does.

And now the members of his own order see nothing wrong in saying that he has “baptized himself a Buddhist.”
Those of you who’ve been paying attention for a long time will no doubt be able to point to other similar examples in the not-too-distant past, perhaps most notably the so-called “ecumenical” prayer gatherings at Assisi, under the leadership of Pope John Paul II. Converts and those who’ve come recently to study the Church’s traditional teachings may not be aware of these things. For the sake of space, and my own sanity, I won’t begin listing them here. An exhaustive treatment would span many pages.

This kind of thing has to stop. As I’ve written before, as Catholics, we can’t be indifferent to indifferentism. And though we may be tempted to say, “What’s the big deal, this happens all the time now!” we should resist that temptation. It’s always a big deal. It’s a big deal that we’ve become so cynical that it barely raises an eyebrow these days.

At times like these, I reflexively reach for the Act of Consecration of the Human Race to the Sacred Heart of Jesus (Pope Pius XI), which I’ve shared with you before:

Most sweet Jesus, Redeemer of the human race, look down upon us humbly prostrate before Thine altar. We are Thine, and Thine we wish to be; but, to be more surely united with Thee, behold each one of us freely consecrates himself today to Thy most Sacred Heart.

Many indeed have never known Thee; many too, despising Thy precepts, have rejected Thee. Have mercy on them all, most merciful Jesus, and draw them to Thy sacred Heart. Be Thou King, O Lord, not only of the faithful who have never forsaken Thee, but also of the prodigal children who have abandoned Thee; grant that they may quickly return to Thy Father’s house lest they die of wretchedness and hunger.

Be Thou King of those who are deceived by erroneous opinions, or whom discord keeps aloof, and call them back to the harbor of truth and unity of faith, so that there may be but one flock and one Shepherd.

Be Thou King of all those who are still involved in the darkness of idolatry or of Islamism, and refuse not to draw them into the light and kingdom of God. Turn Thine eyes of mercy towards the children of the race, once Thy chosen people: of old they called down upon themselves the Blood of the Savior; may it now descend upon them a laver of redemption and of life.

Grant, O Lord, to Thy Church assurance of freedom and immunity from harm; give peace and order to all nations, and make the earth resound from pole to pole with one cry: “Praise be to the divine Heart that wrought our salvation; to it be glory and honor forever.” Amen.

And please pray for Fr. Sosa. He leads the deeply troubled order of which our own pope is a member.
20 of 190 readers’ comments

1. A friend of mine joined the Jesuits. He's a brilliant and orthodox man, unfortunately from San Francisco. He had to endure living in a Jesuit house in San Francisco where most of the priests were gay and went around calling themselves by female names. They called themselves the lavender mafia. Days typically ended in drinking copious amounts of wine after dinner and you know the rest. My friend wouldn't spend much time with them and when it came time for his ordination, after 12 years of training as a seminarian, he was denied his ordination because, according to his superiors, he "was not intimate enough with them." They were a bunch of sodomites; he was orthodox. And they didn't want him in their ranks. He appealed to the Superior General and was denied, no surprise. Cardinal Dolan and Pope Benedict were of no help to him either. So, he took the mandatory three years off (shortened to two by Cardinal Dolan) and then entered the diocesan seminary all over again, in the greatest fidelity to his vocation one could imagine. He's a saintly and heroic man and will be a great soul in the Church. But the Jesuits....May God have mercy on them all. It's heartbreaking what they have become.

2. When I was in the convent I spent a great deal of time with young Jesuit seminarians because the spiritual director was also a novice master. They tended to be either pretty traditional or way off the deep end. Your story breaks my heart and also explains why so many Catholics do not know what our church really teaches.

3. I was a Tibetan Buddhist for over 20 years and many Catholics are attracted to this particular tradition. Many because of all the rituals. You are correct, there is no Buddhist baptism. When asked about whether there was a God or not, the Buddha replied, I do not know, I have come to end suffering, that's my path. Buddhism is considered a philosophy more than anything. It's also based on relativism which can be very tricky to say the least. I eventually found my way back to the Catholic Church and would say I am pretty traditional. It’s okay to respect other traditions however there is a line and once it's crossed, our own tradition with all its beauty loses its relevance.

4. Will Sosa be fast-tracked to the 'red hat'? Or would that convention be set aside in his case. At times, I feel as though I could believe anything about this pontificate. It would surprise me not in the least if Sosa is Bergoglio's preferred successor. And in order to be the well-rounded 'pope' after Bergoglio's heart, maybe he will prepare himself by going to Africa and baptizing himself an animist; go and immerse himself in the Ganges and declare himself a Hindu, and to Mecca and formally submit himself Allah, the (un)Holy Koran and Sharia law. Not only are we "all protestants (Lutherans) now, will we soon be "all pagans now"?

5. It is therefore unlawful, and a profanation, and an act the punishment of which is death, to love to associate with unholy heretics, and to unite yourself to their communion. -St. Cyril of Alexandria
For if they have doctrines opposed to ours, it is not fitting to be mixed up with them for this cause alone. [...] What do you say? "Their faith is the same; these men are orthodox"? Why, then, are they not with us? -St. John Chrysostom
We have heard that many, saying they are Catholic, are living a life in common with Jews and pagans [...] in diverse errors, maintaining that they are not being harmed. [...] A great and deadly error! -Pope Adrian I
I grieve for having been, if only for an hour, in communion with guilty men. -St. Martin of Tours
It is an illusion to seek the company of sinners on the pretence of reforming them or of converting them; it is far more to be feared that they will spread their poison to us. -St. Gregory Nazianzen
Do not converse with heretics even for the sake of defending the faith, for fear lest their words instil their poison in your mind. -Bl. Isaias
The accursed perversity of heretics [...] has so increased that now they exercise their wickedness not in secret, but manifest their error publicly, and win over the weak and simple-minded to their opinion. For this reason, We resolve to cast them, their defenders, and their receivers under anathema, and We forbid under anathema that any one presume to help heretics or to do business with heretics. -III Lateran Council
6. Suppress the Jesuits.
7. Under the reign of Fr Arturo and the hegemony of Pope Francis the decline and eventual disappearance of the Jesuits is virtually guaranteed.
8. What will it take, canonically, to have the Jesuits shut down?

9. The Jesuits always seem to be at the cutting edge of risky ecclesial activities. I hope to see more articles about the dangers of ecumenism please. I really believe we Catholics in the pews need lots of help to thoroughly understand the principles involved. Some helpful comments are below quoting early Church Fathers warning about spending lots of time with heretics. I don’t recall The Church ever spelling out these dangers in the last 50 years. The worst excesses of ecumenism have now arrived and I believe the Mass itself is in more danger. The Pope has expanded the idea of who can be declared a Saint by the Church and it includes other Christians! So any old truth to die for is just fine!

10. There have been reports that there is an engagement with protestants in northern Italy to confect a ceremony that is "mass-like" that will allow for "interfaith eucharist." I appreciate your noting the modification of the criteria for the consideration for beatification and canonization. It is a deeply serious event and is being glossed over as inconsequential.
The obsessive-compulsive drive among a certain class of the episcopate and the laity to “liberate” Catholics from all manner of measure stems from their own seriously deficient commitment to, and fear of, living out Christian life – and it stems from faithlessness. The abandonment of vice and the acquiring of virtue – the taking up of the cross – is the measure of Christian life. Jesus Christ Himself is the measure. 
"Enter by the narrow gate; for the gate is wide and the way is easy, * that leads to destruction, and those who enter by it are many. For the gate is narrow and the way is hard, that leads to life, and those who find it are few.” Matthew 7:13-14 – and it need be
read in the context of the entire chapter. 
A church where a Pope muses no one goes to Hell and the Superior General of the Jesuits consigns the existence of Satan to literary and psychological devise is in the most serious need of criteria, particularly when choosing individuals for office.
The “big tent” replacing St. Peter’s Square appears as nothing more than a three ring circus inhabited by corpulent clowns manifestly unable to exercise governance of a range of appetites with consequences far more serious than being a blow to the eye. The
holy priesthood, the exercise of the office of bishop, is “in persona Christi,’ not the emulation of Captain Kangaroo or Mr. Rogers.

11. Make Jesuits Catholic Again!

12. The rainbow on the Facebook page is deeply troubling. (It is a symbol of both the New Age as well as gay pride –Michael)
So what happened to the Jesuits? There is an answer found in Scriptures, St. Paul in particular, but many might find it disturbing. It is from the first chapter of his letter to the Romans. It is a timeless warning of what God does with those who leave Him in their hearts for another. Rom. 1:22-27 "While claiming to be wise, they became fools and exchanged the glory of the immortal God for the likeness of an image of mortal man or of birds or of four-legged animals or of snakes. Therefore, God handed them over to impurity through the lusts of their hearts for the mutual degradation of their bodies. They exchanged the truth of God for a lie and revered and worshiped the creature rather than the creator, who is blessed forever. Amen. Therefore, God handed them over to degrading passions. Their females exchanged natural relations for unnatural, and the males likewise gave up natural relations with females and burned with lust for one another. Males did shameful things with males and thus received in their own persons the due penalty for their perversity." I'd guess their idol is a combo of phoney ecumenism and their own egos. If they aren't there to evangelize they have no business conversing with them, IMHO. 
PS I live in a parish whose Patron is a Jesuit Saint noted for his purity. They've billed him here as the Patron Saint of AIDS patients and teach the children at the school this lie. This alone is enough to make my stomach turn. It is a very rude slap in the face of both the Saint and God who gave him his purity which he kept till his death for which God crowned him in Heaven. As I type this I pray to him to keep the children from believing the lies spread about their Patron at our little school. It is a blasphemy. In the spirit of their phoney ecumenism, he is no longer known here as the Patron of Catholic Youth, the proper patronage given him by the Church, but simply of youth and AIDS patients. Yep. That's what it clearly states on the plague on the wall in front of his picture. Not nice and something else about our little parish that will have to be remedied whenever we get blessed with a sincere Pastor again.

13. If this Leader of the Jesuits is, indeed, a practicing Buddhist or in any way connected with that religion, then he has to go. The problem with the Jesuit Order is that, at one time, it was the Popes right arm. Then, over the years, it became too smart by half. I said when Pope Francis was elected, it was a mistake. You can't ever trust the Jesuits and you can't trust either the Pope or the so-called "Black Pope". The Church is in Crisis. Francis is still the Holy Father and Successor to Peter but, I really have my doubts he was elected with the help of the Holy Spirit. I think he was elected by the conspiracy of the St. Galen Group. The sooner he retires, the better our Church will be.

14. Sometime in in the past few years I “clipped” an article by Roberto de Mattei entitled “Why We Should Not Discredit the Society of Jesus.” It was quick job and I did not reference from where I got it, but from among the many fascinating insights he provides (as always) I quote:
“Among the most disastrous consequences of the pontificate of Pope Francis there are two, closely related to each other: the first is the misrepresentation of typically Christian virtue of obedience; the second is the discrediting of the Society of Jesus and its founder St. Ignatius of Loyola.”
And…
“…of particular interest in 1569 was a revelation that St. Francesco Borgia, provost general of the order, "God revealed to me - said the Spanish saint - that none of those who have lived, live or will live in the Company, dying in it, will be sentenced, for the space of three hundred years. It 'the same grace that was already made to the Order of Saint Benedict "
The Jesuits were founded in 1540, the privilege of salvation for those who have died within the Society, extends until 1840, leaving out the following generations. And it is indeed the end of the nineteenth century began the decline of the order founded by St. Ignatius, though with many exceptions. This decline had a significant expression in the years of the Second Vatican Council, where a decisive role was played by the Jesuit Karl Rahner, and especially in those that followed
when, under his father's government Arrupe, the upgraded Jesuits, in various forms, the liberation theology in Latin America.”
"Today a Jesuit pope, formed at the school of liberation theology, feeds the crisis in the Church.”
Again, this is a very rich article, but I cannot determine from where it was gleaned.

15. Fr. Sosa is a Reprobate and will die a Reprobate if he does not repent. Fr. Sosa knows the rules of engaging other fake religions in their rituals. He decided with his free will to participate to draw himself into a scandalous act against the Catholic Church.

16. I'll bet you dollars to donuts he does not in the least see himself as having denied the Faith, rather, he sees himself as engaging in the depths of it. Letter of the law with these types is the veneer that only "deplorables" follow, while the experimenters accrue to themselves the credit for "really understanding" the occult meaning hidden in the spirit of those laws. I do know enough of these folks, lay and ordained, who have created a labyrinth in their minds that an ordinary believer would not see ---- or would run from!!! ----- But which those who engage sincerely believe traces them back to a firm connection to Truth. This is the meaning of the pejorative "jesuitical" when applied to reasoning. Loopholes reign.

17. Steve: A small correction. That phrase is LITERALLY translated "baptized himself" but it is best rendered into English as "to be baptized." So the best translation for the sentence is, "Father Sosa is officially the first Jesuit Superior to be baptized Buddhist."
18. Thanks. I checked the translation with a fluent speaker, and he seemed confident that it was reflexive. Which, in a way, seems like it would make sense, since there's no such thing as Buddhist baptism, and Sosa essentially self-initiated by doing this. –Steve Skojec
19. Maybe I missed it, but I have a question: Where does it EXACTLY read:
[El] "Padre Sosa es oficialmente el primer Superior Jesuita en bautizarse budista.”?

Yes, the phrase - if it is EXACTLY that - is reflective, and means 
"Father Sosa is officially the first Jesuit Superior to baptize himself Buddhist", which is NOT the same as:
"Father Sosa is officially the first Jesuit Superior in Buddhist Baptism"

Rigorously, baptizing himself is not EXACTLY the same as participating in a Buddhist Baptism (whatever it means).
Of course, that wouldn't change the context of Sosa's participation in that celebration of "Baptism" (if there was such a ceremony)

I hope I'm clear enough. In summary, my doubt is:
what is the EXACT reference Internet LINK (in Spanish, I mean).

Please excuse my intromission to ask for the original link in Spanish. 
In my understanding, a clear reference to it would be mandatory in the article, so as to leave no place for any misunderstanding, confusion or suspicion, especially among those of us whose original language is Spanish.

20. If you follow the link above to the original post, it's in Spanish. You just have to mouse over the picture, because they stuck the caption in the title tag.

But I can show it to you here, because I grabbed a screenshot of the code:

View 

 HYPERLINK "https://disqus.com/embed/comments/?base=default&f=onepeterfive&t_i=16701%20https%3A%2F%2Fonepeterfive.com%2F%3Fp%3D16701&t_u=https%3A%2F%2Fonepeterfive.com%2Fjesuit-website-refers-to-fr-sosa-as-the-first-superior-general-to-baptize-himself-a-buddhist%2F&t_e=Jesuit%20Website%20Refers%20to%20Fr.%20Sosa%20as%20the%20First%20Superior%20General%20to%20%E2%80%9CBaptize%20Himself%20a%20Buddhist%E2%80%9D&t_d=Jesuit%20Website%20Refers%20to%20Fr.%20Sosa%20as%20the%20First%20Superior%20General%20to%20%E2%80%9CBaptize%20Himself%20a%20Buddhist%E2%80%9D&t_t=Jesuit%20Website%20Refers%20to%20Fr.%20Sosa%20as%20the%20First%20Superior%20General%20to%20%E2%80%9CBaptize%20Himself%20a%20Buddhist%E2%80%9D&s_o=default&l=" \t "_blank" Hide 
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Jesuits’ new general superior supports Pope’s silent treatment of four dubia Cardinals
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/jesuit-orders-leader-supports-popes-silent-treatment-of-the-four-cardinals
By Jan Bentz, November 29, 2016
The newly elected head of the order of Jesuits has taken a position regarding the dubia of the four Cardinals.
Fr. Arturo Sosa Abascal of Venezuela was elected 31st General Superior of the Jesuits on October 14. His first public statement was in defense of Pope Francis, also a Jesuit.

In an interview with the Italian La Lettura dell Corriere della Sera, the “Black Pope,” as Sosa Abascal has been called, explained that he is “not worried” about the dubia of the four Cardinals.

The general of the order supports Pope Francis in his method of dealing with the Cardinals.

“[The four Cardinals] have taken the liberty in their announcement to which the Pope invited them,” he said.

Sosa Abascal insists —as Brazilian Cardinal Claudio Hummes has done — that the discernment of the truth is somehow the democratic decision of a plurality. “In our language of Jesuits, we say that it is necessary to know the opinion of all in order to take a true communal discernment.”

At the same time, Sosa Abascal proposes only two possible justifications to explain the behavior of the Cardinals: “Of course the game has to be played loyally. If one wants a clarification because he did not understand, then we are operating in the realm of loyalty. The situation would be different if someone were to voice a calculated critique as instrument of gaining an advantage or to ask questions in order to create difficulty [for the Pope].”

Sosa Abascal therefore judges that either the Cardinals did not understand Amoris Laetitia or they are playing a vicious game against the Pope. That the text of the Post-Synodal Exhortation might be unclear or ambiguous in itself seems to not be a possibility in Sosa Abascal’s view.

6 of 7 readers’ comments

1. The Jesuits continue to do want they want, regardless of rules, history and the Magisterium.
2. No Roman collar (Re. image of Fr. Sosa). Very telling.
3. Very sad, and I feel sorry for what appears to be the very few good Jesuits left. In my youth, and I am in my seventies, I knew many. But these days, how incredible, what can you expect of a Jesuit superior, or even worse of a Jesuit Pope?

4. The Jesuits are dying out as they have nothing to offer but intellectual snobbery and they clearly have a superiority complex. Not really fit for purpose, so not sad to see them dissipate into la la land.

5. The new Jesuit General is a liar. Everyone knows papa Francis sows confusion, hides his real meaning, manipulates synods. But papa Francis is not always unclear, I mean be fair, he did state very clearly that most catholic marriages are null and void. He did tell couples they do not have to breed like, what was it again, oh yes..."rabbits".
Papa Francis the humble, gentle happy shepherd of God's Church.
Give me a break. This pope is simply a very bad pope.

6. "Who is going to save our Church? Not our Bishops, not our priests and religious. It is up to the people. You have the minds, the eyes, the ears to save the Church. Your mission is to see that your priests act like priests, your bishops like bishops and your religious act like religious” -Archbishop Fulton Sheen
George Neumayr in The Spectator, the OnePeterFive blog and NovusOrdoWatch (pages 6-11) are not the only ones to charge the Jesuit Superior General of being a Marxist. Here’s another providing substantiation:
EXCLUSIVE - The Marxist Revolutionary: New Jesuit Superior-General revealed by those who knew him in Venezuela
https://rorate-caeli.blogspot.com/2016/10/exclusive-marxist-revolutionary-new.html
October 19, 2016

Hours after Cardinal Bergoglio was elected Pope, Rorate was the first to bring you inside information from Argentina on what to expect (The Horror: A Buenos Aires Journalist describes Bergoglio).
Now, Rorate, surrounded by friends around the globe, has been contacted by a Venezuelan source, eager to tell the world what exactly to expect of the new Superior-General of the Society of Jesus (the Pope's own religious society), Fr. Arturo Sosa Abascal, based on his experience in his native land, now wrecked by the Socialism brought on, in great measure, by Marxist "Catholics".
In reality, the current situation in Venezuela, of widespread hunger and desperation, is exactly what Liberation Theology looks in practice. And Sosa was a big part of this.
Now to our guest-piece.
A brief note on Father Arturo Sosa
Antonio Francés (nom-de-plume)
Dear friend,

I have known Father Arturo Sosa Abascal for a long time. Unfortunately, what I have seen in him is not in line with the teaching of Christ.

First of all, he has made of Marxism the lenses through which he sees everything including the Catholic Magisterium (which he calls merely “Christian Faith”). He, along with many other Jesuits in Venezuela, has worked for decades in order to build “comunidades cristianas de base” (“Basic ecclesial communities”) committed to building Socialist societies in Latin America and Venezuela. Communities which live Marxism and Christianity not as the philosophers, thinkers, theologians of Europe. (Here he seems to forget China, by the way), but in their own way.

Once the Jesuits had completed this work, then Father Sosa acted so that theology had to be reconstructed with this commitment of the "grassroots" as the guiding principle, because, as Marx taught, praxis is the birth place of theory, and theory is built in order to guide practice. He claims that the Gospel is the norm of the Christian, but that it is in such a condition where it cannot inspire the basic commitments and tools of understanding, because these are historically conditioned. So, the experience of "exploitation" decides the fundamental orientation of the grassroots, and from this viewpoint they have to approach the “gospel.”

The Christian faith means nothing else than to be able to approach “the other”, that is to say, "the poor", the "oppressed", which becomes the “view point.” Thus, faith is mediated by other groups of men. The man of faith has a scientific approach to reality and he has to choose what scientific approach he adopts. Faith will be mediated by this option. In this moment of history, therefore, the right mediation is that of Marxism, because Marxism is the liberating scientific approach, because it is the best way to unmask the powerful and to guide the struggle of the poor.

After this, he followed the conventional path of the Marxist Liberation theology: he rejects the transcendence of Christ’s Kingdom, proposes a political salvation, adopts materialism and even atheism, and assumes that Christianity must liberate the people politically as Moses did with Israel. 
(See this article: http://gumilla.org/biblioteca/bases/biblo/texto/SIC1978402_64-67.pdf).

Father Sosa has lived his life in conformity with these “theoretical” foundations. At the Catholic University Andrés Bello (UCAB), the students could see never wearing signs of his priesthood. He gave talks side by side with González Fausz in order to uproot God’s worship from the students (spending money in the cult of God would be wrong: the best “Christian” tradition since John Chrysostom just took care of the poor). His work as editor of the journal SIC and as Director of the Gumilla Center served well to destroy the Faith of many a young person, including a very good friend of mine. 
(The reader can see his papers here: http://revistasic.gumilla.org/biblioteca-sic/arturo-sosa-s-j/).

In 1989 there was a big popular uprising in Caracas due to the work of a liberal Minister of Economy. It was known afterwards that Fidel Castro was behind it. The “grassroots communities” of the Jesuits worked very actively and the radio in charge of which were mostly the Jesuits, “Fe y alegría”, played an active subversive role. Thus, they became co-responsible in the death of 2,000 people.

Later, the Jesuits worked actively in the coming of the Chavista revolution. There were Jesuits who opposed Chávez, that is true. Some very strongly. Now, in April 2002, when Chávez was out of office for a couple of days, people heard Father Sosa proclaim that the grassroots “Christian” communities would defend the Revolution to death, that the “right-wing” [?] would see the strength of the Revolution...

This man who has worked very hard all his life to re-interpret Christianity from a Marxist viewpoint, who has done not only “theoretical” work, but direct Revolutionary work, is the one that the Jesuits now have elected as their General. Perhaps the growing revolutionary moment in Colombia, checked by the population itself in the referendum that voted down Marxist demands that would have been inserted in their own Constitution -- and for which their president won, unsurprisingly, the Nobel Peace Prize), demands that. But one still remains mystified: what is it that the revolutionary are after, still? In Venezuela they have systematically destroyed the productive infrastructure, agriculture, industry, public administration, the courts, hospitals, schools, even the energy industry that supports the country; they have killed thousands of people, they have the country at the edge of disastrous famine never before seen in such scale in the Americas. What is it that they are after? Probably the only explanation is the utter destruction of God’s world in order to build “a New World” in history. May God protect us from the revolutionary underworld. May God convert the hearts and open the eyes of his people. And, above all, may Christ protect His Church.

Fr Sosa visits India in first official trip as Superior General (see also page 2)
http://www.delhijesuits.org/visit-by-rev-fr-arturo-sosa-sj-superior-general-of-the-society-of-jesus/ 

For the first time after his election the Superior General of the Society of Jesus, Rev. Fr. Arturo Abascal Sosa, SJ, along with his Assistants- Fr. Lisbert D’Souza, SJ, Fr. Vernon De Cunha, SJ and Fr. Thomas Kotz, SJ, visited Jesuits in Delhi. They were received at the IGI airport by the Provincial of the Delhi Province Fr. Sebastian Jeera, SJ, the Province Development Director (PDD) Fr. K.P. George, SJ and the Superior of the Sahayog Fr. John Chathanat, SJ besides some Jesuits from VidyaJyoti College of Theology, Delhi at 1:45 am on February 18, 2017. The warm hearted and cheerful Fr. Arturo mingled with everyone freely in Sahayog, St. Xavier’s and in Vidya Jyoti College and he addressed them at different times. He concelebrated the Holy Eucharist with the Archbishop of Delhi Rt. Rev. Anil J.T. Couto, who ordained 23 Jesuit deacons at 3:00 pm on the same day.
Jesuit Fr. Bryan Lobo

THE EUCHARIST AS SACRIFICE - THE SOURCE AND SUMMIT OF THE CHURCH IN INDIA
By Fr. Bryan Lobo, S.J.
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http://christtotheworld.blogspot.in/2010/02/eucharist-as-sacrifice_3856.html
February 25, 2010
Fr. Lobo is a prime example of the typical Indian Jesuit, especially the “theologians”. They interpret the mysteries of the Catholic Faith in Indian terms, in the manner that Fr. Lobo has done in the above paper (not worth the trouble reproducing here) that he presented but which does absolutely nothing for the deeper understanding with the average Catholic except to confuse him/her. Such papers bring recognition, publicity and Ph. Ds (possibly an eventual bishopric and a red hat) and are fit for theological journals which are read by fellow-theologians and aspiring priests and which thus have a domino effect on the universal Church.

If one reads the above-referred article, one will note that Fr. Lobo stated his intention to “present the convictions and beliefs of the Catholic Church on the Eucharist … bearing in mind my Indianness.” I too am an Indian and have been one for 68 years, but find that 1) Fr. Lobo’s paper means absolutely nothing to me in terms of my understanding Christ, His Church and the eternal salvation of my soul and 2) that by “Indian” he means “Hindu”. Indian culture is complex and varied but our Hinduized theologians invariably theologize using the fundamentals of the Hindu religion (when they don’t use those of Buddhism). 
I attended Fr. Lobo’s ordination in Mangalore and a lunch in his family home. On learning of my crusade against New Age (yoga et al), he assured me that his seminary training included all of the issues that I was militating against in my writings. He also admitted to me that he had not understood till that time their errors. And I believed him.
If indeed Fr. Lobo truly in his heart believed or believes that the Eucharist is a Holy Sacrifice and the “Source and Summit” of Life in the Church, how does he explain his offering Masses in a modernist way that even the Hinduized Indian Church does not approve of and even condemns? See
MAY PRIESTS WEAR A SHAWL WHILE CELEBRATING HOLY MASS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/MAY_PRIESTS_WEAR_A_SHAWL_WHILE_CELEBRATING_HOLY_MASS.doc
PRIESTS WEARING SHAWLS OVER CIVILIAN CLOTHES TO CELEBRATE LITURGY IS PROHIBITED  

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/PRIESTS_WEARING_SHAWLS_OVER_CIVILIAN_CLOTHES_TO_CELEBRATE_LITURGY_IS_PROHIBITED.doc
Until now, I have not filed many critical reports on priests just because of their being Jesuit. See
INDIAN JESUIT THEOLOGIAN FR MICHAEL AMALADOSS UNDER INVESTIGATION BY ROME 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/INDIAN_JESUIT_THEOLOGIAN_FR_MICHAEL_AMALADOSS_UNDER_INVESTIGATION_BY_ROME.doc
JESUIT COLLEGE HIRES HINDU PRIEST AS CHAPLAIN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/JESUIT_COLLEGE_HIRES_HINDU_PRIEST_AS_CHAPLAIN.doc
POPE FRANCIS-APPOINTED PRO-GAY JESUIT FR JAMES MARTIN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS-APPOINTED_PRO-GAY_JESUIT_FR_JAMES_MARTIN.doc
POPE FRANCIS CONFIDANTE JESUIT FR ANTONIO SPADARO ATTACKS CATHOLIC MINISTRY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_CONFIDANTE_JESUIT_FR_ANTONIO_SPADARO_ATTACKS_CATHOLIC_MINISTRY.doc
But under the first Jesuit Pope and with the ascendancy of the Jesuit coterie in the Vatican that will change.
Fr. Bryan Lobo is no ordinary Jesuit. In the space of a decade he has risen to be Director of the Theology of Religions department in Rome. That translates not into evangelization but into indifferentism which is the bane of today’s Church.
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CCkQQ6gapR8 

Fr. Lobo’s department is part of the Pontifical Gregorian University, where they are “looking to address the concerns of those involved in the missions, specifically how to prepare them professionally” (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CCkQQ6gapR8). 

Maybe they could start with Fr Arturo Sosa their very own Superior General.
P.S. In the comment boxes, there have always been negative comments from readers about the Order of the Society of Jesus. But never have they been as regular and numerous as they are today. And they are on the increase. I have found that these readers’ comments reveal the pulse of the Catholic faithful.

In my city, I do not know a single Jesuit who wears a cassock outside of the sanctuary. They also do not use the prefix “Father” to their names and cannot be distinguished from lay persons in news stories.

Many scandalised Catholics call for the full and final suppression of the Jesuits. I concur with them. 
Except for a few exceptions (a couple of them -- Fr. Francis Rebello and Fr. I. Solomon Raj -- have been my spiritual directors till they passed on to be with the Lord) the Jesuits are detrimental to spiritual health of the Catholic Church.
SOME RELATED FILES
FEW ARE SAVED-MOST PEOPLE GO TO HELL 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/FEW_ARE_SAVED-MOST_PEOPLE_GO_TO_HELL.doc 
ARE YOU SAVED? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/ARE_YOU_SAVED.doc
ON SALVATION-MY CATHOLIC FAITH-BISHOP LOUIS LARAVOIRE MORROW 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/ON_SALVATION-MY_CATHOLIC_FAITH-BISHOP_LOUIS_LARAVOIRE_MORROW.doc
SATAN SEEN INCREASINGLY AS A MYTH EVEN WITHIN THE CHURCH ITSELF 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/SATAN_SEEN_INCREASINGLY_AS_A_MYTH_EVEN_WITHIN_THE_CHURCH_ITSELF.doc
FEW ARE SAVED-MOST PEOPLE GO TO HELL 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/FEW_ARE_SAVED-MOST_PEOPLE_GO_TO_HELL.doc
REVELATION OF HELL AND PURGATORY TO ST BRIDGET 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/REVELATION_OF_HELL_AND_PURGATORY_TO_ST_BRIDGET.doc
ON SIN HELL AND INDULGENCES-THE PURSUIT OF HOLINESS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/ON_SIN_HELL_AND_INDULGENCES-THE_PURSUIT_OF_HOLINESS.doc
FATIMA REVEALS HELL IS REAL-CARDINAL FRANCIS ARINZE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/FATIMA_REVEALS_HELL_IS_REAL-CARDINAL_FRANCIS_ARINZE.doc
FATIMA-ABORTION HOMOSEXUALITY SHOW FINAL BATTLE BETWEEN GOD AND SATAN HAS COME-CARDINAL CARLO CAFFARRA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/FATIMA-ABORTION_HOMOSEXUALITY_SHOW_FINAL_BATTLE_BETWEEN_GOD_AND_SATAN_HAS_COME-CARDINAL_CARLO_CAFFARRA.doc
SR LUCIA-FINAL CONFRONTATION BETWEEN GOD AND SATAN WILL BE OVER FAMILY AND MARRIAGE 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/SR_LUCIA-FINAL_CONFRONTATION_BETWEEN_GOD_AND_SATAN_WILL_BE_OVER_FAMILY_AND_MARRIAGE.doc
NEW AGE SATAN AND LATIN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/NEW_AGE_SATAN_AND_LATIN.doc
THE TSUNAMI OF SECULAR SATANISM IN THE CHURCH-FR RICHARD HEILMAN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_TSUNAMI_OF_SECULAR_SATANISM_IN_THE_CHURCH-FR_RICHARD_HEILMAN.doc
YOGA IS SATANIC-EXORCIST FR GABRIELE AMORTH 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/YOGA_IS_SATANIC-EXORCIST_FR_GABRIELE_AMORTH.doc
ISLAMIC STATE IS SATANIC-FR GABRIELE AMORTH 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/ISLAMIC_STATE_IS_SATANIC-FR_GABRIELE_AMORTH.doc
HILLARY CLINTON CONNECTED WITH SATANIC CULT? 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/HILLARY_CLINTON_CONNECTED_WITH_SATANIC_CULT.doc
SATAN MUST REIGN IN THE VATICAN-THE POPE MUST BE HIS SLAVE 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/SATAN_MUST_REIGN_IN_THE_VATICAN-THE_POPE_MUST_BE_HIS_SLAVE.doc 

SATANIC QUOTES BY ROCK MUSICIANS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/SATANIC_QUOTES_BY_ROCK_MUSICIANS.doc
SATAN DAMNATION AND HELLFIRE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/SATAN_DAMNATION_AND_HELLFIRE.doc
IL CORNUTO-THE SATANIC HAND GESTURE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IL_CORNUTO-THE_SATANIC_HAND_GESTURE.doc
SATANISM, DELIVERANCE AND EXORCISM 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/SATANISM_DELIVERANCE_AND_EXORCISM.doc
SATANISM, DELIVERANCE AND EXORCISM 02 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/SATANISM_DELIVERANCE_AND_EXORCISM_02.doc
2016-THE YEAR POPE FRANCIS FINALLY SHOWED HIS HAND

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/2016-THE_YEAR_POPE_FRANCIS_FINALLY_SHOWED_HIS_HAND.doc
A CLOSED LETTER TO POPE FRANCIS NOW OPEN-FR CONRAD SALDANHA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/A_CLOSED_LETTER_TO_POPE_FRANCIS_NOW_OPEN-FR_CONRAD_SALDANHA.doc
AN INDICTMENT OF POPE FRANCIS-ANTONIO SOCCI 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AN_INDICTMENT_OF_POPE_FRANCIS-ANTONIO_SOCCI.doc
AN OPEN LETTER ON THE CRISIS IN THE CHURCH-ARCHBISHOP PAWEL

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AN_OPEN_LETTER_ON_THE_CRISIS_IN_THE_CHURCH-ARCHBISHOP_PAWEL.doc 
AN OPEN LETTER TO POPE FRANCIS-FR GEORGE DAVID BYERS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AN_OPEN_LETTER_TO_POPE_FRANCIS-FR_GEORGE_DAVID_BYERS.doc
AN OPEN LETTER TO POPE FRANCIS-FR RICHARD CIPOLLA 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AN_OPEN_LETTER_TO_POPE_FRANCIS-FR_RICHARD_CIPOLLA.doc
AN OPEN LETTER TO POPE FRANCIS-RANDY ENGEL 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AN_OPEN_LETTER_TO_POPE_FRANCIS-RANDY_ENGEL.doc
CARDINAL OSWALD GRACIAS INTERPRETS POPE FRANCIS PERSONAL REMARK ON HOMOSEXUALS AS CHURCH TEACHING 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CARDINAL_OSWALD_GRACIAS_INTERPRETS_POPE_FRANCIS_PERSONAL_REMARK_ON_HOMOSEXUALS_AS_CHURCH_TEACHING.doc
CATHOLIC OPPOSITION TO POPE FRANCIS GROWING 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CATHOLIC_OPPOSITION_TO_POPE_FRANCIS_GROWING.doc
HOMOSEXUALITY INSIDE THE VATICAN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/HOMOSEXUALITY_INSIDE_THE_VATICAN.doc
INTERVIEW WITH JOHN VENNARI ON AMORIS LAETITIA AND SEX EDUCATION-RANDY ENGEL http://ephesians-511.net/docs/INTERVIEW_WITH_JOHN_VENNARI_ON_AMORIS_LAETITIA_AND_SEX_EDUCATION-RANDY_ENGEL.doc
IS POPE FRANCIS UNDERGOING TREATMENT WITH NEW AGE ALTERNATIVE THERAPIES? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IS_POPE_FRANCIS_UNDERGOING_TREATMENT_WITH_NEW_AGE_ALTERNATIVE_THERAPIES.doc
THE CATHOLIC CHURCH UNDER POPE FRANCIS IN SCHISM 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_CATHOLIC_CHURCH_UNDER_POPE_FRANCIS_IS_IN_SCHISM.doc
THE FRANCIS EFFECT & WHO AM I TO JUDGE-THE SPIRIT OF VATICAN COUNCIL II? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_FRANCIS_EFFECT_&_WHO_AM_I_TO_JUDGE-THE_SPIRIT_OF_VATICAN_COUNCIL_II.doc
WE ACCUSE POPE FRANCIS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WE_ACCUSE_POPE_FRANCIS.doc
THE LANGUAGE OF POPE FRANCIS IS AT TIMES TRYING FOR CATHOLICS-EVANGELII GAUDIUM 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_LANGUAGE_OF_POPE_FRANCIS_IS_AT_TIMES_TRYING_FOR_CATHOLICS-EVANGELII_GAUDIUM.doc
THE POPE FRANCIS LITTLE BOOK OF INSULTS AND NAME-CALLING 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_POPE_FRANCIS_LITTLE_BOOK_OF_INSULTS_AND_NAME-CALLING.doc
THE SHOCKING INITIATIVES OF POPE FRANCIS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_SHOCKING_INITIATIVES_OF_POPE_FRANCIS.doc
POPE EMERITUS BENEDICT XVI BREAKS HIS SILENCE FOR A FOURTH TIME 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_EMERITUS_BENEDICT_XVI_BREAKS_HIS_SILENCE_FOR_A_FOURTH_TIME.doc
A-Z LIST OF CONCERNS WITH POPE FRANCIS


http://ephesians-511.net/docs/A-Z_LIST_OF_CONCERNS_WITH_POPE_FRANCIS.doc
FOUR YEARS LATER-REFLECTIONS ON AN UNPRECEDENTED PONTIFICATE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/FOUR_YEARS_LATER-REFLECTIONS_ON_AN_UNPRECEDENTED_PONTIFICATE.doc
UNEDIFYING IMAGES OF POPE FRANCIS

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/UNEDIFYING_IMAGES_OF_POPE_FRANCIS.doc
IS POPE FRANCIS A HERETIC? 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IS_POPE_FRANCIS_A_HERETIC.doc
PUTTING POPE FRANCIS INTO PERSPECTIVE 2013-2017 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/PUTTING_POPE_FRANCIS_INTO_PERSPECTIVE_2013-2017.doc
IS POPE FRANCIS THE FALSE PROPHET OF THE BIBLE? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IS_POPE_FRANCIS_THE_FALSE_PROPHET_OF_THE_BIBLE.doc
SATAN MUST REIGN IN THE VATICAN-THE POPE MUST BE HIS SLAVE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/SATAN_MUST_REIGN_IN_THE_VATICAN-THE_POPE_MUST_BE_HIS_SLAVE.doc
INDIAN PRIEST IN ITALY CRITICIZES POPE FRANCIS CONGREGATION STORMS OUT 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/INDIAN_PRIEST_IN_ITALY_CRITICIZES_POPE_FRANCIS_CONGREGATION_STORMS_OUT.doc
POPE EMERITUS BENEDICT XVI BREAKS HIS SILENCE FOR A FIFTH TIME-CHURCH ON THE VERGE OF CAPSIZING 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_EMERITUS_BENEDICT_XVI_BREAKS_HIS_SILENCE_FOR_A_FIFTH_TIME-CHURCH_ON_THE_VERGE_OF_CAPSIZING.doc
POPE FRANCIS CONFIDANTE JESUIT FR ANTONIO SPADARO ATTACKS CATHOLIC MINISTRY 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_CONFIDANTE_JESUIT_FR_ANTONIO_SPADARO_ATTACKS_CATHOLIC_MINISTRY.doc
THE DESTRUCTION OF CARDINAL PELL-THE INSIDE STORY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_DESTRUCTION_OF_CARDINAL_PELL-THE_INSIDE_STORY.doc
POPE FRANCIS AMBIGUOUS WORDS AND ACTS HAVE CAUSED APOSTASY 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_AMBIGUOUS_WORDS_AND_ACTS_HAVE_CAUSED_APOSTASY.doc
UNDER POPE FRANCIS HOMOSEXUALISTS ARE NOW IN CONTROL OF THE VATICAN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/UNDER_POPE_FRANCIS_HOMOSEXUALISTS_ARE_NOW_IN_CONTROL_OF_THE_VATICAN.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 01-WASHING THE FEET OF WOMEN ON MAUNDY THURSDAY 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_01-WASHING_THE_FEET_OF_WOMEN_ON_MAUNDY_THURSDAY.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 01A-WASHING THE FEET OF WOMEN ON MAUNDY THURSDAY 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_01A-WASHING_THE_FEET_OF_WOMEN_ON_MAUNDY_THURSDAY.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 01B-FRANCIS LEGITIMIZES WASHING THE FEET OF WOMEN AFTER VIOLATING RUBRICS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_01B-FRANCIS_LEGITIMIZES_WASHING_THE_FEET_OF_WOMEN_AFTER_VIOLATING_RUBRIC.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 01C-MAUNDY THURSDAY FOOT WASHING 4.0-MORE REACTIONS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_01B-MAUNDY_THURSDAY_FOOT_WASHING_4.0-MORE_REACTIONS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 01D-MAUNDY THURSDAY FOOT KISSING 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_01D-MAUNDY_THURSDAY_FOOT_KISSING.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 02-MEDJUGORJE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_02-MEDJUGORJE.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 03-HOMOSEXUALITY THE SEX ABUSE CRISIS AND THE GAY LOBBY http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_03-HOMOSEXUALITY_THE_SEX_ABUSE_CRISIS_AND_THE_GAY_LOBBY.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 04-COMPROMISED BY NEW AGE ALTERNATIVE MEDICINE? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_04-COMPROMISED_BY_NEW_AGE_ALTERNATIVE_MEDICINE.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 05-BAPTISM OF ALIENS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_05-BAPTISM_OF_ALIENS.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 06-ENDORSEMENT OF A NEW AGE HEALER FROM INDIA? 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_06-ENDORSEMENT_OF_A_NEW_AGE_HEALER_FROM_INDIA.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 07-TEAM BERGOGLIO IS A HERETICAL CONSPIRACY TO OVERTHROW THE CHURCH OF CHRIST 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_07-TEAM_BERGOGLIO_IS_A_HERETICAL_CONSPIRACY_TO_OVERTHROW_THE_CHURCH_OF_CHRIST.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 08-CONSULTOR TO THE PONTIFICAL COUNCIL FOR CULTURE PRACTISES NEW AGE ADVOCATES THE HERESY OF WOMEN PRIESTS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_08-CONSULTOR_TO_THE_PONTIFICAL_COUNCIL_FOR_CULTURE_PRACTISES_NEW_AGE_ADVOCATES_THE_HERESY_OF_WOMEN_PRIESTS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 09-THE POPE UNDERGOES NEW AGE TREATMENTS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_09-THE_POPE_UNDERGOES_NEW_AGE_TREATMENTS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 10-NEW AGE CONSULTOR TO THE PONTIFICAL COUNCIL FOR CULTURE NOW DENIGRATES THE EUCHARIST 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_10-NEW_AGE_CONSULTOR_TO_THE_PONTIFICAL_COUNCIL_FOR_CULTURE_NOW_DENIGRATES_THE_EUCHARIST.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 11-PRESIDENT OF THE PONTIFICAL COUNCIL FOR CULTURE JOINS IN RELIGIOUS RITUAL OF NEW AGE CULT 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_11-PRESIDENT_OF_THE_PONTIFICAL_COUNCIL_FOR_CULTURE_JOINS_IN_RELIGIOUS_RITUAL_OF_NEW_AGE_CULT.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 12-CATHOLIC CRITICISM OF ENCYCLICAL LAUDATO SI’ 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_12-CATHOLIC_CRITICISM_OF_ENCYCLICAL_LAUDATO_SI’.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 13-SOME QUESTIONABLE ECCLESIAL APPOINTMENTS OF POPE FRANCIS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_13-SOME_QUESTIONABLE_ECCLESIAL_APPOINTMENTS_OF_POPE_FRANCIS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 14-A DANGEROUS POPE CHALLENGING THE CHURCH?

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_14-A_DANGEROUS_POPE_CHALLENGING_THE_CHURCH.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 15-THE POPE SPEAKS ON CLIMATE CHANGE AIR POLLUTION AND A HERETICAL PRIEST EVADES PROLIFE ISSUES 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_15-THE_POPE_SPEAKS_ON_CLIMATE_CHANGE_AIR_POLLUTION_AND_A_HERETICAL_PRIEST_ EVADES _PROLIFE_ISSUES.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 16-CARDINAL DANNEELS REVEALS THAT HIS CLERICAL MAFIA STRIVED FOR BERGOGLIO AS POPE 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_16-CARDINAL_DANNEELS_REVEALS_THAT_HIS_CLERICAL_MAFIA_STRIVED_FOR_BERGOGLIO_AS_POPE.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 17-HOW WILL TRADITION VIEW POPE FRANCIS’ PAPACY? 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_17-HOW_WILL_TRADITION_VIEW_POPE_FRANCIS_PAPACY.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 18-CATHOLIC CRITICISM OF POPE FRANCIS’ MOTU PROPRIOS ON MARRIAGE ANNULMENT 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_18-CATHOLIC_CRITICISM_OF_POPE_FRANCIS_MOTU_PROPRIOS_ON_MARRIAGE_ANNULMENT.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 19-CRACKDOWN ON THE FRANCISCAN FRIARS OF THE IMMACULATE 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_19-CRACKDOWN_ON_THE_FRANCISCAN_FRIARS_OF_THE_IMMACULATE.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 20-ATHEIST PAPAL ADVISOR BELIEVES IN NEW AGE GODDESS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_20-ATHEIST_PAPAL_ADVISOR_BELIEVES_IN_NEW_AGE_GODDESS.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 21-AWARDED 2015 PERSON OF THE YEAR BY ANTICHRISTIAN PETA 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_21-AWARDED_2015_PERSON_OF_THE_YEAR_BY_ANTICHRISTIAN_PETA.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 22-THE CONTRACEPTION AND RABBITGATE CONTROVERSIES 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_22-THE_CONTRACEPTION_AND_RABBITGATE_CONTROVERSIES.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 23-THE LUTHERANIZATION OF THE CATHOLIC CHURCH 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_23-THE_LUTHERANIZATION_OF_THE_CATHOLIC_CHURCH.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 24-APOSTOLIC DECEPTION AMORIS LAETITIA

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_24-APOSTOLIC_DECEPTION_AMORIS_LAETITIA.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 25-SHAME AND SCANDAL IN THE FAMILY

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_25-SHAME_AND_SCANDAL_IN_THE_FAMILY.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 26-THE DECENTRALIZATION OF DOCTRINAL AUTHORITY (SYNODALITY AND COLLEGIALITY)
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_26-THE_DECENTRALIZATION_OF_DOCTRINAL_AUTHORITY.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 27-THE CHIEF DRAFTER OF AMORIS LAETITIA AND THE ART OF KISSING

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_27-THE_CHIEF_DRAFTER_OF_AMORIS_LAETITIA_AND_THE_ART_OF_KISSING.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 28- QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 28-DID GERMAN PELF INFLUENCE THE SYNOD ON THE FAMILY? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_28-DID_GERMAN_PELF_INFLUENCE_THE_SYNOD_ON_THE_FAMILY.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 29-PROTESTANT ALPHA COURSE ENDORSED BY POPE FRANCIS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_29-PROTESTANT_ALPHA_COURSE_ENDORSED_BY_POPE_FRANCIS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 30-ECUMENISM WITH PROTESTANTS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_30-ECUMENISM_WITH_PROTESTANTS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 31-AMORIS LAETITIA-CONTINUING FALLOUT 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_31-AMORIS_LAETITIA-CONTINUING_FALLOUT.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 32-PONTIFICAL COUNCIL FOR THE FAMILY UNVEILS DIABOLICAL SEX-ED PROGRAMME 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_32-PONTIFICAL_COUNCIL_FOR_THE_FAMILY_UNVEILS_DIABOLICAL_SEX-ED_PROGRAMME.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 33-POPE FRANCIS DECLINES DONATION BECAUSE OF 666 FIGURE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_33-POPE_FRANCIS_DECLINES_DONATION_BECAUSE_OF_666_FIGURE.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 34-POPE FRANCIS AND THE HAMMER AND SICKLE CRUCIFIX 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_34-POPE_FRANCIS_AND_THE_HAMMER_AND_SICKLE_CRUCIFIX.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 35-RESURREXIFIXES AND A STRANGE CROZIER 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_35-RESURREXIFIXES_AND_A_STRANGE_CROZIER.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 36-THE BENT CROSS CONTROVERSY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_36-THE_BENT_CROSS_CONTROVERSY.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 37-A BEACH BALL BEFORE THE TABERNACLE 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_37-A_BEACH_BALL_BEFORE_THE_TABERNACLE.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 38-CONFESSIONAL ABSOLUTION WITHOUT A SHRED OF REPENTANCE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_38-CONFESSIONAL_ABSOLUTION_WITHOUT_A_SHRED_OF_REPENTANCE.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 39-SILENT ON ISLAMIST TERRORISM CONCEDING TO ISLAM 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_39-SILENT_ON_ISLAMIST_TERRORISM_CONCEDING_TO_ISLAM.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 40-THE PURGE OF THE CONGREGATION FOR DIVINE WORSHIP 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_40-THE_PURGE_OF_THE_CONGREGATION_FOR_DIVINE_WORSHIP.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 41-LIBERATION THEOLOGIAN BANNED EX-PRIEST BOFF SAYS FRANCIS IS ONE OF US 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_41-LIBERATION_THEOLOGIAN_BANNED_EX-PRIEST_BOFF_SAYS_FRANCIS_IS_ONE_OF_US.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 42-PRO-SOCIALISM, ANTI-CAPITALISM  

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_42-PRO-SOCIALISM_ANTI-CAPITALISM.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 43-FIRST-EVER ANGLICAN SERVICE IN VATICANS ST PETERS BASILICA
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_43-FIRST-EVER_ANGLICAN_SERVICE_IN_VATICANS_ST_PETERS_BASILICA.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 44-ARE THESE RUMOURS OR ARE INTERRELIGIOUS MASSES NEXT 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_44-ARE_THESE_RUMOURS_OR_ARE_INTERRELIGIOUS_MASSES_NEXT.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 45-CRITICISM OF TRADITIONAL RELIGIOUS ORDERS AND THE TRIDENTINE MASS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_45-CRITICISM_OF_TRADITIONAL_RELIGIOUS_ORDERS_AND_THE_TRIDENTINE_MASS.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 46-CLIMATE OF FEAR IN THE VATICAN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_46-CLIMATE_OF_FEAR_IN_THE_VATICAN.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 47-CRASS COMMENTS AND AD HOMINEM ATTACKS ON FAITHFUL CATHOLICS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_47-CRASS_COMMENTS_AND_AD_HOMINEM_ATTACKS_ON_FAITHFUL_CATHOLICS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 48-THE DESECRATION OF SACRED SPACES IN ROME 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_48-THE_DESECRATION_OF_SACRED_SPACES_IN_ROME.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 49-LITTLE REVERENCE FOR THE BLESSED SACRAMENT 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_49-LITTLE_REVERENCE_FOR_THE_BLESSED_SACRAMENT.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 50-ABOLITION OF THE SOLEMN TRAPPINGS OF THE PONTIFICAL OFFICE
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_50-ABOLITION_OF_THE_SOLEMN_TRAPPINGS_OF_THE_PONTIFICAL_OFFICE.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 51-I AM THE POPE-I DO NOT NEED TO GIVE REASONS FOR ANY OF MY DECISIONS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_51-I_AM_THE_POPE-I_DO_NOT_NEED_TO_GIVE_REASONS_FOR_ANY_OF_MY_DECISIONS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 52-STRIPPING THE CHURCH-THE CATHOLIC FUNERAL OF THE FUTURE  
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_52-STRIPPING_THE_CHURCH-THE_CATHOLIC_FUNERAL_OF_THE_FUTURE.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 53-POLICE BUST DRUG AND GAY-SEX ORGY IN VATICAN APARTMENT  
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_53-POLICE_BUST_DRUG_AND_GAY-SEX_ORGY_IN_VATICAN_APARTMENT.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 54-PRESBYTERIAN PASTOR MADE DIRECTOR OF L’OSSERVATORE ROMANO ARGENTINA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_54-PRESBYTERIAN_PASTOR_MADE_DIRECTOR_OF_L’OSSERVATORE_ROMANO_ARGENTINA.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 55-BRUTAL DISMISSAL OF CARDINAL MULLER AS PREFECT OF THE CDF 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_55-BRUTAL_DISMISSAL_OF_CARDINAL_MULLER_AS_PREFECT_OF_THE_CDF.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 56-HELL BENT ON THE DESTRUCTION OF CHRISTIANITY (POLITICISATION/ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION)
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_56-HELL_BENT_ON_THE_DESTRUCTION_OF_CHRISTIANITY.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 57-MORE NON-CATHOLIC EXPERTS ENTER THE VATICAN UNDER ARCHBISHOP PAGLIA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_57-MORE_NON-CATHOLIC_EXPERTS_ENTER_THE_VATICAN_UNDER_ARCHBISHOP_PAGLIA.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 58-HIS NEW PONTIFICAL ACADEMY FOR DEATH 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_58-HIS_NEW_PONTIFICAL_ACADEMY_FOR_DEATH.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 59-HERESY-GOD CANNOT BE GOD WITHOUT MAN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_59-HERESY-GOD_CANNOT_BE_GOD_WITHOUT_MAN.doc  
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 60-RESHAPING THE COLLEGE OF CARDINALS TO INFLUENCE THE FUTURE OF THE CHURCH 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_60-RESHAPING_THE_COLLEGE_OF_CARDINALS_TO_INFLUENCE_THE_FUTURE_OF_THE-CHURCH.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 61-CURIAL CARDINAL QUESTIONS POPE LEO XIII DECLARATION ON NULLITY OF ANGLICAN ORDERS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_61-CURIAL_CARDINAL_QUESTIONS_POPE_LEO_XIII_DECLARATION_ON_NULLITY_OF_ANGLICAN_ORDERS.doc
AMORIS LAETITIA AND THE CURRENT CRISIS IN THE CHURCH 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AMORIS_LAETITIA_AND_THE_CURRENT_CRISIS_IN_THE_CHURCH.doc 
AMORIS LAETITIA AND THE GAY MAFIA IN THE VATICAN 01 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AMORIS_LAETITIA_AND_THE_GAY_MAFIA_IN_THE_VATICAN_01.doc
AMORIS LAETITIA-THE SSPX ANALYSIS AND CRITICISM

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AMORIS_LAETITIA-THE_SSPX_ANALYSIS_AND_CRITICISM.doc
THE DUBIA OR DOUBTS ABOUT AMORIS LAETITIA-FOUR CARDINALS ASK FIVE QUESTIONS
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_DUBIA_OR_DOUBTS_ABOUT_AMORIS_LAETITIA-FOUR_CARDINALS_ASK_FIVE_QUESTIONS.doc 
POPE FRANCIS APOSTOLIC EXHORTATION AMORIS LAETITIA ACCUSED OF HERESY BY 45 THEOLOGIANS

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_APOSTOLIC_EXHORTATION_AMORIS_LAETITIA_ACCUSED_OF_HERESY_BY_45_THEOLOGIANS.doc
POPE FRANCIS HIMSELF QUESTIONED ORTHODOXY OF AMORIS LAETITIA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_HIMSELF_QUESTIONED_ORTHODOXY_OF_AMORIS_LAETITIA.doc
