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By Mary Jo Anderson June 14, 2002
Let me tell you a story. It is a story of wickedness and betrayal. It is a demonic plan I have witnessed personally.

It is a story you won't hear from the 700 media personnel who have converged on Dallas for the National Conference of Catholic Bishops' June 13-15 meeting. Their task is to report on how the bishops of the United States address the clerical sex-abuse scandals. Not one in a hundred, however, will report what is really happening in Dallas because they simply don't know which dots to connect. When the set of concealed dots is connected, the picture within the picture is harrowing.

An invisible war is being fought for the life of the Catholic Church in the United States - and it is a fight to the death. The war is more than a century old now, and this is a key engagement. The war is not about pedophilia or homosexuality, as repugnant as those two symptoms are. It is about an attempted coup d'etat within the Catholic Church - one of only two global institutions on this planet. Whoever gets the Keys of St. Peter walks off with the power to change the world - or so the betrayers think. I'll tell you why.

At the turn of the 20th century the popes had spoken out forcefully against socialism and communism. Pope Leo XIII issued Rerum novarum (1891) that acknowledged workers' rights but upheld the right to private property, a foundation of freedom.

The Christian worldview was under attack. A new worldview, Rationalism, was menacing all of Western Civilization. Rationalism had cut deep gorges in Christendom. Many no longer believed in Christian Revelation, that is, the scripture. If man could not prove a premise, man need not be bound by any given premise. The created order as given in the Bible could be re-ordered according to man's design; communism, utopia - fill in the blank. With the aid of science and technology, man did not need God or His musty old laws. A new order was coming of age.
In 1899, the pope also sent a weighty letter to the bishops of the United States, Testem Benevolentiae Nostrae that warned against the dangers of "Americanism." Essentially, he warned the U.S. bishops that their primary identification had to be as Catholic shepherds. He cautioned against "new opinions" that some American bishops held that believed the gospel and doctrine should be accommodated to American culture: The Church must not "shape her teachings more in accord with the spirit of the age and relax some of her ancient severity and make some concessions…" or "to tone down the meaning…"

Yet for a hundred years, many American bishops and theologians have believed that the American culture, dominant in the world, has something to teach the Church. They subordinated the command to evangelize the culture to their vision of an Americanized Catholic Church. For the first 50 years, these men were a small underground cadre of dissidents. By the close of the Second Vatican Council, the second generation of "modernists" had spread their Americanized vision of church in seminaries and universities.

Meanwhile, the American culture was growing ever more secular, and the sexual revolution, feminism and liberalism had a death grip on the foundational principles of the Christian worldview. Campus radicals and professors rebelled against authority - not parental or school authority, but the very idea of any authority with moral absolutes.

Catholic dissidents were swept up into the rebellion. They confidently talk of "structural change," meaning to shove over the Catholic Church and build a "democratic" church where "power is shared" and doctrine is determined by "consensus" rather than by scripture and Jesus' teachings.

These misguided "experts" would have us believe that if only the Church had been controlled by liberals, women priests and laity, this crisis would not have happened. Rubbish - they created the problem in the first place in an attempt to force changes in Church doctrine and discipline. If the U.S. bishops and theologians had been faithful to the teachings of the Church and their own vows, this crisis would be a footnote rather than a chapter in Church history.

It became fashionable for some American prelates to flaunt one's independence from the Church - to prove that they were not stodgy old time Catholics, but the sophisticated "American Catholics." Many of the bishops in Dallas today came of age in the '60s era of rebellion. They resent, as free Americans, being told what to do by the Vatican. As early as 1961, the Vatican issued an instruction, The Careful Selection And Training of Candidates For The States Of Perfection And Sacred Orders, prohibiting the admission of homosexuals to the seminaries. It was simply ignored by those bent on "changing the structure" of the Church to conform to the liberal American culture.
Others were weak and allowed the National Conference of Catholic Bishops to push them into acquiescence. Soon, the internal committees of the NCCB were composed of homosexuals and modernists, feminists and even New Age devotees. They have a death grip on the levers of power within the Conference. An example is the pastoral letter from the U.S. bishops on homosexuality, Always Our Children. This flawed "gay positive" document was drafted by a committee - not by the bishops - and issued before the majority of U.S. bishops had even read the document. They did not vote on its contents (so much for "consensus"). The Vatican finally forced a revision of this squishy "pastoral" instruction. Even now, in Dallas, a similar committee set the agenda for the deliberations.

By the mid 1960s, the Rockefeller family had formed an alliance with Fr. Theodore Hesburgh of Notre Dame University and sought an audience with Pope Paul VI in order to "advise" the pope to permit birth control. The Rockefeller interests were promoting population control. Hesburgh and others at Notre Dame, including Fr. Richard McBrien seen on "The O'Reilly Factor," worked feverishly to change the Church's teaching - if not in doctrine, at least in the practices adopted in millions of Catholic bedrooms. McBrien's book, "Catholicism" was so flawed it was - finally - censored by the U.S. bishops. But it is still on the shelf at Notre Dame University, infecting a new generation of graduates.

The modernists were in lock step with American culture. Worse, they adopted Marxist strategies to achieve their goals. Msgr. Jack Egan, Chicago icon of liberalism in the '60s and '70s, befriended Marxist Saul Alinsky, author of "Rules for Radicals," a manifesto for tearing down a community or institution and rebuilding it in the communist image. The Marxist vision of androgynous masses, where the State is Father and families are those who share a domicile portioned out by the State-Father, appealed to those who cry for "justice." This "justice" is enforced by an all-powerful state that would erase any distinction between groups of people; they call it "power-sharing." These rules were promoted as "liberation" and applied to major issues in the Church, such as "liberating" women from "patriarchy" or "liberating" homosexuality from homophobic old men in the Vatican.

They no longer believe in the teachings of the Catholic Church, but like communist moles, they burrow in to make changes from within. They are instructed to "defect in place" as feminist nun Miriam Therese Winter advises. Prominent theologians have taught that those who control religion control the culture. Defrocked theologian Hans Kung promotes a "Global Ethic" (not the gospel) that mirrors the agenda of world ideologues. He and American Catholic dissident organizations want a "Vatican III" where new structures will include a constitution for the Church and a lay co-pope. Those who have grand visions for a re-ordered world based on Rationalism rather than Revelation seek a means of global governance to enforce their vision of "peace and justice."

These and others, pernicious men and women, promote abortion as a "choice" and applaud population control as a religious duty that preserves the environment (they love the Earth Charter). They accept euthanasia as "merciful" and do not object that nations like Sweden have moved to make it a crime to preach or teach against homosexuality.

The liberal media in the U.S. understand this point. They also defend homosexuality in the culture. They do not want to use this crisis in the Church to advocate against homosexual activity but to promote changes in the Catholic Church: married priests, women priests and acceptance of homosexuals.

That's why CNN trots out folks like Anthony Padavano to advocate for married priests. But Padavano is also keynote speaker for the dissident organization Call to Action that promotes homosexuality in the Church. Or CNN's guest "expert," Sr. Bridget Mary Meehan, who calls for "structural changes" that allow laity greater say. Meehan and others of her ilk expect that once the laity is given control of the Church, it will relax sexual morality and resemble the Democratic Party, that is, liberal American culture. Because the American bishops have worried more about their independence from Rome than allegiance to the gospel, they have become more easily controlled by the liberal agenda - often without realizing it. The media has hushed up past foibles, but the price now is high - a lesson learned too late. The American bishops are a means to an end: The titanic battle is for the Keys of St. Peter - to control the structure and doctrine of the Church. The issue isn't homosexuality, it is to empty the Church from within of the truth of Revelation. But why?

To silence the lone international voice for morality, that's why. Hate the Catholic Church or love it, it must be admitted that it publicly teaches and preaches against the totalitarian, utilitarian worldview. The Catholic Church insists on the dignity and value of every person, born and unborn. The world ideologues howl when the Church stands up for life as sacrosanct. At Cairo, at Beijing, at the World Summit for Children and behind the scenes in nation after nation, the Church parries those who would impose a utilitarian global vision on us all.

The moral voice of the Catholic Church stands between modernists and their New World Order vision that is opposed to the old order of Revelation. What the ideologues need is to put a cork in the mouth of the Church and control the Keys of St. Peter in the near future. To use the Church and her universities and schools and hospitals the world over - to use them for their diabolical agenda.

Notice the timing of the Boston Globe's "breaking" story. The Globe and others have known for over a decade about the growing gay sub-culture in the Church, but the Globe and others simply winked - they are no less guilty of a cover up than Cardinal Law. It did not seem worthy of print. Until, that is, Pope John Paul II, the disliked "reactionary" pope faltered during Christmas masses and seemed so frail that new teams of correspondents were dispatched to Rome in anticipation of a papal conclave.

The goal among modernists, clerical and secular, is to use this crisis to create chaos so large that a new pope will have to deal with the crisis as his first order of business. If a momentum is built that insists that the old order is the problem, perhaps the cardinals can be stampeded into electing an unusual pope: a candidate approved by the New York Times and the United Nations.

There is more to this story, but I think the picture is clear enough.
The above is also to be found at http://www.lifesitenews.com/features/churchscandals/notablearticles.htm.
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By Mary Jo Anderson, The Catholic World Report, December 1999, pages 56 - 63
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NOTE: THIS ESSAY PREDATES THE FEBRUARY 2003 VATICAN DOCUMENT ON THE NEW AGE BY THREE YEARS- MICHAEL
The "planetary citizenship" contemplated by a powerful lobby could be compatible with Christian perspective

Why do the nations rage

And the people devise vain things?

The kings on the earth rise up,

And princes plot together against the Lord

and his Anointed...: Psalm 2  
Ten years ago Catholics scarcely recognized an emerging movement toward, a, global collectivist political structure, which would be disguised as an effort to protect "human rights," and ushered in through various United Nations, initiatives. But since the UN's "Cairo Conference" on Population and Development in 1994, when the Vatican fought valiantly to preserve the integrity of the family many Catholic (and Protestant, Muslim, and orthodox Jewish) groups have snapped into action. These groups have begun to marshal grassroots resistance to the globalist agenda; and their efforts have come none too soon.

A tidal wave of world commissions, led by a "global brain trust" is busily laboring to dilute and mutate the remaining vestiges of Christianity, and to usher in a new "planetary citizenship" and a global government which will be empowered to enforce "human rights". For a remarkable number of world leaders with instantly recognizable names - Ted Turner, George Bush, Jesse Jackson, David Rockefeller, George Schultz, and dozens more-those fundamental rights include the right to universal "health and reproductive rights" (which would include legal access to abortion and contraception), a restored ozone layer, and free access to the "global commons."

Alert citizens may detect in these plans the telltale whiff of population control and the dubious scientific, claims which are brought forward to justify greater government control of society, including the confiscation of private property. For the less informed masses, a media driven hysteria is frequently induced. Thus for example in October, the announcement of the birth of the world's six billionth human was an occasion to focus on the plight of how ecosystems are degraded by "human pollutants." Mikhail Gorbachev proclaimed that a "global crisis of spirit" is responsible for our wanton abuse of the earth.

To avert ecological suicide and regional wars over dwindling resources, "visionary leaders" contend that nations must forfeit their sovereignty in favor of allegiance to the earth as a whole, and in pursuit of the holy grail of sustainable development. So global politics and New Age ideology merge in the Earth Charter, a sacred covenant with the planet, drafted by new wise men.
The sweeping global preparations for a new world order, made by commissions which are loosely bound together under various United Nations auspices, surpass the plots of apocalyptic novels. Yet Christians, and particularly Catholics, dare not dismiss the new cosmology movement; they are its primary targets. In order for "planetary citizenship" to become a reality the planners will require a spiritual realignment, in which traditional religions are expected to play their part. Dr. John Kirk of Montclair State University in New Jersey is the originator of the Environment Sabbath, a program adopted by the United Nations Environment Program (UNEF). Dr. Kirk bluntly reveals the motive behind his appeal for religions to promote "earth ethics". He observes: "The Pope alone has 900 million people and the Dalai Lama another 700 million. That is more than Sierra Club, World Wildlife Fund and all the conservation groups combined."
The New Age began seeping into theology a generation ago; what is dangerously new is that this ideology has now been embraced by many of the world's most prominent and  respected public policy professionals who in turn implement the goals of powerful world leaders and financiers. With their billions of dollars in foundation funding, their interlocking boards of directors, their influence within international institutions, and their two decades of preparatory work in various conventions and treaties (such as the Convention on  Elimination of Discrimination against Women, the Convention on Biological Diversity; the Kyoto Protocols, the Framework on Climate Change, Agenda 21*, and the International Criminal Court), these globalists are now in position to make their scheme a reality. It is difficult to overstate, the gravity of the threat, which the people and initiatives examined below pose for Christians and he nations.  *See page 6
The rich and Powerful

In the week preceding that October announcement of the six billionth birth, word political leaders Nobel laureates, religious figures, UN officials, Ivy league professors, psychics, and international entrepreneurs gathered at the State of the World Forum to decry the Western world view, which they said was responsible for the earth's impending doom. The Forum, the fifth such annual gathering, was held at San Francisco’s posh Fairmont Hotel, where the United Nations charter was drafted in 1945. Participants paid $5,000 for six days of antichristian indoctrination at the hands of the group's brain trust.

The luminaries who gathered at these meetings no longer shrank from the use of a phrase which was once invoked only by conspiracy theorists: the New World Order. And the "star power" on display at the state of the World Forum was spectacular. In this and past years the speakers have included: former US President George  Bush, former British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher former US Secretary State James A Baker, Nobel Peace Prize laureates Oscar Arias of Costa Rica and Archbishop Desmond Tutu of South Africa, Queen Noor of Jordan, former Haitian president Jean-Bertrand Aristide, and black activist Jesse Jackson; the list also included the likes of alternative medicine guru Deepak Chopra*, defrocked Dominican Matthew Fox*, psychic Jean Houston, futurist John Naisbitt, cosmologist Carl Sagan, Benedictine Sister Joan Chittester**, primatologist Jane Goodall, and entertainer Shirley MacLaine*. These speakers have been joined by US senators and business leaders, Nobel laureates, spiritual gurus, indigenous peoples' representatives, and world-class scientists. The agenda included discussion on how to attain world peace, nuclear disarmament, and environmental protection But the centre-piece of the event was the call for a "new world spirit" which would recognise the "unity of the human family" and the necessity for a world federation to keep within the family. If the proposals put forward in San Francisco had been advanced by merely a group of posturing professors and aging mystics, they might safely be ignored. But in fact the roster for the Forum included many acknowledged heavyweights on the world scene people whose hands control the levers of government finance, education, entertainment, business and science. The Forum as a whole - this self-described effort to set the "priorities; values, and actions necessary to guide the human community into the coming century" and to promote a "new code of human responsibility," is a project of the Gorbachev Foundation.

The Gorbachev Foundation, a think tank billed as an "educational foundation dedicated to addressing the challenges of and articulating new priorities for the post-cold War world," has made its American home at San Francisco's Presidio-a former Army base which has been transformed into a campus, with the help of $3 million in seed money. The Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, the Ford Foundation, the Rockefeller Brothers Fund, and the Pew and Mellon Funds, provided the funding to launch Mikhail Gorbachev's return from retirement. The Gorbachev Foundation’s companion environmental organization is Green Cross International, which (according to its own literature) was instituted in 1993, at a "time of global crisis… in which the very elements that sustain life are threatened … to create a shift in our thinking, to transform our environment, to sustain our world. The man who led the Soviet Union through the Chernobyl nuclear disaster now promotes a "bill of rights for the earth."

Gorbachev's concern for nuclear arms control and sustainable development prompted a turn to theopolitics as a means to combat what he identifies as a "global crisis of spirit." As he explains: "It is my view that the individual’s attitude toward nature must become one of the principal criteria for ensuring the maintenance of morality. . . Honoring diversity and honoring the earth creates the basis for genuine unity." Once these principles are codified in international law, transgressors of the new dogma are to be "punished without fail."

Attendees at the Forum in San Francisco mingled happily among the rich and powerful. Many mentioned that they had not actually paid the hefty $5,000 registration fee, and the Forum president, Jim Garrison, conceded that only one-fourth of the 800 people who registered had paid their own way. "We want openness, what we are about is transparent, and we invite participation by a diverse group of people," he explained. 'We bring people here on fellowships." Garrison resisted the idea that the $5,000 fee was a means of screening out conservatives, but in fact no conservative individuals had received a "fellowship." No orthodox Jewish, Christian or Muslim representatives were in attendance. Equally curious was the media blackout; with the rich and famous five bodies deep, where were the cameras? More than one observer suggested that the Forum was engaged in an attempt to "be transparent in the dark". *New Ager *Chittister, Feminist/New Ager
EcoSpirituality

A "shift in our thinking" was clearly the goal of many of the round table discussions and plenary addresses during the October State of the World Forum (SWF). A listing of some of the titles of presentations will suffice to convey the tone:

· At the Edge of the Millennium: A Global crisis of Spirit and the Search for Meaning (Jim Wallis of Sojourners led the discussion);
· The Earth Charter: A New Covenant with Nature and Humanity (Steven Rockefeller led the discussion); 

· Toward a Culture of Peace (chaired by Maria Wright Edelman of the Children’s Defense  Fund);
· The Challenge of Global Security

· Essential Spirituality: Towards an Integral Practice (Bawa Jain Interfaith Centre of New York).

· The Role of Religion and Spiritual Leadership in the 21st Century; a redefinition of religious categories, (led by Nahid Angha of the International Association of Sufi-ism and Bawa Jain; and

· World views by Which We Live (led by Daniel Sheehan, the ex-Jesuit who founded the radical Christic institute).

As these and other sessions discussed the "shift in our thinking" that participants deemed necessary, the predominant theme was, the alleged deficiency-or even harmfulness - of the Christian teaching on the purpose and destiny of man. The Book of Genesis degrades the earth, participants were told, since it gives man an "arrogant dominion" over the animal kingdom. The discovery of a "new story of creation" as offered by Eastern religions and indigenous peoples' spiritual traditions, could heal the damage done by monotheistic and "anthropocentric" religion. Speakers decried the prevalent emphasis on linear time and eschatology, which send mankind off in expectation of a transcendent heaven, creating a loss of appreciation for the earthly realm. The "Circle of Life" in contrast, was cited as an earth-renewing form spirituality-a life force connecting all beings, sensitive to a harmonic universe. The preponderance of snake jewellery, abstract spiral earrings, and the intricate sun-and-moon motif embroidered on clothing reflected the neo-pagan belief system of many participants.

A sophisticated gloss is added to New Age cyclic spirituality by planetary citizens' associations such as World Goodwill, the public arm of Lucis Trust, a theosophical organization founded by the occultists Alice and Foster Bailey in 1933. World Goodwill is a non-government organization NGO) accredited to the United Nations while its parent, Lucis Trust, enjoys the prestigious "consultative status" afforded to organizations on the roster of the United Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC). Both organizations are engaged in Earth Charter advocacy. 
World Goodwill’s spirituality is patently pagan:

During both the full and new moon periods there is a similar emphasis on the work of energy distribution in meditation … we consciously align with the rhythmic pattern of energy flow each month we become a part of a planetary meditative process carried forward at all levels of consciousness and with great creative potential for anchoring the seeds of the coming civilization and the germ of the new culture. 

If World Goodwill so unblushingly advocates neopagan meditative practices, its overt promotion of an occult "plan" for the governing of the universe is nothing short of chilling.

There is an inner spiritual government of the planet, known under such different names as the spiritual Hierarchy, the society of Illumined Minds, or Christ and his Church, according to various religious traditions. Humanity is never left without spiritual guidance or direction under the Plan . . . we approach the "Age of Maitreya," as it is known in the East, when the World Teacher and present head of the spiritual Hierarchy, the Christ, will reappear among humanity to sound the keynote of the new age… There are millions of mentally alert men and women in all parts of the world who are in rapport with the Plan and work to give it expression. They are people in whom the consciousness of humanity as one interdependent unit is alive and active. . . .

One world, one consciousness

The key to understanding the passionate work on behalf of the Earth Charter done by World Goodwill and similar groups is their zeal for one-world spirituality and a one-world government. Both of these goals are advanced by the Earth Charter. Oneness of consciousness is the goal: a global, integral thought process for mother earth. A plenary session of the State of the World Forum entitled "The Implications of the New Physics on Science and Spirituality" gave rise to discussions of the physics of consciousness - the belief that human mental energy possesses the power to propel evolution to a final stage.

The British pantheist biologist Rupert Sheldrake* excoriated Christian traditions which "emphasize the male god above our mother earth". Sheldrake advocated a new appreciation for our "animist ancestors." Others at the SWF called on participants to follow the command of Jeremy Rifkin to "resacralize ourselves within the planet." The creation spirituality of the former Dominican priest Matthew Fox (a 1996 Forum participant) calls for a "new religious paradigm," which jettisons the notion of Original Sin as an unacceptable form of anthropocentrism. Sin, in Fox’s view of the cosmos, is "injuring creation and doing harm to its balance." 
*New Ager who was one of the many New Age influences on Fr. Bede Griffiths OSB, see my report http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CATHOLIC%20ASHRAMS.doc which is also why the Ashrams Movement is New Age
At the dawn of the 21st century, techno-pagan spirituality will make a bid to be the new "Worldview by Which We Live." That was the title of yet another Forum session. Hybridized Hinduism, Buddhism and Sufism were superimposed on New Age fantasies - promising oneness with trees, channelling with ascended masters and searching for psychic control of events. 
The New Age yearning for a cosmic harmony - in which consciousness ascends to a new power and wisdom -requires the collective mental focus of a critical mass a human minds. In its simplest form, one important New Age belief posits that when sufficient psychic energy focused on the same object, mankind with ascend to new plane of existence; some see this new plane as the final evolutionary stage in human history. It is for this reason that globalists with planetary hegemony on their minds and naive New Agers who are leaning into the Age of Aquarius have fallen into each others arms. It is a political-spiritual match made south of heaven. 

A World Goodwill newsletter from 1995 illustrates: Now there are many who speak or write about the need for the UN to be more spiritually awake and aware. At a UN briefing of non-governmental organizations (NGOs) last year, Samuel R. Insanally, past president of the General Assembly, made the statement "Old policies and strategies, which we have promoted in the past at the United Nation, have led us nowhere. Although I am not a 'religious' person … I do believe that the construction of a new world order requires a sense of moral obligation on the part of all nations, both developed and developing, which, will give flesh to the concept of interdependence. We need in effect a spiritual catalyst to bring about change. The ethic, of national self-interest must yield to the ethic of co-operation within the larger family of nations…" [Italics emphasis added]

Not content to effect a spiritual change without corresponding planetary power, the newsletter underscores the need for a world government:
". . . it is increasingly accepted that the future of the Organization depends upon the development of universal values in the minds and hearts of the peoples of the world. This is a point powerfully made by the Commission on Global Governance. The Commissioners report devotes whole chapter to the task of fostering commitment to "core values concerned with the quality of life and relationships", which are to be expressed through "a global civic ethic of specific rights and responsibilities"." [Italics emphasis added]

The catch is that such "rights" when examined are not personal liberties, but rights to what the world holds in common - low population growth, clean air, clean water and equitable distribution of land. The "responsibilities" include the obligation to reproduce in harmony with the earth’s needs.
Threats to freedom and sovereignty

In this confederation of UN bureaucrats, New Age gurus and hard-eyed opportunists, a militant preference for vague spirituality over "dogmatic religions" characterizes the "lowest common denominator" faith in the goodness of nature and the "oneness of all that is". The Christian "story" and natural law have no place in the free-form spirituality which will be required for planetary citizens. Christianity, the advocates of this new spirituality tell us, leads to "species-ism", which exalts mankind over "other kind." The cause of "animal rights" is universally accepted here; all sentient beings are to be accorded equal rights (although no provision is made for the protection of unborn humans). These principles are to be promoted through global education which will blend all faiths, so that religious strife - which "bears the blame for most of history wars" - will cease. According to a speaker at a SWF roundtable, "Without a change in direction today's students will be unable to become worthy world citizens of character and values, able to create an atmosphere of co-existence and peace."
Because a major thrust of the SWF was the promotion of the Earth Charter, that document bears some scrutiny. The Charter (a "bill of right for the planet") is a project of the Earth Council. The Earth Council in turn is in outgrowth of the UN's 1992 Earth Summit in Rio de Janeiro. The work of the Earth Summit was Agenda 21 and the establishment of the Commission on Sustainable Development (CSD). According to its preamble, Agenda 21 "reflects a global consensus and political commitment at the highest level on development and environmental cooperation."

The Earth Charter is typical of the many and varied treaties and documents which are converging to restrict the sovereignty of nations and the practice of traditional faiths, for the sake of world peace. The history of the Charter illustrates both the work of the powerful elites behind the initiative and their plans to enact the provisions of the Charter as "soft law" in preparation for a later effort to codify them as international "hard" law. 

Launched in 1994, the Earth Charter – a project of the Earth Council (headed by Maurice Strong) and Green Cross International (led by Mikhail Gorbachev) – seeks to rectify the situation by enshrining a new ethic of "sustainable development" in international law. The Earth Charter builds on a foundation of over 40 recent international laws, principles and other documents. These include the 1972 Stockholm Declaration, the 1987 Brundtland Report, Agenda 21 from the 1992 Earth Summit in Rio, and more recently, the environmental law work emerging from the World Conservation Union. The long-range objective for the Earth Charter is ratification by all the member states of the United Nations. The Council hopes to build a global constituency of popular support for the Charter before asking governments to sign on the dotted line.

The Earth Charter announces:

The Earth community stands at a defining moment … dominant patterns of production and consumption are altering the climate, degrading the environment, and causing massive extinction of species … A dramatic rise in population has increased the pressures on ecological systems and has overburdened social systems … Fundamental changes in our attitudes, values, and ways of living are necessary … social, economic; environmental, and spiritual problems are interconnected … We, therefore, affirm the following principles for Sustainable development. [Italics emphasis added]  
Signatories to the Charter are asked to pledge that they will

-> Protect and restore the integrity of Earth's ecological systems, with special concern for biological, diversity and the natural processes that sustain and renew life;

-> Establish representative and viable nature and biosphere reserves, including wild lands, sufficient to maintain Earth's biological diversity and life-support systems;

-> Promote the recovery of endangered species and population through in situ conservation involving habitat protection and restoration; 

-> Prevent harm to the environment as the best method of ecological protection and when knowledge is limited, take the path of caution;

-> Give special attention in decision making to the cumulative long-term and global consequences of individual and local actions;

-> Stop activities that threaten irreversible or serious harm even when scientific information is incomplete or inconclusive;

-> Establish environmental protection standards and monitoring systems with the power to detect significant human environmental impacts, and require environmental impact assessments and reporting; 

-> Treat all living beings with compassion, and protect them from cruelty and wanton destruction;

-> Adopt patterns of consumption, production, and reproduction that respect and safeguard Earth's regenerative capacities, human rights, and community well-being; 

-> Provide-universal, access to health care that fosters reproductive health and responsible reproduction; 

-> Ensure that economic activities support and promote human, development in an equitable and, sustainable manner;
-> Promote the equitable distribution of wealth;

-> Establish fair and just access to land, natural resources, training, knowledge, and credit, empowering every Person to attain a secure and sustainable livelihood; 

-> Honor and defend the right of all persons, without discrimination, to an environment supportive of their dignity, bodily health, and spiritual wellbeing; and 

-> Establish racial, religious, ethnic and socioeconomic equality. [Italics emphasis added]  

Although this list is not comprehensive, it should be enough to demonstrate the danger of the Charter initiative. An open-ended set of standards - not explicitly defined, but tacitly understood to embrace the globalist agenda - allows for the use of moral and political suasion on those who might resist. The beginnings of a "soft law" approach are also discernible; the Charter has nothing concrete to propose, but introduces a series of concepts whose meaning can be defined after they are endorsed.

Catholic countries are especially vulnerable to international pressures that can be brought to bear after such vague concepts have been ratified. The pattern of that pressure can be seen from the results of earlier international conferences which have endorsed "universal health and reproductive rights" and "gender equality" phrases which have been interpreted as references to legalized abortion and homosexuality respectively. Developing countries are then expected to bring their policies inline with these goals, or face a cut-off in international funding. During a UN conference at The Hague in February of 1999, a World Bank representative boasted that Nicaragua would accept sex education in its schools and population control measures since, "half their national budget comes from the World Bank".

"Custodian of the planet"
The push to develop a set of principles for "ecological security" began at the United Nations Stockholm Conference in 1972. The concept of "sustainable development" which forms the bedrock for the Earth Charter has progressed through several stages. By 1987, the Brundtland Commission proposed a document "to consolidate and extend relevant legal principles to guide State behaviour in the transition to sustainable development".
According to the Canadian energy billionaire, Maurice Strong, who is the co-drafter of the original charter along with Mikhail Gorbachev, the charter was an "expected outcome of the Earth Summit"  - the 1992 meeting in Rio de Janeiro which Strong chaired. Strong explains that the Charter "was to have formed the ethical foundation upon which Agenda 21 [the platform adopted at the Rio meeting] and the other Rio documents were to have been based." And in the spirit of Rio, he reports: "The call for such a document caught the imagination of individuals and, organizations around the world, as well as some governments."

Strong's own biography provides an instructive view into the power control, and enormous prestige the globalists command at the highest levels of world finance and government.

Strong is president of the Earth Council, an NGO which enjoys "consultative status" with the United Nations. But the man whom the New Yorker called the "Custodian of the Planet" is also associated with an astounding list of other organizations. Born into poverty in Canada, the 70 year old Strong became president of Powers Corporation at the age of 31. Today he is an advisor to UN Secretary General Kofi Anan, senior advisor to World Bank president James Wolfensohn, and chairman of the World Resources Institute. He is founder of both the World Economic Forum and Planetary Citizens, co-chairman of the Council of the World Economic Forum, a founder of the United Nations Environment Program (UNEP), and a trustee of the Rockefeller Foundation. He has served on boards of the Toyota Corporation the Worldwatch Institute, the World Future Society, Club of Rome; and the Business Council for Sustainable Development. He is a Fellow of the New Age Lindisfarne Association and of the World Resources Institute, and the man responsible for reviving the International Union for the Conservation of Nature, which oversees more than 700 governmental agencies worldwide.
Speaking to the Swedish Royal Academy in 1994, Strong declared that sustainable development will require "the development of an enforceable international legal regime." There is no room to nourish a hope that Strong and his allies do not mean what they say. The globalists want world hegemony and the United Nations is the vehicle which they drive. The alleged environment crisis is the stick with which they will beat nations and gullible citizens into submission.
It is not possible to determine how many Earth Charter strategists trumpet New Age mantras in order to generate greater support for the drive toward "sustainable development" and how many are in fact guided by dreams of the Age of Aquarius. Maurice Strong himself it seems, has both a political and "spiritual" motivation Along with his wife Hanne, he owns a 20,000 acre ranch Baca Grande in Colorado, a noted New Age center, complete with a ziggurat and a Vedic temple for the worshiping pleasure of Shirley Maclaine* and her comrades. (A cynic might infer that the demand for "equitable distribution of land and resource" does not apply to the global brain trust) *MacLaine
World Federalism

Today some prominent Americans view an overarching global body as the preeminent means of achieving peaceful world. Time magazine recorded this comment by Strobe Talbot, the US Deputy Secretary of State: "In the next century, nations as we know it will be obsolete; all states will recognize a single, global authority. National sovereignty wasn't such a great idea after all." Yet, it is the national government which mediates and, protects its citizens from outside force: Americans were taught that their forefathers died for "inalienable rights" and acknowledged that it was in order "to secure these rights that governments are instituted." 

Talbot’s vision is akin to that of the World Federalists. One SWF roundtable discussion ("The United Nations in Ten Years; The United Nations in One Hundred Years") admitted that the UN would require a volunteer army "deter human rights abuses." Moderated by Tad Daly the director of Global Security Programs for the State the World Forum, the discussion featured former California Senator Alan Cranston and Tom Spencer, the chairman of the Foreign Affairs Security and Defence Policy Committee of the European Parliament. The two were joined by various academics and diplomats who advocated abolishing the veto power of the UN Security Council - which they saw as a dated mechanism, unjustly favoring the winners of World War II - and adopt ing instead a "Parliament of Humankind". World peace was possible, participants agreed, if a "planetary patriotism" for the "Federal Republic of Earth" supplanted national allegiances. It was also recommended that UN should restructure the General Assembly, instituting a weighted voting system in place of the current one country, one-vote system, to provide a more equitable sharing of power with the more populous nations such as China and India. Proponents of world government welcomed the advent of the International Criminal Court (ICC) as the framework for "enforceable world law" which would have juridical power over individuals as well as nations. (Despite their many Oxford and Harvard degrees, no participant in this discussion could answer a journalist who inquired who would police the peacekeepers and judge the planetary judges.)

The Earth Charter has been submitted in most nations - and special national councils have been formed to promote it - so that as many national representatives as possible will become familiar with the terms of the charter. But at the moment, it appears that there is no real danger that the charter will be formally ratified by the world's nations when it is presented to a UN Special Assembly - the "Millennium Assembly," with its mirror "People's Assembly" – in September of 2000. The language of the document is too radical to allow such prompt international acceptance. "The charter" says Msgr. James Reinert of the Holy See's Permanent Observer Mission in New York, "is pagan. It will not be adopted."
Nonetheless, supporters axe undeterred. They know that once the Charter is formally presented to the United Nations, the-world's premier consensual deliberative policy setting body, it will be cited in other documents and treaties as a document that represents the world's unofficial consensus in favor of a global program of sustainable development.

After all, this drive should be understood as a "broadly consultative" process of dialogue according to Stephen Rockefeller of Middlebury College, who conducted the SWF roundtable discussion on the charter. Rockefeller told Catholic World Report that "Catholics will be comfortable with the charter. We used some of the language from papal documents - from that encyclical on life." Rockefeller promised to give this reporter information about the "many Catholics" who had collaborated in the creation of the charter, and proudly announced that Father Theodore Hesburgh had approved the document (Father Hesburgh spoke at the first State of the World Forum in1995.)
The Catholic Connection

Others in the US Catholic community have been equally eager to participate in the Earth Charter project. Global Education Associates (GEA) in New York, a United Nations NGO; lists 150 religious congregations in Canada, Ireland, and the United States as members of their Religious Partnership Program (GEA’s Sister Eileen Gannon and her associates recently conducted 27 seminars on "global citizenship" and the Earth Charter for the benefit of religious communities, seminarians, and parish leaders. The seminars were part of a whirlwind tour that began on October 15 and ended on Halloween at a variety of locations including the University of Dayton and Xavier University. According to Sister Claire Whalen, another seminar leader: "We work with UNICEF and peace-and-justice groups world wide on sustainable development. We . . . believe passionately in the rights of the earth."
Predictably, dissident Catholics have been among the ardent charter and State of the World Forum promoters. 
Those who would be happy to see the Chair of Peter diminished in authority do not hesitate to give their support to an alternative scheme for global spiritual leadership. Father Richard Rohr, the supporter of Enneagram spirituality, has attended a State of the World Forum as has Hans Kung. In fact Kung, along with his disciple Leonard Swidler, made an early entry in this process, issuing the Initial Declaration Towards a Global Ethic and supporting the World Parliament of Religions (which recognized Wiccans as a legitimate religion. Another supporter is Frances Kissling of Catholics for a Free Choice - a group which is bankrolled by Ted Turner - the same Ted Turner who also contributes millions of dollars to population control schemes, and appears at the SWF promoting the Earth Charter. 

It is no longer shocking to hear of yet another Catholic school which has replaced May Crowning with Earth Day. Every Protestant denomination has experience similar invasions by the "greens". Aiding the process in the United States is the massive Project known as National Religious Partnership for the Environment (NRPE), which distributes materials, including sample sermons to the nation’s churches.
Backdoor implementation

Eventually, after it has been presented to the UN, the Earth Charter will be referenced in semi-official international documents, and thus become available to Policy planners who are seeking to build a case for similar initiatives. Thus finally it is received as "soft law." Mikhail Gorbachev, in an interview conducted on behalf of his Green Cross international admitted that the charter was a "soft law” initiative. 

The effectiveness of this "soft law" approach should not be underestimated. When various unratified treaties and unofficial UN documents are quoted repeatedly they acquire informal status as evidence of a "world consensus." Then additional pressure is put on nations conform or risk the forfeiture of international funding. Once a majority of nations have succumbed - even in the absence of legally binding authority - such documents are eventually adopted as hard law, by virtue of prior compliance. Even powerful nations have regularly agreed to abide by non-binding international documents. US president Bill Clinton, for instance, has implemented the terms of the biodiversity treaty by executive order; eschewing the formal ratification process.

In order to prevent such backdoor implementation, then, opponents of the Earth Charter will need to ensure that the document never gains a foothold in UN affairs. One opponent, Msgr. Reinert of the Vatican's delegation to the UN promises to do exactly that. "We will kill it," he says. "We will not allow the charter to be quoted or referenced in any proceeding." The representatives of the Holy See may be joined in that effort by several Catholic countries - Argentina has been particularly valiant in several recent battles and may find some support from Islamic nations.

But scant assistance in this effort will come from the U.S Catholic Conference (USCC), it seems. Tom Quigley, Director of the USCC Peace and Justice Office reports, "The USCC does not take a stand on the Earth Charter."

(Curiously, Tom Quigley was listed on the SWF program as one of the discussants for a panel on the "Fourth Paradigm of Scientific Logical Positivism and Its Incompatibility with the Ultimate Effectuation of the Objectives of the United Nations' Special Conferences." Quigley was not in attendance at San Francisco, however. The discussion was moderated by Dan Sheehan a former priest. Quigley remarked. The language at the SWF is just too futuristic; the rhetoric is not one we are comfortable with. He asked me to participate, but declined, suggesting other names.") 

Just four years before Gorbachev landed at San Francisco's Presidio at the helm of the Gorbachev Foundation, he stood before the Soviet Presidium and affirmed, "I am a convinced Communist." After Bill Clinton was elected in 1992, Gorbachev told an American newspaper, "He will be a great president if he can make America the creator of the New World Order based on consensus." Is this an indication of Gorbachev’s own evolution toward a different form of world government?

Today the Presidio is home to not only the Gorbachev Foundation and Green Cross International, but also the United Religions Initiative and the Thoreau Center for Sustainability. Another tenant is LucasFilm, the studio whose founder gave us the Star Wars movies. The words of a jedi Knight from Star Wars take on an ominous new meaning when they are heard against the background of beliefs cherished by those other tenants at the Presidio: "We draw our strength from a mysterious power called the Force … a form of energy that connects all living things."
The above is also at http://www.pvbr.com/Issue_1/faithnfreedom.htm as "Target: Faith and Freedom".  

While we are here, it would be good to know a bit more about the “Earth Charter” from a Catholic perspective. Be prepared for a long read before we return to Mary Jo Anderson - Michael
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"Is this not the time for all to work together for a new constitutional organization of the human family, truly capable of ensuring peace and harmony between peoples, as well as their integral development? But let there be no misunderstanding. This does not mean writing the constitution of a global super-State."

Pope John Paul II, Message for the World Day of Peace, 2003

"A secularist reinterpretation of the 'Kingdom' has gained considerable ground, particularly, though not exclusively, in Catholic theology. The 'Kingdom,' on this interpretation, is simply the name for a world governed by peace, justice, and the conservation of creation. Our main criticism of the secular-utopian idea of the 'Kingdom' has been that it pushes God off the stage. He is no longer needed, or else he is a downright nuisance. But Jesus proclaimed the Kingdom of God, not just any kind of kingdom... On closer inspection, this whole project proves to be utopian dreaming without any real content."

Pope Benedict XVI, 2007

Editorial by Bill Jacobs, Founder and President, Blessed Kateri Tekakwitha Conservation Center 
In The Beginning: Aspirants to Global Government
In 1987, the United Nations World Commission on Environment and Development issued a call for the creation of a charter that would set forth fundamental principles for sustainable development. An attempt to draft such a charter failed at the 1992 Rio Earth Summit. Beginning in 1994 and working outside the United Nations, several of the world's wealthiest and most powerful men crafted their own document, which they named the Earth Charter.

This initiative was directed by Maurice Strong, oil/gas/hydro energy billionaire, president of the Earth Council Alliance, and former member of the Commission on Global Governance; Mikhail Gorbachev, former communist dictator, president of Green Cross International, and outspoken advocate for a new world government; and Steven Rockefeller, heir to the Rockefeller oil fortune, head of the Earth Charter Commission, USA, another outspoken advocate for a new global governance. According to its founders, the Earth Charter is "a declaration of fundamental principles for building a just, sustainable, and peaceful global society in the 21st century." Superficially, the Charter appears to be a noble concept designed to end social and environmental tensions around the world. 

Gorbachev and Strong claim to have written the Earth Charter to rectify what they saw as the excessively "anthropocentric emphasis" of the Declaration on the Environment produced at the 1992 UN conference in Rio. The result, however, is a document that remains largely anthropocentric or human centered, albeit in a distorted way. Throughout the Earth Charter there are anthropocentric statements such as "we must choose" and "the choice is ours," while the document specifies the conduct of all individuals, organizations, businesses, governments, and transnational institutions.  

The founders of the Earth Charter envision a new global super-State (occasionally referred to as "global governance" or "world government") to enforce the principles of the Charter. Earth Charter co-author Mikhail Gorbachev called for a new "world government" when he declared, "The emerging 'environmentalization' of our civilization and the need for vigorous action in the interest of the entire global community will inevitably have multiple political consequences. Perhaps the most important of them will be a gradual change in the status of the United Nations. Inevitably, it must assume some aspects of a world government."7 According to the Earth Charter Campaign website, this new "international body" will not "be subservient to the rules of state sovereignty, demands of the free market, or individual rights." 12  
The Earth Charter was officially launched in 2000. The plan is to disseminate the Earth Charter globally in schools and religious communities. Since 2000, the Charter has been formally endorsed by thousands of individuals and organizations, including UNESCO, IUCN (World Conservation Union), U.S. Conference of Mayors, and several Catholic organizations, including Catholic women religious orders. Proponents of the Earth Charter appear to have specifically targeted Catholic institutions, perhaps realizing that the Catholic Church stands firmly in the way of any new world order that ignores or attempts to discard God.  

A New Standard for the Church?
The Earth Charter Commission hopes that the Charter will become a common standard "by which the conduct of all individuals, organizations, businesses, governments, and transnational institutions is to be guided and assessed" (Earth Charter Secretariat 2000). The Catholic Church, in its role as a transnational institution, would be required to follow the Earth Charter and its new "global governance." Unfortunately, the only founding member of the Earth Charter Commission and a principal author of the Earth Charter who was identified as being "Catholic" was Leonardo Boff, an ex-priest, Marxist, and leader of the liberation theology movement. John Paul II criticized liberation theology and its advocates, accusing them of wrongly supporting violent revolution and Marxist class struggle. Boff was silenced by the Church in 1985 and resigned from the priesthood in 1991, prior to drafting the Earth Charter.  

On the subjects of Marxism and liberation theology, Pope Benedict XVI once said, "Precisely in those places where the Marxist liberating ideology had been applied consistently, a radical lack of freedom had been produced, the horror of which now appeared out in the open before the eyes of world public opinion. The fact is that when politics want to bring redemption, they promise too much. When they presume to do God's work, they do not become divine but diabolical."22  
As of December 2009, Leonardo Boff, the Marxist ex-priest once silenced by the Church, remained the only person identified by the Earth Charter Initiative as being "Roman Catholic" among members of their council, advisors, or commissioners. The Initiative's website continues to refer to Boff as an "internationally recognized Roman Catholic theologian" and "a leader of the liberation theology movement."20  

Despite the Initiative's claim to be "an extraordinarily diverse, global network," no active Catholic bishops or priests, deacons, sisters or brothers, or recognized Catholic theologians who are faithful to the teachings of the Church were found listed among the Initiative's many governing officials and advisors. 

Neither Pope John Paul II nor Pope Benedict XVI have ever endorsed the Earth Charter. Both Holy Fathers have criticized the beliefs underlying the Earth Charter without mentioning the Charter by name. Not only did Pope John Paul II not endorse the Earth Charter, he co-authored and signed an alternative, the Declaration on the Environment*, with Patriarch Bartholomew I of Constantinople in 2002, two years after the Earth Charter was unveiled. The Declaration has its own set of ethical goals that all people are invited to consider. *See page 19     

Pope John Paul II, Pope Benedict XVI, and representatives of at least three Pontifical Councils have spoken out against efforts to supplant Christian values with a new global ethic (see articles below). Contrary to what a few Catholic writers and college professors have said, the Earth Charter initiative is not compatible with Catholic teaching. On the contrary, Pope Benedict XVI has referred to any such efforts as "utopian dreaming without any real content."21 

The Church has never advocated abandoning the United Nations or transforming the UN into a new world government.  Rather than a new charter or global government, Pope John Paul II recommended an addition to the existing United Nations Charter of Human Rights: "The right to a safe environment is ever more insistently presented today as a right that must be included in an updated Charter of Human Rights."8 The UN has not endorsed the Earth Charter.

Green Cross Australia, an affiliate of Green Cross International founded by Gorbachev, promotes the work of bioethicist Peter Singer, who once declared, "Christianity is our foe."24
The website of the Earth Charter Initiative displays a copy of a private, internal Church fax or telegram which the Initiative and a few Catholic theologians tout as being an endorsement of the Earth Charter by Pope John Paul II. The fax (or telegram) is in no way an endorsement or sign of support for the Earth Charter. The truth about this fax is explained below in a brief article entitled, "Catholics Are Being Misled by the Earth Charter Initiative with a Private Fax."  
Agenda for Totalitarianism

Since the collapse of communism, National Socialism, and other oppressive ideologies, Gorbachev and other global statists have switched to planetary environmentalism as the means to advance their personal and political agendas. Marxism continues to corrupt genuine commitments to the poor, the vulnerable, and the environment. Under the cover of environmentalism, these ideologies remain the same. History suggests that if people with such oppressive beliefs ever gained global power, the rest of us would lose our freedom, regardless of whether or not they ever really saved the environment.

Although carefully hidden from the vague platitudes of the document, the Earth Charter is founded upon a larger agenda to establish a global super-state. This is not a conspiracy theory; the founders and associates of the Earth Charter movement have called for a new global government or global governance on numerous occasions. Mikhail Gorbachev declared that the United Nations must "assume some aspects of a world government."7 Steven Rockefeller said, "No nation state can exist any longer as a separate island capable of providing in isolation opportunity and security for its people. Local and global security can only be founded on the principles of global partnership and the sharing of sovereignty, leading to the creation of new systems of global governance."4 Rockefeller implied that the Earth Charter would serve as the constitution or declaration of the global super-State, saying, "The Earth Charter is concerned to articulate the ethical principles that should shape whatever institutions of global governance the human community decides to develop." As for democracy, Maurice Strong said, "We shouldn't wait until political democracy paves the way. We must act now."5  

The Earth Charter calls for "the implementation of Earth Charter principles with an international legally binding instrument."  Elsewhere we are told that the Charter already is a universal law that we "must accept." For example, the Earth Charter adaptation for young people refers to the Charter as "a new universal law" that "must be accepted and, subsequently, respected and put into practice by all countries and peoples of the world."15  
    
Pope John Paul II warned us about any such instrument and the global super-State it would create: "Is this not the time for all to work together for a new constitutional organization of the human family, truly capable of ensuring peace and harmony between peoples, as well as their integral development? But let there be no misunderstanding. This does not mean writing the constitution of a global super-State."23    

Pope John Paul II and Patriarch Bartholomew I of Constantinople alerted us to the potential for oppressive solutions to environmental problems when they said in the Declaration on the Environment*: "We commit ourselves to respect the views of all who disagree with us, seeking solutions through open exchange, without resorting to oppression and domination."    

While the Earth Charter Initiative claims to be open to varied viewpoints, a known associate of the Earth Charter Initiative located in Moscow, Russia regularly removes dissenting statements about the Charter from a free and open online encyclopedia, particularly if the statements present Catholic views that are faithful to the Magisterium. Only the opinions and names of groups that endorse the Charter are allowed to remain.  Links to this page about the Earth Charter and references to statements by Church officials are promptly removed, often literally within minutes of posting.18 The Earth Charter's "big brother" is already watching. Dissent is not allowed. *See page 19
The "New Ten Commandments" and "Ark of Hope"

Obviously, we all want to "protect and restore the integrity of Earth's ecological systems." However, a closer look at the Earth Charter initiative reveals the underlying principles of atheistic and secular humanism, neo-paganism, socialism and other forms of oppressive statism, polytheism, and other beliefs that are irreconcilable with Christianity.  

According to Charter proponents, this "new global ethic" is designed to supplant the Gospel of Christ and replace the Ten Commandments, neither of which can protect the Earth's ecosystems. Gorbachev is quoted as saying, "Do not do unto the environment of others what you do not want done to your own environment... My hope is that this Charter will be a kind of Ten Commandments, a 'Sermon on the Mount', that provides a guide for human behavior toward the environment in the next century."2 Gorbachev declared his creed: "Cosmos is my god; nature is my god."3 In Maurice Strong's words, "The real goal of the Earth Charter is that it will in fact become like the Ten Commandments."6 
[image: image2.png]



In contrast to the Ark of the Covenant that housed the Ten Commandments, the Earth Charter is housed in the "Ark of Hope." The Ark is shown in several photos on this page. The Ark's design is intended to honor some of the world’s spiritual alternatives to Christianity. According to the website of the Earth Charter Initiative, the ark's carrying poles are "fashioned like unicorn* horns which, according to legend, render evil ineffective." The five painted panels of the Ark are decorated with "indigenous symbolism celebrating Earth and all her living elements." [The photo to the right is of Steven Rockefeller, Earth Charter Commissioner and Chair of the Earth Charter Drafting Committee, speaking at the unveiling of the Ark of Hope at Shelburne Farms, Vermont in 2001.]17 Rockefeller's appearance at this event calls into question the recent claims by associates of the Earth Charter Initiative that the Ark is a completely independent project. *A New Age symbol 

At least one Catholic women religious order has honored the Ark, with the Charter inside, in a Catholic chapel.  

 

"Utopian Dreaming Without Any Real Content"
The Earth Charter ignores the existence of God, our Creator and Redeemer. 
Efforts to heal the Earth without God or by human efforts alone are not "sustainable" and will ultimately fall short. Pope Benedict XVI has said, "Constructing a world by our own lights, without reference to God, building on our own foundation; refusing to acknowledge the reality of anything beyond the political and material, while setting God aside as an illusion - that is the temptation that threatens us." 

Pope Benedict XVI criticized the kinds of belief that underlie the Earth Charter - ethics without God designed to save the Earth - in his book, "Jesus of Nazareth" (pages 53 and 54). The Holy Father's words are critically important for our understanding of the Earth Charter and the error made by some Catholics in their support of it. While not referring to the Earth Charter by name, the Holy Father seems to have the Charter in mind when he says, "A secularist reinterpretation of the 'Kingdom' has gained considerable ground, particularly, though not exclusively, in Catholic theology....  The 'Kingdom,' on this interpretation, is simply the name for a world governed by peace, justice, and the conservation of creation. It means no more than this. This 'Kingdom' is said to be the goal of history that has to be attained.  This is supposedly the real task of religions: to work together for the coming of the 'Kingdom.' They are of course perfectly free to preserve their traditions and live according to their respective identities as well, but they must bring their different identifies to bear on the common task of building the 'Kingdom,' a world, in other words, where peace, justice, and respect for creation are the dominant values. 
This sounds good; it seems like a way of finally enabling the whole world to appropriate Jesus' message, but without requiring missionary evangelization of other religions. It looks as if now, at long last, Jesus' words have gained some practical content, because the establishment of the 'Kingdom' has become a common task and is drawing nigh. On closer examination, though, it seems suspicious. Who is to say what justice is? What serves justice in particular situations? How do we create peace? On closer inspection, this whole project proves to be utopian dreaming without any real content, except insofar as its exponents tacitly presuppose some partisan doctrine as the content that all are required to accept. But the main thing that leaps out is that God has disappeared; man is the only actor left on the stage. The respect for religious 'traditions' claimed by this way of thinking is only apparent. The truth is that they are regarded as so many sets of customs, which people should be allowed to keep, even though they ultimately count for nothing. Faith and religions are now directed toward political goals. Only the organization of the world counts.  Religion matters only insofar as it can serve that objective. This post-Christian vision of faith and religion is disturbingly close to Jesus' third temptation... Our main criticism of the secular-utopian idea of the 'Kingdom' has been that it pushes God off the stage. He is no longer needed, or else he is a downright nuisance. But Jesus proclaimed the Kingdom of God, not just any kind of kingdom."21
Ethics without God are dangerous. The warning of Pope Pius XI in 1937 against totalitarianism is fitting today: "Whoever exalts race, or the people, or the State, or a particular form of State, or of the depositories of power, or any other fundamental value of the human community -- however necessary and honorable be their function of worldly things -- whoever raises these notions above their standard value and divinizes them to an idolatrous level, distorts and perverts an order of the world planned and created by God; he is far from the true faith in God and from the concept of life which that faith upholds."  

When a complete set of ethical principles denies or ignores the existence of God, we are not made a part of nature, we are placed below and apart from nature, for while nature remains with God, we are left alone with only government.
The Culture of Death

The Earth Charter provides no protection for unborn children and their mothers, while seemingly offering protection for nearly every other creature on Earth.  
Apparently for proponents of the Earth Charter, the benefits of their twisted "sustainable development" and "human rights" exclusively for the most powerful among us are more important than the rights and lives of the weakest among us.  

Tragically, some proponents of the Earth Charter endorse abortion and forced sterilization as tools of sustainable development, endorsements carefully cloaked under the banners of "access to health care" and "reproductive health and responsible reproduction."

In the words of Blessed Mother Theresa of Calcutta, "I have said often, and I am sure of it, that the greatest destroyer of peace in the world today is abortion. If a mother can kill her own child, what is there to stop you and me from killing each other?"  

Proponents of the Charter claim that they take no position for or against abortion. It is clear, however, that purposefully choosing to deny protection for unborn babies is taking a position.  

Blessed Mother Theresa said, "If a mother can kill her own child, then what is left of the West to be destroyed?"  

In addition to allowing the killing of unborn human beings, some proponents of the Charter have suggested euthanasia for those determined not capable of living a "quality" life.  

Arrogance, Greed, and Disrespect for Life

Sacred Scripture and the Tradition of the Church specifically address the root causes of social injustice and environmental destruction, including the sins of arrogance, greed, and lack of respect for life. The Earth Charter glorifies these sins! This is illustrated by the arrogance of ignoring our Creator and Redeemer, the greed displayed by the immense power and wealth already accumulated by the Charter's founders, and the founders' insatiable desire for even more global power through "global governance" and a new "world government." The Charter's disrespect for life is glorified by the intentional refusal to protect the weakest among us, our unborn children.  

Greed is further displayed by related efforts to publicize the real problem of climate change in order to inflate markets for trading carbon emission credits (i.e. "cap and trade"). Earth Charter founder Maurice Strong is on the board of the Chicago Carbon Exchange (as of 2010), which is part of a private international group that stands to make billions of dollars by exploiting global climate change.
Secularism vs. Christianity

Proponents of the Charter argue that the Charter is a secular document, therefore, it should not, or need not, mention God.  Yet, one has only to look to the United States Declaration of Independence as an example of properly recognizing God in an otherwise secular document: "We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness." Another founding document, the Constitution of the United States, refers to these rights as the "blessings of liberty." Mikhail Gorbachev himself looks to the U.S. Constitution as a model for the Earth Charter: "We can use experience of the founding fathers of the United States' Constitution" (speech at the Rio+5 Forum, March 18, 1997). Perhaps someone should remind Gorbachev that the founding fathers expressly recognized our rights as a gift from God. The United States' first president, George Washington, said, "It is the duty of all Nations to acknowledge the providence of Almighty God, to obey his will, to be grateful for his benefits, and humbly to implore his protection and favor."14  
 

 

Alienable Rights vs. Inalienable Rights

The United Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights recognizes human rights as being "inalienable." Although definitions vary, an inalienable right refers to a right that cannot be surrendered, sold, or transferred to someone else, at least without a person's consent. The United States Declaration of Independence recognizes human rights in a similar way, as being "unalienable." Unalienable rights are granted by our Creator. These rights cannot be bartered away, given away, or taken away. Often these two terms are used interchangeably. Inalienable rights, also referred to as natural rights, are self-evident and universal. They are not contingent upon the laws, customs, or beliefs of any particular culture or government.  Governments are instituted to "secure," not to grant or create, these rights. However, neither of the terms "inalienable" nor "unalienable" is found in the Earth Charter. This is not an oversight on the part of the Charter's principal authors. By design, our rights under the Earth Charter and the new world government would be alienable. Rights would be granted as favors or privileges and easily taken away by the global super-State, rather than freely and lovingly given by God. The Earth Charter Campaign website confirms this, stating that this new international body will not be subservient to the rules of state sovereignty or individual rights.

      
False Ecumenism   

Proponents of the Earth Charter claim that the Charter does not use the words "God" or "Creator" because the Charter is "ecumenical," meaning that it speaks to people of all faiths. However, this is a misuse of the word "ecumenical."  "Ecumenical" typically means "of, relating to, or representing the whole of a body of churches; promoting or tending toward worldwide Christian unity or cooperation" (Merriam-Webster Online). According to the Church's Decree on Ecumenism, "the term 'ecumenical movement' indicates the initiatives and activities planned and undertaken, according to the various needs of the Church and as opportunities offer, to promote Christian unity." Without any reference to God, and without specifically promoting Christian unity, the Earth Charter is not ecumenical. By definition, the Earth Charter is at best "secular," meaning "not overtly or specifically religious," and at worst "atheistic," denying the existence of God entirely.
Instead, Proclaim the Gospel to Every Creature!

Granted, all the Earth's people should work together to promote a more just and peaceful world. Catholics will need to work peacefully with people who have endorsed the Earth Charter, and others who may not share our Catholic beliefs. Yet when we are asked to endorse the Charter, as Christians we can say with confidence, "No, thank you. We already have a complete set of ethical principals that promotes the love of God, love of neighbor, and peace with all creation."  And, we have much more.

It is critically important for everyone, including Catholics and non-Catholics alike, that Catholics respectfully champion our beliefs in the global public square to make certain that God is not forgotten. Pope Paul VI wisely stated, "All believers of whatever religion always hear His revealing voice in the discourse of creatures. When God is forgotten, however, the creature itself grows unintelligible."  

The true and authentically sustainable solutions to our environmental problems are found in sacred Scripture, the living Tradition of the Catholic Church, the message of creation, and the voice of conscience enlightened by God’s law authentically interpreted. In contrast, the statists who founded the Earth Charter are concerned exclusively with the message of material nature and the voice of ego.

Pope Benedict XVI has said, "The quest for peace by people of good will surely would become easier if all acknowledge the indivisible relationship between God, human beings, and the whole of creation. In the light of divine Revelation and in fidelity to the Church’s Tradition, Christians have their own contribution to make. They contemplate the cosmos and its marvels in light of the creative work of the Father and the redemptive work of Christ, who by his death and resurrection has reconciled with God 'all things, whether on earth or in heaven' (Colossians 1:20)."

By our words and example, we are called to "proclaim the Gospel to every creature." 
Catholic Social Teaching

Catholicism has a highly developed system of social teaching that we should respectfully proclaim to the whole world. The Church's social teaching is infinitely more loving, just, sustainable, peaceful, authentic, rich, wise, deep, holy, whole, life-affirming, truthful, and green than the Earth Charter!  

The teachings of the Bible and the Church have always been green! From the beginning, God has called us to be loving and wise stewards of creation. From the first pages of the Bible we are instructed to "cultivate and care for" creation (Genesis 2:15). Dominion, properly understood, means that we have sovereignty over and responsibility for the well-being of God's creation. No where does it say that we are to destroy the Earth. We are made in the image and likeness of God, therefore our dominion must resemble God's dominion. We are called to cultivate and care for the Earth as God does, with freedom, wisdom, and love.  

 

Catholic Faith 

The Catholic Faith is grounded in objective truths, in unalienable rights granted by our Creator and Redeemer, in God's book of nature, and in His Word revealed in Scripture and Tradition, in contrast to a godless morality grounded in the subjective whims of a self-appointed global government.  
Catholics reject the false gods of global power and wealth, of government as savior, and of sustainable development that is not authentic. The one true God is the God of love. In order to build a more just and peaceful world, we need to better understand and live our Catholic Faith. Pope John Paul II said, "When we are at peace with God we are better able to devote ourselves to building up that peace with all creation which is inseparable from peace among all peoples."  

We should remain vigilant: God has called us to cultivate and care for the Earth, yet there are people who would take advantage of our current environmental situation for personal gain or to advance an oppressive political ideology. We can turn toward God for his love, strength, and wisdom, and toward each other as loving neighbors. The world urgently needs our example and leadership to continue the process of authentically renewing creation, a process that will be completed by God - the Creator and Redeemer of all creation.  

                                                                                                                                                                          "This leads to the great question: What did Jesus actually bring, if not world peace, universal prosperity, and a better world?  What has he brought? The answer is very simple: God. He has brought God, and now we know his face, now we can call upon him. Now we know the path that we human beings have to take in this world." Pope Benedict XVI, from the book, "Jesus of Nazareth."
"We commit ourselves to respect the views of all who disagree with us, seeking solutions through open exchange, without resorting to oppression and domination." Pope John Paul II and Patriarch Bartholomew I of Constantinople, Declaration on the Environment, June 10, 2002
Click here [http://conservation.catholic.org/declaration.htm] to read the entire Declaration on the Environment. 
"The right to a safe environment is ever more insistently presented today as a right that must be included in an updated [United Nations] Charter of Human Rights." Pope John Paul II
"It is on faith in God, preserved pure and stainless, that man's morality is based. All efforts to remove from under morality and the moral order the granite foundation of faith and to substitute for it the shifting sands of human regulations, sooner or later lead these individuals or societies to moral degradation." Pope Pius XI
"The danger for modern man is that he would reduce the earth to a desert, the person to an automaton, brotherly love to a planned collectivization, often introducing death where God wishes life." Pope John Paul I
Pope Benedict XVI on the temptations of Jesus and today's moral posturing: 

"Mathew and Luke recount three temptations of Jesus that reflect the inner struggle over his own particular mission and, at the same time, address the question as to what truly matters in human life. At the heart of all temptations, as we see here, is the act of pushing God aside because we perceive him as secondary, if not actually superfluous and annoying, in comparison with all the apparently far more urgent matters that fill our lives. Constructing a world by our own lights, without reference to God, building on our own foundation; refusing to acknowledge the reality of anything beyond the political and material, while setting God aside as an illusion - that is the temptation that threatens us in many varied forms.  

Moral posturing is part and parcel of temptation. It does not invite us directly to do evil - no, that would be far too blatant.  It pretends to show us a better way, where we finally abandon our illusions and throw ourselves into the work of actually making the world a better place. It claims, moreover, to speak for true realism: What's real is what is right there in front of us - power and bread. By comparison, the things of God fade into unreality, into a secondary world that no one really needs.

The three temptations are identical in Matthew and Luke, but the sequence is different.  We will follow Matthew's sequence...

The devil takes the Lord in a vision onto a high mountain. He shows him all the kingdoms of the earth and their splendor and offers him kingship over the world... [Jesus gives] an unbelievably harsh answer: "Get behind me Satan! You are a hindrance to me; for you are not on the side of God, but of men" (Matthew 16:23).

...The interpretation of Christianity as a recipe for progress and the proclamation of universal prosperity as the real goal of all religions, including Christianity - this is the modern form of the same temptation. Jesus, however, repeats to us what he said in reply to Satan, what he said to Peter, and what he explained further to the disciples of Emmaus: No kingdom of this world is the Kingdom of God, the total condition of mankind's salvation.  Earthly kingdoms remain earthly human kingdoms, and anyone who claims to be able to establish the perfect world is the willing dupe of Satan and plays the world right into his hands.

Now, it is true that this leads to the great question: What did Jesus actually bring, if not world peace, universal prosperity, and a better world? What has he brought?

The answer is very simple: God. He has brought God, and now we know his face, now we can call upon him. Now we know the path that we human beings have to take in this world." From the book, "Jesus of Nazareth" (2007)

Noted Catholic Theorist Voices Concerns about the Earth Charter

VATICAN, November 29, 2000 (CWNews.com) Msgr. Michel Schooyans, a noted Belgian political theorist, has expressed serious misgivings about the process of "globalization" as it is seen by the United Nations leadership. Msgr. Schooyans, a member of the Pontifical Academy for Social Sciences and consultant to the Pontifical Council for the Family, offered his thoughts to a Vatican conference on globalization and the family. He suggested that in the eyes of UN officials, globalization means "a concentration of power that has the odor of totalitarianism".
The UN, the Belgian professor observed, "thinks that the world in its entirety has more value than the person." He added that according to this view — which he said is heavily influenced by New Age thinking — Christian humanism "has to be abandoned and rejected, in order to exalt a neo-pagan cult of Mother Earth." 

Msgr. Schooyans, who teaches at the Catholic University of Louvain, said that the "Earth Charter" currently being prepared by UN officials offers clear evidence to support his charges. In that document, he reported, the human race is depicted as "a part of a vast universe in the process of evolution," and which is marked today by "an unprecedented growth in population that overtaxes economic and social systems." The underlying philosophy of the Charter, he said, sees all religions — but particularly the Catholic faith — as obstacles to progress.

The UN, Msgr. Schooyans concluded, is now aiming to create a new world order over which a "supergovernment" would preside. "The Church will have no choice but to fight against such a form of globalization," Msgr. Schooyans remarked. This powerful new government would suppress intermediate structures, and seek "more and more centralized control of information, knowledge, technology, human life, health, commerce, politics, and law."    

Defending Humankind and Nature from Trends Like The Earth Charter

By Msgr. Michel Schooyans, Member of the Pontifical Academy of Social Sciences

As can be seen from many recent documents from UN agencies like UNFPA, there is a trend for the 1948 Universal Declaration of Human Rights to be supplanted by documents such as the Earth Charter. Man is considered to be the result of the evolution of matter, and he must agree to submit himself to the Great Whole. This, we are told, is the price to pay for "sustainable development." This view of Mother Earth denies man the central place in the world that was assigned to him in the 1948 Declaration. We must return to this anthropocentrism and this universalism, which was inspired by the Roman, Jewish, and Christian traditions and was brilliantly reaffirmed by the Renaissance, if we wish to save and protect human capital. The quintessential value is man and not the environment. Without men properly prepared to become responsible managers of Nature, Nature itself cannot but deteriorate and man cannot but vanish. This view of man and his relationship with nature necessitates a fully humanistic conception of development. This conception prompts us to revisit current educational, health, and food policies. It also prompts us to reconsider policies relating to women and families. 

    

Speaking about the Earth Charter and related globalism, Msgr. Michel Schooyans said, "In order to consolidate this holistic vision of globalism, certain obstacles have to be smoothed out and instruments put to work. Religions in general, and in the first place the Catholic religion, figure among the obstacles that have to be neutralized."
--Msgr. Michel Schooyans, Professor Emeritus at the University of Louvain, is a Member of the Pontifical Academy of Social Sciences and Advisor to the Pontifical Council for the Family. Defending Man and the Family in UNCHS -The United Nations Centre for Human Settlements-, June 2001, Vol. 7, n2
Speaking about the nation state and efforts to destroy it, Msgr. Schooyans said, "Without doubt, insofar as [nation states] exist and accomplish their role well, particular nations protect their citizens; they bring about respect for human rights, and use appropriate means towards this end. Presently, in the milieus of the UN, the destruction of nations appears as an objective to be sought if one wishes definitively to smother the anthropocentric conception of man's rights. By doing away with the intermediate body called the national state, one puts an end to subsidiarity, since a centralized world state will have been put in place. The way will be open, then, for the arrival of the globalizing technocrats and other aspirants to world governance."

--LOUVAIN-LA-NEUVE, Belgium, September 8, 2001 (Zenit.org) The United Nations is embracing a type of globalization that would radically redefine rights and the power of nations. Here, ZENIT offers an adapted excerpt from an essay by Michel Schooyans, professor emeritus at Louvain University, on the problems of globalization. 


Pope Pius XI:

A New Morality without a Basis on Christian Faith Can't Succeed

(Excerpts)
"It is on faith in God, preserved pure and stainless, that man's morality is based. All efforts to remove from under morality and the moral order the granite foundation of faith and to substitute for it the shifting sands of human regulations, sooner or later lead these individuals or societies to moral degradation. The fool who has said in his heart 'there is no God' goes straight to moral corruption (Psalms xiii. 1), and the number of these fools who today are out to sever morality from religion, is legion. They either do not see or refuse to see that the banishment of confessional Christianity, i.e., the clear and precise notion of Christianity, from teaching and education, from the organization of social and political life, spells spiritual spoliation and degradation. No coercive power of the State, no purely human ideal, however noble and lofty it be, will ever be able to make shift of the supreme and decisive impulses generated by faith in God and Christ. If the man, who is called to the hard sacrifice of his own ego to the common good, loses the support of the eternal and the divine, that comforting and consoling faith in a God who rewards all good and punishes all evil, then the result of the majority will be, not the acceptance, but the refusal of their duty." (804) 

"Whoever exalts race, or the people, or the State, or a particular form of State, or of the depositories of power, or any other fundamental value of the human community --- however necessary and honorable be their function of worldly things ---
whoever raises these notions above their standard value and divinizes them to an idolatrous level, distorts and perverts an order of the world planned and created by God; he is far from the true faith in God and from the concept of life which that faith upholds."

"No coercive power of the State, no purely human ideal, however noble and lofty it may be, will ever be able to make shift of the supreme and decisive impulses generated by faith in God and Christ."

"Should any man dare, in sacrilegious disregard of the essential differences between God and His creature, between the God-man and the children of man, to place a mortal, were he the greatest of all times, by the side of, or over, or against Christ, he would deserve to be called the prophet of nothingness, to whom the terrifying words of Scripture would be applicable: 'He that dwelleth in heaven shall laugh at them' (Psalms 2.3)."
--Pope Pius XI, Mit Brennender Sorge, 1937 encyclical against Nazism. 
The Communism of today, more emphatically than similar movements in the past, conceals in itself a false messianic idea.  
A pseudo-ideal of justice, of equality and fraternity in labor impregnates all its doctrine and activity with a deceptive mysticism, which communicates a zealous and contagious enthusiasm to the multitudes entrapped by delusive promises."  

Divini Redemptoris
Two Pontifical Councils Warn Against the New Global Ethic

(Excerpts)

What has been successful is the generalization of ecology as a fascination with nature and resacralisation of the earth, Mother Earth or Gaia, with the missionary zeal characteristic of Green politics. The Earth's executive agent is the human race as a whole, and the harmony and understanding required for responsible governance is increasingly understood to be a global government, with a global ethical framework. The warmth of Mother Earth, whose divinity pervades the whole of creation, is held to bridge the gap between creation and the transcendent Father-God of Judaism and Christianity, and removes the prospect of being judged by such a Being.

In such a vision of a closed universe that contains "God" and other spiritual beings along with ourselves, we recognize here an implicit pantheism. This is a fundamental point which pervades all New Age thought and practice, and conditions in advance any otherwise positive assessment where we might be in favor of one or another aspect of its spirituality. As Christians, we believe on the contrary that "man is essentially a creature and remains so for all eternity, so that an absorption of the human I in the divine I will never be possible"....

New Age has a marked preference for Eastern or pre-Christian religions, which are reckoned to be uncontaminated by Judaeo-Christian distortions. Hence great respect is given to ancient agricultural rites and to fertility cults. "Gaia", Mother Earth, is offered as an alternative to God the Father, whose image is seen to be linked to a patriarchal conception of male domination of women. There is talk of God, but it is not a personal God; the God of which New Age speaks is neither personal nor transcendent. Nor is it the Creator and sustainer of the universe, but an "impersonal energy" immanent in the world, with which it forms a "cosmic unity": "All is one". This unity is monistic, pantheistic or, more precisely, panentheistic.   [Webmaster's note:  There's nothing at all "new" about these errors or heresies, hence the New Age movement contains little, if anything, that is really new.]

Christian groups which promote care for the earth as God's creation also need to be given due recognition. The question of respect for creation is one which could also be approached creatively in Catholic schools. A great deal of what is proposed by the more radical elements of the ecological movement is difficult to reconcile with Catholic faith. Care for the environment in general terms is a timely sign of a fresh concern for what God has given us, perhaps a necessary mark of Christian stewardship of creation, but "deep ecology" is often based on pantheistic and occasionally gnostic principles.

PONTIFICAL COUNCIL FOR CULTURE
PONTIFICAL COUNCIL FOR INTERRELIGIOUS DIALOGUE

Read the entire Church statement about the "New Age" on the Vatican website:

JESUS CHRIST THE BEARER OF THE WATER OF LIFE: A Christian reflection on the "New Age"
http://www.vatican.va/roman_curia/pontifical_councils/interelg/documents/rc_pc_interelg_doc_20030203_new-age_en.html 
VATICAN NEWSPAPER WARNS AGAINST "GLOBAL ETHIC"

VATICAN, February 12, 2003 (LifeSiteNews.com) Archbishop Javier Lozano Barragán, president of the Pontifical Council for Health Care Workers, surprised those who doubt that the Maurice Strong led movement for a new "global ethic" presented a threat to Christianity. [Maurice Strong is a founder and leader of the Earth Charter movement.] In an article published yesterday in the Vatican's L'Osservatore Romano, the Archbishop warned that the aim of the program was to supplant Christian values with a "global ethic."
The "New Paradigm" as it is called in the article is an eco-religion which holds "sustainable development" as the highest good.  The Archbishop warns that the New Paradigm manifests itself "as a new spirituality that supplants all religions, because the latter have been unable to preserve the ecosystem." In a word, this is "a new secular religion, a religion without God, or if you prefer, a new God that is the earth itself with the name GAIA," he said.
The influence of the New Paradigm is already felt in the field of bioethics which uses warped interpretations of ethical stands which result in justifying research which offends human dignity such as embryonic stem cell research.
"The different religions existing in the world have been unable to generate this global ethic; therefore, they must be replaced by a new spirituality, which has as its end global well-being, within sustainable development," explained Archbishop Barragán.



"Global Ethic" Aiming to Supplant Christian Ethic, Warns Official

VATICAN CITY, February 11, 2003 (Zenit.org) A Vatican official warns of a plan to supplant Christian values with a "universal ethic" in the new context of globalization.  Archbishop Javier Lozano Barragán, president of the Pontifical Council for Health Care Workers, analyzed and criticized the fundamental characteristics of the "New Paradigm" in an article in the January 11 Italian edition of L'Osservatore Romano. 
The article mentioned some of the most important topics of the World Day of the Sick (www.worlddayofthesick.org), held in Washington, D.C., today. Archbishop Lozano presided over the U.S. event in his capacity as special papal envoy. 
Ideology 
According to the archbishop, this "New Paradigm" is influenced by the following ideological currents: 
-- Eclecticism, which "accepts any affirmation on conduct regardless of its system, context and judgment"; 
-- Historicism, which holds that "truth changes according to its adaptation to a specific period of history." 
-- Scientific spirit, which says "the only acceptable truth is the one which can be experienced scientifically"; 
-- Pragmatism: "the sole criterion of ethical decisions is their usefulness"; 
-- Nihilism: "gives up the capacity to arrive at objective truths." 
Characteristics 
Archbishop Lozano Barragán described the features of the New Paradigm as follows: 
-- "The objective of the new global ethic is global well-being within sustainable development." 
-- "This global well-being constitutes the end called 'quality of life,'" which means "the individual's perception of his position in life, in the context of culture and of the system of values in which he finds himself." 
-- Quality of life covers six areas: "physical health, psychological health, level of dependence, social relations, milieu (economy, freedom, security, information, participation, environment, traffic, climate, transportation ...), spirituality (religion, personal beliefs)." 
-- "What is basic is individual self-determination. Social obligations are disregarded." 
Regarding religion and spirituality, the archbishop spelled out these points in the New Paradigm: 
-- "The different religions existing in the world have been unable to generate this global ethic; therefore, they must be replaced by a new spirituality, which has as its end global well-being, within sustainable development." 
-- "Nature, the earth, called 'GAIA,' is divine and inviolable. The human being is only one more element of it, who can only be understood in harmony with the earth." 
-- "This new ethic is based on five pillars: human rights and responsibility, democracy and elements of civil society, protection of minorities, commitment to the peaceful solution of conflicts and honest negotiations, intergenerational equity." 
-- "There are four problems that must be solved: the first affects the man-nature balance; the second the meaning of happiness, of life, and of plentitude; the third examines relations between the individual and the community; and the fourth looks to a balance between equity and freedom." 
Bioethics 
According to Archbishop Lozano Barragán, this theory imposes three principles on bioethics: 
-- The principle of autonomy: "an action is good if it respects the freedom of the moral agent and of others." 
-- The principle of beneficence: "good must always be done and evil avoided." 
-- The principle of justice: "give each one his due." 
These three principles end up submerged in relativism as, for example, according to the principle of autonomy "those who are not free are not considered for this moral action, for example, the handicapped, children, fetuses, embryos," the archbishop explained. 
The principle of beneficence says that good must be done, but it does not explain what is the good for others. If one does not know what good is, good cannot be done consistently. And the same happens with justice, he added. 
New Paradigm vs. Christianity 
Archbishop Lozano Barragán explained that some of the values presented by the New Paradigm can be shared: concern for the environment, human rights, respect for minorities, democracy, social justice, health and education for all. 
However, the New Paradigm manifests itself "as a new spirituality that supplants all religions, because the latter have been unable to preserve the ecosystem." In a word, this is "a new secular religion, a religion without God, or if you prefer, a new God that is the earth itself with the name GAIA," he said. 
"The series of values that sustain the New Paradigm are values subordinated to this divinity that becomes the supreme ecological value, which they call sustainable development. The highest ethical end, within this sustainable development, is well-being," he wrote. 
"Clearly, we are faced with the total denial of Christianity and the fundamental fact of Christianity, the Incarnation of the Word, the redeeming death of Christ and his glorious resurrection. If this historical fact is accepted, the assumption of the New Paradigm fails completely," the archbishop warned. "This does not mean that the genuine values proclaimed by the New Paradigm also fail, values that are not foreign to Christian thought, but find their raison d'être in the latter," he added. 
The president of the Pontifical Council for Health Care Workers said that the New Paradigm runs into its greatest problem "when it perceives that everything must be based on consensus, a consensus that does not stem from objective truths, but from subjective opinions." 
"An authentic universal ethic, which really hopes to be global, must be an ethic founded on the objectivity of man himself ... whose end is God himself and, in the final instance, the historical fact of the Incarnation of God," the archbishop concluded. 

 

Return to Pope John XXIII's prophetic teaching: Pacem in Terris
"At the beginning of a new year in our human history, this is the hope that rises spontaneously from the depths of my heart: that in the spirit of every individual there may be a renewed dedication to the noble mission which Pacem in Terris proposed forty years ago to all men and women of good will.... The fortieth anniversary of Pacem in Terris is an apt occasion to return to Pope John XXIII's prophetic teaching.... I accompany this hope with a prayer to Almighty God, the source of all our good. May he who calls us from oppression and conflict to freedom and cooperation for the good of all help people everywhere to build a world of peace ever more solidly established on the four pillars indicated by Blessed Pope John XXIII in his historic Encyclical: truth, justice, love, freedom.... The fortieth anniversary of Pacem in Terris is an apt occasion to return to Pope John XXIII's prophetic teaching." Pope John Paul II, From the Vatican, 8 December 2002 

"You cannot imagine how great is people's foolishness. They have no sense or discernment, having lost it by hoping in themselves and putting their trust in their own knowledge."

-St. Catherine of Siena
Declaration on the Environment
http://conservation.catholic.org/declaration.htm 
Signed by Pope John Paul II and Patriarch Bartholomew I of Constantinople June 10, 2002

We are gathered here today in the spirit of peace for the good of all human beings and for the care of creation. At this moment in history, at the beginning of the third millennium, we are saddened to see the daily suffering of a great number of people from violence, starvation, poverty, and disease. We are also concerned about the negative consequences for humanity and for all creation resulting from the degradation of some basic natural resources such as water, air and land, brought about by an economic and technological progress which does not recognize and take into account its limits.
Almighty God envisioned a world of beauty and harmony, and He created it, making every part an expression of His freedom, wisdom and love (cf. Genesis 1:1-25).
At the center of the whole of creation, He placed us, human beings, with our inalienable human dignity. Although we share many features with the rest of the living beings, Almighty God went further with us and gave us an immortal soul, the source of self-awareness and freedom, endowments that make us in His image and likeness (cf. Genesis 1:26-31; 2:7). Marked with that resemblance, we have been placed by God in the world in order to cooperate with Him in realizing more and more fully the divine purpose for creation.

At the beginning of history, man and woman sinned by disobeying God and rejecting His design for creation. Among the results of this first sin was the destruction of the original harmony of creation. If we examine carefully the social and environmental crisis which the world community is facing, we must conclude that we are still betraying the mandate God has given us: to be stewards called to collaborate with God in watching over creation in holiness and wisdom.
God has not abandoned the world. It is His will that His design and our hope for it will be realized through our cooperation in restoring its original harmony. In our own time we are witnessing a growth of an ecological awareness which needs to be encouraged, so that it will lead to practical programs and initiatives. An awareness of the relationship between God and humankind brings a fuller sense of the importance of the relationship between human beings and the natural environment, which is God's creation and which God entrusted to us to guard with wisdom and love (cf. Genesis 1:28).
Respect for creation stems from respect for human life and dignity. It is on the basis of our recognition that the world is created by God that we can discern an objective moral order within which to articulate a code of environmental ethics. In this perspective, Christians and all other believers have a specific role to play in proclaiming moral values and in educating people in ecological awareness, which is none other than responsibility towards self, towards others, towards creation.
What is required is an act of repentance on our part and a renewed attempt to view ourselves, one another, and the world around us within the perspective of the divine design for creation. The problem is not simply economic and technological; it is moral and spiritual. A solution at the economic and technological level can be found only if we undergo, in the most radical way, an inner change of heart, which can lead to a change in lifestyle and of unsustainable patterns of consumption and production. A genuine conversion in Christ will enable us to change the way we think and act.
First, we must regain humility and recognize the limits of our powers, and most importantly, the limits of our knowledge and judgment. We have been making decisions, taking actions, and assigning values that are leading us away from the world as it should be, away from the design of God for creation, away from all that is essential for a healthy planet and a healthy commonwealth of people. A new approach and a new culture are needed, based on the centrality of the human person within creation and inspired by environmentally ethical behavior stemming from our triple relationship to God, to self, and to creation. Such an ethics fosters interdependence and stresses the principles of universal solidarity, social justice, and responsibility, in order to promote a true culture of life.
Secondly, we must frankly admit that humankind is entitled to something better than what we see around us. We and, much more, our children and future generations are entitled to a better world, a world free from degradation, violence and bloodshed, a world of generosity and love.
Thirdly, aware of the value of prayer, we must implore God the Creator to enlighten people everywhere regarding the duty to respect and carefully guard creation.


We therefore invite all men and women of good will to ponder the importance of the following ethical goals:

1. To think of the world's children when we reflect on and evaluate our options for action.
2. To be open to study the true values based on the natural law that sustain every human culture.
3. To use science and technology in a full and constructive way, while recognizing that the findings of science have always to be evaluated in the light of the centrality of the human person, of the common good, and of the inner purpose of creation. Science may help us to correct the mistakes of the past, in order to enhance the spiritual and material well-being of the present and future generations. It is love for our children that will show us the path that we must follow into the future.
4. To be humble regarding the idea of ownership and to be open to the demands of solidarity. Our mortality and our weakness of judgment together warn us not to take irreversible actions with what we choose to regard as our property during our brief stay on this earth. We have not been entrusted with unlimited power over creation; we are only stewards of the common heritage.
5. To acknowledge the diversity of situations and responsibilities in the work for a better world environment. We do not expect every person and every institution to assume the same burden. Everyone has a part to play, but for the demands of justice and charity to be respected the most affluent societies must carry the greater burden, and from them is demanded a sacrifice greater than can be offered by the poor. Religions, governments, and institutions are faced by many different situations; but on the basis of the principle of subsidiarity all of them can take on some tasks, some part of the shared effort.
6. To promote a peaceful approach to disagreement about how to live on this earth, about how to share it and use it, about what to change and what to leave unchanged. It is not our desire to evade controversy about the environment, for we trust in the capacity of human reason and the path of dialogue to reach agreement. We commit ourselves to respect the views of all who disagree with us, seeking solutions through open exchange, without resorting to oppression and domination.
It is not too late. God's world has incredible healing powers. Within a single generation, we could steer the earth toward our children's future. Let that generation start now, with God's help and blessing.
Rome -- Venice, 10 June 2002. Original text: English issued by the Vatican Press Office

 

Earth Charter: Mother Earth Meets Big Brother
http://www.c-fam.org/research/iorg/specialreports/earth-charter-mother-earth-meets-big-brother.html 
By Steven Schwalm 
Beneath the rhetoric of survival, behind the Sierra Club calendars, beyond the movie-star appeals, lies a full-fledged ideology — an ideology every bit as powerful as Marxism and every bit as dangerous to individual freedom and human happiness. Like Marxism, it appeals to seemingly noble instincts: the longing for beauty, for harmony, for peace. It is the green road to serfdom.
—Virginia I. Postrel, The Green Road to Serfdom

Earth Charter Overview
The Earth Charter provides the organizational text for a coalition of international bureaucrats and environmental activists to do nothing less than change the way humanity does business. The first call for an international treaty on the environment came from the 1983 World Commission on Environment and Development, also known as the "Brundtland Commission." The two major accomplishments of the Commission were to identify the environment as a popular issue that lends itself to crisis resolution measures, and to link environmental issues with social concerns and personal and national security.

Throughout the 1990’s a series of U.N. summits advanced the agenda of international environmental groups, calling for restrictions on land use, energy consumption and emissions, and a structure of fees, fines and other penalties for nations or businesses guilty of insufficiently "sustainable" activities. The deep green environmental movement pushed forward an agenda to impose binding economic regulations and potentially crippling industrial restrictions on Western nations, supposedly to benefit Third World nations.

One of the main objectives of the 1992 U.N. Conference on Environment and Development (UNCED) in Rio de Janeiro (popularly known as the Rio Earth Summit) was to develop a charter enshrining the principles of the global environmental movement as established goals for the "world community". Agreement on the charter failed when some key governments, including the United States, balked at the very real prospect of shutting down economically while being saddled with compulsory subsidies for other nations. The battle over defining the world’s needs in environmentalist terms and expanding U.N. power to reshape the international landscape, however, did not end there.

Environmental groups and various U.N. and international leaders almost immediately began work to develop the charter anyway, and created an independent Earth Charter Commission to oversee the drafting of a new charter. In 1994, the U.N. Secretary General of the Rio Earth Summit, Maurice Strong, joined with former President of the Soviet Union, Mikhail Gorbachev, to launch a new Earth Charter Initiative. Strong had long been a key figure in the U.N.’s environmental movement, notably as chair of the first World Conference on Environment and Development in 1972, and as a member of the Brundtland Commission.

After several years of what the Charter Initiative characterizes as "the most open and participatory consultation process ever conducted," involving "thousands of individuals and hundreds of organizations from all regions of the world, different cultures, and diverse sectors of society," the Commission completed its draft. 
The Commission’s last meeting was held at UNESCO (the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization) Headquarters in Paris in March 2000, where it approved a final version of the Earth Charter document, and appointed an Earth Charter Steering Committee to take responsibility for oversight of the Earth Charter Initiative.

The official launching of the Charter took place in an all-day ceremony on June 29, 2000, when it was presented to Queen Beatrix of The Netherlands in the Peace Palace at The Hague. For a universal declaration by and for all the world’s people, attendance at the launch was confined to a very small group of very elite "international leaders." Among the approximately 300 people at the whole-day event were Strong and Gorbachev, Dr. Kamla Chowdhry, Prof. Steven Rockefeller, Prof. Wangari Maathai, Mr. Federico Mayor, Dr. Parvez Hassan, Amb. Mohamed Sahnoun, Erna Witoelar, and Sir Shridath Ramphal. Witoelar, for example, was an Indonesian Government Minister who also served as United Nations Special Ambassador for the Millennium Development Goals for the Asia Pacific Region, while Ramphal was a member of the Brandt, Palme, and Brundtland Commissions, a past President of the World Conservation Union and co-chaired the U.N.-funded Commission of Global Governance.

Though the Earth Charter is not yet an official U.N. document, its origins and the thoroughgoing crosspollination of personnel with top positions in both the U.N. and in the Earth Charter Commission insure that the Charter remains a key document for U.N. global policymaking. As Witoelar explains in an essay entitled The Earth Charter and the United Nations Millennium Development Goals:

Even though the Earth Charter has not been fully endorsed by the United Nations in its totality, it has directly or indirectly influenced UN processes and products in quite significant ways. The (U.N.) Millennium Declaration, including the MDGs and the Earth Charter are really complementary to each other.

Steven Rockefeller, a chair of the Earth Charter drafting committee, has outlined how

The Earth Charter builds on the Stockholm Declaration, the World Charter for Nature, the Rio Declaration, and many other international law instruments as well as dozens of NGO declarations and the seven major UN summit meetings held during the 1990s.

Though it has yet to become the legally binding universal convention envisioned by the Brundtland Commission, the Charter does set forth what it considers to be universal principles. The preamble states that it is to be viewed "as a common standard by which the conduct of all individuals, organizations, businesses, governments, and transnational institutions are to be guided and assessed." The Earth Charter Initiative, the organization advancing the Charter, insists that, like so many non-binding documents ratified by the U.N. before it, it is but a first step toward more coercive measures enacted to advance its agenda:

In order to build a sustainable global community, the nations of the world must renew their commitment to the United Nations, fulfill their obligations under existing international agreements, and support the implementation of Earth Charter principles with an international legally binding instrument on environment and development.

Since its official inception in 2000, the Earth Charter has increasingly become a locus where the international environmental movement’s determination to impose its ideology meets with the U.N.’s aspiration to set itself up as the world’s governing body with the power to set and enforce global policies.
The Earth Charter Text    
More than other U.N. documents, the Earth Charter is larded with language supporting causes so noble and expressing intent so admirable as to make a Miss Universe contestant blush. Virtually no desirable outcome on humanity’s universal wish list lies outside the scope of the Charter’s goals: world peace, universal respect for human rights, universal access to education, an end to war and all types of violence, and end to pollution, the elimination of "corruption in all public and private institutions," gender equality, bounty and beauty, and universal understanding, compassion and love are but a few of its modest goals.

Its feel-good, new-agey, positive-vibe jargon might be able to create the warmest of fuzzy feelings in the unwary, and at first, it does seem to have something for everyone. Channeling Pope John Paul II, Principle I of the Charter is called Respect and Care for the Community of Life, and calls for us to "[a]ffirm faith in the inherent dignity of all human beings." The voice of George W. Bush echoes in its Principle III directive to "[e]nsure that communities at all levels guarantee human rights and fundamental freedoms." Its embrace of the principle of nonviolence would make Gandhi proud, while even Spiderman couldn’t agree more that "with increased freedom, knowledge, and power comes increased responsibility." It even appears to put in a good word for the principles enshrined in the U.S. Constitution’s First Amendment, advocating "the rights to freedom of opinion, expression, peaceful assembly, association, and dissent."
This is not to say that the people involved in the Earth Charter Initiative and related global organizations are content with mere platitudes. Proponents refer to the Charter as a "plan of action," and the bare text supplies more than a hint of what lies in store for nations and businesses should something like the Earth Charter ever be put into effect in some binding form. 

The Preamble starts out with a little mysticism about our place in the cosmos. It opens with the statement that "[h]umanity is part of a vast evolving universe" and closes with the declaration that the "protection of [the] Earth’s vitality, diversity, and beauty is a sacred trust." It then moves us into crisis mode. You see, our "sacred trust" is being violated:

The dominant patterns of production and consumption are causing environmental devastation, the depletion of resources, and a massive extinction of species. Communities are being undermined. The benefits of development are not shared equitably and the gap between rich and poor is widening. Injustice, poverty, ignorance, and violent conflict are widespread and the cause of great suffering. An unprecedented rise in human population has overburdened ecological and social systems. The foundations of global security are threatened. These trends are perilous-but not inevitable.
The answer to these problems is to adopt the Earth Charter.

For a document that aspires to be a new global ethic for all mankind, several of the points found in the Charter could be considered by many to be questionable at best.

Principle 1a demands that we recognize “that all beings are interdependent and every form of life has value regardless of its worth to human beings.” Saint Francis of Assisi couldn’t have said it better. . . until you realize that the thrust of this principle is not to give glory to God the Creator. Just the opposite: Human valuations that put human well-being at a premium are part of the problem, not a solution.

Part a of Principle 2 builds on this. Skewed as the values of the unwashed masses are, their power to damage the environment must be limited. To that end, we need to “accept that with the right to own, manage, and use natural resources comes the duty to prevent environmental harm and to protect the rights of people.” This is a clear stab at the concept of property rights, making those rights contingent on the as-yet-undefined and elastic concept of "environmental harm." Ultimately, the principle puts the right to own property, and even to "use natural resources," at the mercy of whoever winds up defining "environmental harm."
"In order to fulfill these four broad commitments," the Charter continues, "it is necessary to" adopt the remaining laundry list of measures, including the six points under Principle 7: “Adopt patterns of production, consumption, and reproduction that safeguard Earth’s regenerative capacities, human rights, and community well-being.” There may well be people with a strong aversion to having their "patterns of production, consumption and reproduction" regulated by an unelected global body that uses controversial data for the purpose of controlling the unknowable future. But, the Earth Charter Commission remains undaunted. It also insists that, on a global scale, economies "internalize the full environmental and social costs of goods and services in the selling price, and enable consumers to identify products that meet the highest social and environmental standards." What factors would be considered for each product or service is a question for another summit, but for the layman it might seem an invitation to artificially jack up the price of any good or service deemed environmentally or socially unfit.

For a document so apparently fixated on the sacredness of all life, the Charter does make exceptions, to wit: 7e. “Ensure universal access to health care that fosters reproductive health and responsible reproduction,” and 7f, “Adopt lifestyles that emphasize the quality of life and material sufficiency in a finite world.” As most casual observers of politics are well aware, these are the leftist codes for abortion and euthanasia.

Also included in the Charter is a section inoculating the environmental bureaucrats against one of their most annoying afflictions: facts. Principle 6 states: “Prevent harm as the best method of environmental protection and, when knowledge is limited, apply a precautionary approach.” In other words, when in doubt, the greens win out. This is made abundantly specific in the subsections:

a. Take action to avoid the possibility of serious or irreversible environmental harm even when scientific knowledge is incomplete or inconclusive. 
b. Place the burden of proof on those who argue that a proposed activity will not cause significant harm, and make the responsible parties liable for environmental harm.
This requires that anyone potentially running afoul of the environmental bureaucrats has to prove the negative, and if they cannot prove that their activities don’t damage the environment, they could be liable. What business could possibly be sure it could prove itself pure before this inquisition — particularly in light of the omniscience required by the next subsection? That subsection reads:

c. Ensure that decision making addresses the cumulative, long-term, indirect, long distance, and global consequences of human activities.
The Charter continues with two more sections. One is on "social and economic justice," and it inserts keystones of the leftist social platform into the Charter, such as the inclusion of sexual "minorities" as a protected class. The other section, which is on "democracy, nonviolence, and peace," calls for government procedures to enforce environmental directives:

13d Institute effective and efficient access to administrative and independent judicial procedures, including remedies and redress for environmental harm and the threat of such harm. . . 

The Metaphysics of Global Environmentalism 

The Earth Charter is, in its proponents’ view, more that just a practical guide for ensuring environmental sustainability. It has metaphysical dimensions. According to the Los Angeles Times, Mikhail Gorbachev stated:

"Do not do unto the environment of others what you do not want done to your own environment...

My hope is that this charter will be a kind of Ten Commandments, a ‘Sermon on the Mount’, that provides a guide for human behavior toward the environment in the next century..."
On the Charlie Rose Show in 1996 Gorbachev stated: "Cosmos is my God; Nature is my God." In an interview with the Earth Council, Maurice Strong, the other Co-Chairman of the original Earth Charter Commission, concurs: "The real goal of the Earth Charter is that it will in fact become like the Ten Commandments." Just last year, at the November 8, 2005 Earth Charter +5 plenary session, Steven Rockefeller examined the spiritual basis of the Charter. "We are bound together by a shared ethical faith that is rooted in the sense of being interdependent members of one human family and the greater community of life on Earth," he said. Rockefeller went on to declare that:

"We are united in the conviction that the principles of respect and care for the community of life, ecological integrity, human rights, gender equality, cultural diversity, economic justice, participatory democracy, tolerance and peace are the keys to progressive social change in our local communities and globally. We have come here to have our faith and hope renewed."
 

Not only is the Earth Charter a sacred text for the international environmental movement, it represents what is currently in vogue in so-called "human ethical development." As Rockefeller explains in an interview with the Globus Institute, the Earth Charter is an ethical step forward from earlier (particularly "Western") faith traditions: "The heart of the Earth Charter is an ethical vision of the community to which we belong that is more inclusive than the traditional visions that have been dominant in Western culture and most other cultures as well." Where other faith traditions focused on mankind’s responsibilities, particularly to one another, the Earth Charter represents a step forward in ethical evolution:

The history of human ethics has involved the slow progressive evolution of a sense of moral responsibility from the family and tribe to ever-wider spheres of human association. Now this evolution of ethical consciousness must expand further to include animals, plants, ecosystems, and the Earth as a whole.

One of the "progressive" spiritual discoveries expressed in the Charter is the idea that humanity is a part of creation and has a duty to something beyond ourselves:

In truth, we belong to the larger community of being that is the cosmos—something vast, grand, mysterious, and wonderful. The deeper meaning and joy of life involve the realization that we human beings are not here in this world alone, and we are not here for ourselves alone. Our ethics must make this clear, and we need forms of spiritual practice that empower us to live in this truth.

The literature of Earth Charter Initiative-related groups is heavily concentrated on this spiritual aspect of the Charter, with titles like Agriculture Ethic from the Perspective of the Christian Faith, where the author, a Catholic Priest, traces the "biblical perspectives and Roman Catholic teaching, on care of the land, ecological soundness, economic viability, [and] social justice," or Rebuilding Our Food System: The Ethical and Spiritual Challenge, where the authors "identify an ethical and spiritual crisis at the core of the present and growing crisis in our food systems."
 
The Earth Charter Subtext

The language of the Charter outlines its agenda in a general way, so that while many of the dangers it poses to constitutional rights, national sovereignty, and economic freedom are clear, many others are detectable only by inference. Viewing it along with other U.N. documents addressing the same themes, or reviewing the speeches and activities of members of the Earth Charter Initiative or affiliated groups, however, gives a much a fuller picture. The finer points of the regulatory regime, economic burdens, institutional self-aggrandizement, and punitive remediation that the Charter really represents are not in the document, but all around it. Some of the universal appeal of the rhetoric of the Charter is lost when one comes to understand the actual ideas behind the lofty-sounding prose.

It helps to know, for example, that Maurice Strong was a member of the Commission on Global Governance and a lead author of its report, "Our Global Neighborhood," which outlined mechanisms to expand U.N. authority and limit national sovereignty. It makes sense, then, that he would assert, as he did in the essay Stockholm to Rio, A Journey Down a Generation, that "although states are sovereign, they are not free individually to do whatever they want." And to understand that Strong has worked closely with the United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA) on projects like the Global Science Panel on Population and Environment is to understand that all the beautiful language in the Charter about the need to respect and care for life "in all its diversity," means nothing for those at the earliest stage of life in a human female’s womb. In fact, Ronald Bailey has observed that Strong is a self-described "socialist in ideology, a capitalist in methodology," and that "his friends, his allies among Canadian Liberals, his networks in the U.N. and the Third World, [and] even his long-term business partners. . . all lean left."
Sir Shridath Ramphal authored the official book for the Rio Earth Summit, Our Country, the Planet. As a central figure behind the Earth Charter, his words are instructive. Speaking during the feature address at the launch of the Charter in Port of Spain on October 28, 2000, Ramphal revealed the redistribution socialism, population control environmentalism and class warfare mentality elevated to a global scale that the Earth Charter truly entails.

First and foremost, Ramphal makes it clear that he does not like the wealth produced in the West:

It is estimated that if the whole world aspired to the living standards now prevailing in the West, the world of the 21st century would require the resources of many more planet Earths to satisfy that aspiration. But, of course, we will continue to have only one Earth.

Though he appears to oppose the West’s wealth on principle, he is even more exercised about the wealth difference between rich and poor nations:

One hundred years ago, as the 19th Century turned into the 20th the ratio of average income of the richest country in the world to that of the poorest was 9 to 1. Last New Year’s eve, as the 20th Century turned into the 21st, that ratio had risen to 60 to 1. Today, the average family in the United States is 60 times richer than the average family in Ethiopia—or in America’s own Hemisphere, 40 times richer than the average family in Haiti. Inequality has been rising too within many countries, including rich ones, since the early 1980s.

Elevating the rhetoric of class warfare to global levels, Ramphal observes:

The richest countries, with just one fifth of all the world’s people, have: 
* 86 percent of world GDP
* 82 percent of world export markets
* 68 percent of foreign direct investment
* 74 percent of world telephone lines

The remaining four-fifths have to make do with what is left over.
 

If both the absolute wealth of industrialized nations and the wealth difference between them and poor nations are deplorable situations, then what is the only solution? Wealth redistribution. Assuming that major changes in international economic relations are required for sustainable development, Ramphal outlines who should bear the burden. Sustainable development requires "a shared effort by all the world’s people, a partnership for survival in which each country has a role that is related to, [and] sometimes   integrated into, the roles of others."
"The partnership, of course," he goes on to say, "is not between equals." After all,

Developed and developing countries are unequal, in responsibility for getting it wrong and in capacity for setting it right. Aristotle, in his 'Ethics', instructed us a long time ago that equity between unequals requires not 'reciprocity' but 'proportionality'. His dictum holds in this ultimate domain of environmental restoration. Proportionality must be the ethical touchstone of the role of developed and developing countries in their partnership for survival through sustainable development.

In addition to saddling the wealthier nations with the costs of enacting his vision of a green future, Ramphal also advocates for population control. Life and biodiversity are all good, but there can, according to Ramphal, be too much of a good thing:

In the early years of the 1990s, in an unprecedented joint statement, the Royal Society in Britain and the National Academy of Sciences in the United States issued a warning in these terms:

If current predictions of population growth prove accurate and patterns of human activity on the planet remain unchanged, science and technology may not be able to prevent either irreversible degradation of the environment or continued poverty for much of the world. . . 

Why were the scientists concerned about population growth? Why did they . . . think of it [not] as a flowering of the species, but [rather] in the negative sense. . . [as] an overgrown garden? If we are, as we believe, the best thing that has happened to the Planet, why shouldn’t more of us be ever welcome? There is good reason why they did not. The real reason, the ultimate reason, for their concern is sustainability—the sustainability of life on the Planet.

In scientific terms, it is described as Earth’s 'carrying capacity'; less formally, it is our impact on the biosphere measured by what we use and what we waste. When we ask whether Planet Earth can sustain double its present human population, the answer has to do with consumption. If we continue to draw from nature at the rate we do today— if, overall, we consume at today’s level— such a doubling may not be sustainable: the population explosion could threaten survival. Remember the words of the scientists: If current . . . patterns of human activity on the planet remain unchanged: they were talking about consumption.

Ramphal may not have been catching the papers with his morning cup of coffee, so perhaps he is not aware that, like other U.N.-identified crises, the facts have passed him by. In Russia, Italy, Japan and many other moribund wealthy nations there is a "birth dearth" to such an extent that governments are coming up with schemes to subsidize child-bearing, and native-born populations there run the risk of becoming minorities in their own countries due to the influx of immigrants.

 
Conclusion

Like any utopian dream, the Earth Charter expresses many noble aspirations. Like most U.N. schemes, the Charter is also full of grandiose ambitions. But the lesson of the 20th Century is that when grandiose ambition meets utopian dream in the real world, the result has always been totalitarian nightmare. To the extent that the dictates of the Earth Charter are followed, a global bureaucracy will be fattened at great financial expense, as well as at the expense of property rights, national sovereignty, and possibly even freedom itself.
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Above: Former U.S. presidential candidate John Edwards posing in front of the Global Green USA banner. Global Green is the U.S. arm of Mikhail Gorbachev's Green Cross International. The Earth Charter movement has the ability to reach United States presidential candidates.

Catholics Are Being Misled By the Earth Charter Initiative with a Private Fax

 

The website of the Earth Charter Initiative features a private fax (or telegram) sent from Archbishop Leonardo Sandri to Monsignor Comastri in 2001, containing a message about welcoming Mikhail Gorbachev to Italy.19 According to the fax, the purpose of Gorbachev's visit is to present the project of the Earth Charter. The Initiative and a few Catholic theologians and college professors tout this fax as a show of support for the Earth Charter by Pope John Paul II. This is a completely false and misleading interpretation of the fax.   

Here is the text of the fax, as translated by the Earth Charter Initiative:
“To his Excellency Monsignor Angelo Comastri, Pontifical Delegate. Having been notified that Mr. Mikhail Gorbachev, the distinguished President of Green Cross International, is in Italy to present the project of the Earth Charter, the Supreme Pontiff requests your Excellency to express his satisfaction for a work well done in defending our environmental heritage, and to encourage this esteemed statesman’s meritorious effort to bring forth greater respect for the planet’s resources, given by God so that every person may live a dignified life. His Holiness sends his greeting and blessing.” 
(Signed) Archbishop Leonardo Sandri, Sostituto, Secretariat of State, Vatican City State.” 
This is a misleading translation by the Earth Charter Initiative of the original telegram sent by Archbishop Sandri on the occasion of Mr. Gorbachev’s presentation of the Earth Charter in Urbino, Italy on 2 July 2001.

Gorbachev was visiting Italy to "present the project of the Earth Charter." The fax was written by Archbishop Sandri before the Earth Charter was presented. There is no statement here of how well that presentation was received, and there is no statement of endorsement or approval of the Earth Charter specifically. After referring to the presentation of the Earth Charter as the purpose of Gorbachev's visit, the Charter is not mentioned again. The fax was written by Archbishop Sandri. It was addressed to Monsignor Comastri. There is no direct quote or statement of any kind by the Holy Father about the Earth Charter. Archbishop Sandri concludes by reminding Gorbachev that the planet's resources are "given by God so that every person may live a dignified life." God is not mentioned anywhere in the Earth Charter.

The fax expresses satisfaction "per opera svolta," which translates as "for work carried out." It does not say "for a work" as in a single work, which is part of the misleading translation provided by the Earth Charter Initiative. The fax is a formal greeting according to protocol that recognizes Gorbachev's general body of work as "the distinguished President of Green Cross International" and an "esteemed statesman." Nowhere in the document does it say that the Holy Father in any way endorses the Earth Charter.    

The website of the Earth Charter Initiative displays this private fax, which isn't actually addressed to Gorbachev or written by the Holy Father, under a prominent and very misleading heading: "Congratulations from Pope John Paul II to Mikhail Gorbachev for his work on the Earth Charter."19   
Associates of the Earth Charter Initiative sometimes place the Holy Father's name in front of quotes taken from the fax, incorrectly translated, as if the Holy Father himself is being quoted directly. The fax is written by Archbishop Sandri and does not contain any direct quotes by the Holy Father. The Initiative does not explain how they obtained a private fax or why they are displaying an internal Church communication on the Internet. A copy of the fax is displayed by the Earth Charter Initiative at http://www.earthcharterinaction.org/content/attachments/5/Pope_John_Paul_II_to_Mikhail_Gorbachev.jpg 
A few Catholic theologians and college professors continue to promote this fax as a show of official support by the Catholic Church for the Earth Charter. Neither Pope John Paul II nor Pope Benedict XVI has endorsed the Earth Charter.        

~Commentary by Bill Jacobs
 Read "Earth Charter Woos Catholics with New Age Spirituality" by Mary Jo Anderson. (Currently we can't find a copy online, but we're looking.) 
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Blessed Kateri Tekakwitha (1656-1680), also known as Blessed Catherine Tekakwitha, is honored by the Catholic Church as the patroness of ecology, nature, and the environment… 

We're growing and we need your help.

The Blessed Kateri Tekakwitha Conservation Center (formerly the Catholic Conservation Center) is growing. We feel a call to build a nature and environmental education center where we can share God's Word related to environmental justice, authentic development, and the stewardship of creation. The center would be a peaceful place where people can come to receive and share authentic Catholic education and inspiration to be faithful stewards of creation.  

Currently we are applying to the IRS to become a 501(c) (3) not-for-profit organization.

Please contact Bill Jacobs at billjacobs@catholic.org if you're interested in helping. Thank you.

*
Buried in the Fine Print: An Inside Look at RENEW 2000
http://www.catholicculture.org/culture/library/view.cfm?recnum=1267 
By Mary Jo Anderson Crisis, March 1999
For the Church at large, the Holy Father's call to renew the faithful in prayer on the eve of the third millennium is a splendid opportunity to strengthen the faithful and redeem the times. For the individual pastor, however, it can be a splendid misery. Overworked, weary, with resources stretched thin by administrative and pastoral demands, the average pastor can barely keep his head above water, much less design a prayer and study program for the 21st century. 

Enter, then, RENEW 2000, described by its publisher, Paulist Press, as a "pastoral process for spiritual renewal as we approach the 21st century." The Press's marketing campaign promotes RENEW 2000—which was developed by Renew International, an organization founded by Msgr. Thomas Kleiffler — as the only nationally distributed, comprehensive plan for parish preparation, a one-stop shopping source for books and leader training, with the blueprints for a comprehensive follow-up and post-Jubilee sessions. It seems to have worked: The program is in use, in varying forms, in 250 dioceses and 13,000 parishes across the globe. 

Is RENEW 2000 a godsend for the harried pastor? Not really, as it turns out. The program is the subject of a mounting controversy; for example, it is "not recommended" by Catholics United for the Faith (CUF), which has "raised a red flag" pending further study. CUF reports "several hundred calls" from Catholics since April 1998 when the RENEW promoters began introducing the program to parishes. According to Philip Gray of CUF, most of those calls were from parishioners disturbed by the "dissension RENEW was causing in their parishes." 

The source of that dissension comes, in part, from the texts of the leader's manuals, the three-volume Called to Lead, which features commentary from prominent dissenting priests, religious, and theologians, including Monika Hellwig, executive director of the Association of Catholic Colleges and Universities, who once famously questioned whether Jesus was the only savior and opined that Humanae Vitae was simply Pope Paul VI's "personal judgment." Hellwig wrote the forward to a RENEW leader's manual. Other dissenting Catholics cited in the manual include Fr. Raymond F. Collins of The Catholic University of America, who signed both Fr. Charles Curran's infamous dissent against Humanae Vitae and the Cologne Declaration, which excoriated the Vatican's stand on dissenting theologians; Diann T. Neu of WATER (the Women's Alliance for Theology, Ethics, and Ritual, a member organization of Catholics Organized for Renewal [COR], which is a Call to Action subsidiary), a professed lesbian who gave a 1997 retreat for the Boston chapter of dignity, the militant homosexual advocacy organization; Virgilio Elizondo, champion of liberation theology; Fr. Michael Crosby, OFM, author of The Dysfunctional Church, in which he equates reliance on the authority of the Church with co-dependency; Bill Thompson, editor of Call to Action News; and feminist scripture scholar Sr. Sandra Schneiders, whose more famous observations include, "God is more than two men and a bird," and, "The problem of Jesus today is not only, for women, the problem of his masculinity, but also the exclusivity of Jesus." 
Many of the authors and theologians cited in the RENEW 2000 Leader's Manual are found among the ranks of heterodox organizations, most notably, Call to Action and its subsidiary, COR. (See "Inside Call to Action," Crisis, February 1996, and "Trojan Horses," January 1997.) 

Ecclesial Base Communities? 
The program features a three-year cycle divided into five six-week seasons; the first season, "God, A Community of Love" was initiated in October 1998. The program employs a small faith community structure familiar to many Catholics who were introduced to that format in the original RENEW programs during the 1980s. Renew International dispatches "Service Teams" to participating parishes as guides for the selection and training of parish leaders. The chosen leaders, after attending "formation sessions," graduate to a permanent Core Community. The Core Community (CC) uses a separate set of leader's manuals that instruct CC members on how to shepherd the lower level "Invitational Ministry," which in turn invites parishioners to join "Small Christian Communities" (SCCs) composed of ten to 15 parishioners. These small communities meet weekly to read the season's assigned booklet and share faith experiences according to listed questions and activities. 

That tightly structured training and implementation of a program closely identified with notable dissidents sparked a brushfire of concern. Parish leaders conversant with national "We Are Church" demands and methodologies were alert to those same dissident themes and tactics embedded in RENEW 2000 materials. It has been pointed out that "small faith communities" (SFCs) are the strategic hallmark of Call to Action and its satellite groups, which adapted the format from socialist political agitator Saul Alinsky and his liberation-theology-style "ecclesial base communities" (see "Inside Call to Action"). The small faith community format was also used by Marxists to subvert the Church in Latin America. Even more troubling is the involvement of two priests with clear ties to Call to Action. Both have made public statements supporting the use of SFCs to subvert the hierarchical structure of the Church. Msgr. Philip Murnion—author of Called to Be Catholic, the manifesto of the Common Ground Project, a participant at the 1976 Call to Action meeting called by U.S. bishops (Later, heterodox Catholics adopted that title for the dissident organization, "Call to Action"), and a devotee of Alinsky — wrote the forward to a volume of RENEW 2000. Coordinated, controlled small faith communities can become "para-churches" serving as the main spiritual support for participants. A master of the technique is Fr. Art Baranowski, a Call To Action regular and founder of the conspicuously titled National Alliance of Parishes Restructuring Into Communities, who is listed as an adviser to RENEW. His group compares SFCs to the earliest Christian "house churches" and points to many parish groups, especially Marian devotional groups, as common examples of the form. 

Not quite, retort wary parish leaders, who point to the ominous connection between RENEW and Call to Action, whose 1998 national conference headlined a session titled "Imagining Future Church: Small Christian Communities." The session featured Rosemary Bleuher, the director of RENEW 2000 for the Diocese of Joliet, Illinois. 

These ties have made many parishioners question the orthodoxy and intent of the program. Some took their reservations to their pastors and Core Community leaders. Frequently, these skeptics were branded as divisive and were made unwelcome at RENEW meetings; many leaders pointed out that RENEW 2000 carries the imprimatur of the respected Archbishop Theodore E. McCarrick of Newark, New Jersey, and had often been approved for use by the local bishop. 

A Closer Look 
Frustrated, many Catholics have turned to organizations such as CUF to inquire about the reliability of RENEW 2000. Catholic Answers, an apologetics apostolate based in San Diego, has received sufficient inquiries to launch its own analysis of the program. A preliminary examination by Catholic Answers found several troubling tendencies, including the use of genderless language and a refusal to acknowledge God as Father in the profession of faith contained in Book 2, Session 14, "Baptism and Confirmation—Sacraments of Initiation," which reads, "I believe in the living God, the parent of all humankind, who creates and sustains the universe in power and in love." Catholic Answers notes that this particular profession of faith was taken from Women and Worship, a book extolled by the magazine Religious Education as a "practical consciousness-raising book that will help eliminate all sexist terms from worship." 

Just so, say many Catholics, who report that RENEW, as used in their parishes, advocates a subtle elimination of traditional Catholic authority, teaching, images, and piety. One who voiced concern regarding the undermining of authentic spirituality is [Elizabeth] Drennan, an attorney from Baraboo, Wisconsin. Drennan served as a youth minister in her parish, where she first encountered RENEW 2000. Anxious about portions of the material, Drennan began a systematic correlation of names cited in the texts. She uncovered multiple Call to Action links that she characterized as an "unacceptable risk to the Catholic faithful," the majority of whom are insufficiently catechized and rely upon their pastors or bishops to defend them against error. Drennan points out that dividing parishes into small groups renders "adequate ongoing pastoral supervision" impossible. Drennan will collaborate with Women for Faith and Family, founded by Helen Hull Hitchcock, to assemble an exhaustive review of all RENEW 2000 material. 

Among the most revealing of Drennan's findings is the pantheistic ritual and prayer given in Book 2 of Called to Lead. Participants stand in a circle praying with arms extended to the "Great Spirits of the Four Directions" and to the "Great Spirit of All That Is Below." This prayer is written by Neu, "life partner" of lesbian Catholic "femilogian" Mary Hunt. (Neu and Hunt are co-founders of WATER.) Drennan maintains that it is "virtually impossible" for pastors and parishioners to discover the links between heterodox theologians and RENEW 2000 unless they were conversant with the names of Call to Action votaries. 

RENEW International is uncomfortable with any association to Call to Action. At its headquarters in Plainfield, New Jersey, a woman who only identified herself as Sr. Alice categorically denied any connection to Call to Action or related groups. 
Pressed about the citations of Neu, Schneiders, and others, she responded, "They were not part of the authorship of the books. It may be that they have taken a leadership position in RENEW 2000 in their own parishes, I don't know, but they are not part of the Renew International team." In fact, the dissident theologians are either cited or quoted in the leader's manuals and in some of the SCC booklets. 

However, the connections to dissident authors caused such controversy that Paulist Press has ceased to ship Book Two of Called to Lead to parishes that request the package. A RENEW employee identifying herself only as Sr. Monica conceded that the volume had been withdrawn, but maintained that it "isn't necessary to the RENEW 2000 process." Sr. Alice, when questioned on this point, explained that the "book was an older publication that was originally included in the RENEW 2000 parish package for its value in helping with leadership skills and running effective meetings. Unfortunately, this manual was written before the publication of the Catechism of the Catholic Church." This was also the word-for-word response given by the archdiocesan communications office of Newark when questions regarding the orthodoxy of Book Two of Called to Lead were raised. 

Despite these troubling issues, defenders of the program continue to insist that McCarrick's imprimatur is proof of its orthodoxy. Sr. Monica, for example, said of Drennan's exposé, "Her material is quoted out of context. Bottom line, our material is approved by a committee of theologians appointed by Archbishop McCarrick." In fact, the imprimatur does not seem as comprehensive as it could be. The archdiocese has in place a theological commission, headed by Msgr. Robert Harahan, STD that reviews material seeking an imprimatur. A member of the commission, Fr. James Cafone, STD, of Seton Hall University, explained that the commission assigned sections of the RENEW material to relevant experts who reported back concerning those selections that they had reviewed individually. No comprehensive overview was conducted. Only those materials that were to be used in RENEW packets were read by the committee members—not any other works by authors cited in RENEW. The committee seems clearly to believe that it was safeguarding basic Church teachings. ("Basic" is a key word, here, as submissions were required merely to be free of theological defects. An imprimatur is a negative safeguard; it does not necessarily recommend material for use.) Further, the committee understood that the RENEW material was "pastoral," not doctrinal—that is, intended to promote greater participation in parish life, not to expound on doctrinal matters. 

Nonetheless, Msgr. Kleiffler of Renew International admitted that the controversial leader's manual written by Suzanne Golas, Book Two of Called to Lead, was removed from the RENEW 2000 packet. As letters have come in with inquiries regarding specific passages, the theological commission has reviewed those questions and ruled accordingly. The material of sanctioned theologian Anthony DeMello*, S.J., for example, was deleted, as well as the prayer to "The Great Spirit of the Four Directions." Fr. Cafone reports that the Renew directors have been cooperative; Renew has now agreed to use proper Trinitarian names and has "willingly removed objectionable material." Admitting that Renew was going through "growing pains," Fr. Cafone lamented the difficulty of quoting from the works of scholars and theologians who might later "turn into nuts." *de Mello
Buyer Beware 
A valid question remains, however, even after obviously objectionable passages are removed. Is it truly possible that the balance of the material—written by an unnamed person who chose to include sanctioned theologians and questionable Trinitarian language in the first place—can be a source of a valid and authentic Catholic renewal? The authors' understanding of the Church, her teachings, and her mission is clearly flawed—which is a matter for pastoral care and fraternal correction. The salient point, however, is that their flawed vision is being communicated via RENEW 2000 to 13,000 parishes worldwide. 

To choose one example, the unnamed "team" that wrote the Season I booklet that cited Meister Eckhart (a medieval mystic whose works were condemned in 1329) took great care not to quote from Eckhart's errors or mention his condemnation. This tactic allows the booklets to "come in under the radar," passing the theological commission's standard of no doctrinal error, yet leaving unknowing Catholics with the impression that Eckhart or similar authors are good Catholic reading. 

Sr. Alice and Sr. Monica stressed that the booklets were a team effort and no one author could be credited. When asked about the credentials of the "team" of authors, the administrators replied simply that they had "various qualifications." RENEW's Bob Howlett, who identified himself as "a staff member to take feedback," acknowledged that the Called to Lead series was never intended for the Small Christian Communities, but was intended for the exclusive use of the parish leaders (CC) who were trained in advance by the Renew International Service Team. Howlett dismissed any concerns about questionable sections of RENEW 2000. "The Church is big enough for a whole range of experiencing God in our lives—there's tension, but that's not unusual. The question is, 'What is God calling us to?'" he said. 

Repeated requests to see a list of the authors of RENEW and their qualifications were declined. RENEW takes the same stance regarding the source of the millions of dollars in grants given for development and implementation of RENEW 2000. 

Some parishioners have described positive experiences. "We began in the summer with the Core Community team, then formed our Small Christian Communities," reported a member of St. Mary of the Visitation Parish in Huntsville, Alabama. "It's a discernment process, based on a lot of prayer to determine who is called to this ministry. Some became part of the Invitational Ministry and all are called to be part of the faith-sharing groups. Our priests are involved at the diocesan level and there is a strong liturgical aspect since their homilies reflect the RENEW topics." 

Still, other Catholics resent what they describe as a sly new imposition of a "church within a church." 
"They counseled us that the Core Community leadership was not to be understood as 'hierarchy' but a 'ministry,'" reported a participant in a Maitland, Florida, parish. "Just the same, that core group is designed to be permanent and to watch over the small groups and to control the material the groups use even beyond the RENEW seasons. . . . I would describe the setup as a group within a parish that has the power to teach material I'm not sure is right." Such intuitions are underscored by curious omissions, such as the section on the sacrament of baptism that makes no reference to original sin. 

As for the parishioners who worry that a heterodox program is being used to reconfigure their parishes systematically, Philip Gray of CUF suggests that portions of the booklets used in the Small Christian Communities are less troublesome than the leader's supplemental books. While the leader's manuals have grave flaws, the SCC booklets skirt the edges. Gray counsels, "If the program is already there, we advise people to get involved, to become leaders. Then they have the opportunity to lead the small faith-sharing groups to a proper catechesis. In the right hands the danger is minimized." Gray noted that often it is an issue of faithful interpretation. 

Much of the anxiety over RENEW 2000 booklets for parishioners (not the leader's manuals) is in emphasis and direction—it is a slippery proposition to denounce a whole season's booklet, since some sections are not problematic and can be used fruitfully by knowledgeable Catholics. Nevertheless, in tone and emphasis RENEW 2000 booklets quickly lend themselves to the litany familiar at dissident Catholic gatherings, particularly the "ecologically sensitive spirituality" which the (now removed) prayer of the "Great Spirits of the Four Directions" epitomizes. RENEW Season V still features a week devoted to "Loving the Earth" that calls for "healing its wounds." 

How flawed is RENEW 2000? Can it be used without damage to the faith of unsuspecting parishioners? Fr. Cafone observed that achieving good results using any means is a matter of good intentions. "Anything can be ill-used in the wrong hands, even the Mass." 
The Enneagram: Psychic Babble

http://www.catholicculture.org/culture/library/view.cfm?recnum=4634
By Mary Jo Anderson, September 1997, Crisis
No fad has swept through Catholic seminaries and retreat centers in recent years with as much fervor as has the Enneagram. Teaching the Enneagram, variously billed as "the mirror of the soul" and "a map to the psyche," has become the new profession of former priests, who offer it as a spiritual guide and an aid to pastoral practice. Welcomed in some dioceses, reviled in others, the Enneagram is a growing source of controversy among Catholic professionals in the fields of education, counseling, and priestly formation. 

Shrouded in an ancient, semi-mysterious past, the Enneagram Theory of Personality is often compared to the better-known Myers-Briggs Personality Inventory. What most Catholics do not know is that the Enneagram has its origins in the occult, specifically in alchemy, Sufi mysticism, whirling dervishes, astrology, Hindu mantras, and the occult Kabbala. Catholic defenders of the Enneagram, anxious to shed any relationship with the occult, point to similar teachings in early Greek geometry, Pythagorean seals, the Desert Fathers, Christian Mystics, and Scripture. As one trainer explained, "What is good we may appropriate for Christianity, just as we did with the thought of Aristotle." 

What's Your Type? 
The Enneagram's proponents claim that it is superior to all other systems of personality theory. Extolled as a psychological tool for self-discovery, the Enneagram typology is employed in business and management training, family counseling, education, and a myriad of self-help groups. Study of the Enneagram has exploded-hundreds of books and tapes, dozens of schools, countless seminars and retreats are available to the public. Each teacher or "master" gives his or her school a particular flavor. Leaving aside the intricacies of the different teachings and the squabbles among factions, a basic outline of the Enneagram provides a framework for an examination of the theory and its application. Greek for nine (ennea) letters (gramma), "Enneagram" stands for both the symbol and the typology that has grown up around it. The symbol, which some call the "Face of God," consists of a circle enclosing an equilateral triangle and two incomplete triangles that meet in nine points along the circle's circumference. The typology is based on the nine points, each of which is ascribed a particular personality trait or style of character. How those styles are labeled-either as positive (reformer, helper) or negative (self-righteous, manipulator)-depends on your school of thought. 

Enneagram theorists assume that everyone responds to the world from within the fixations of their type. The goal of Enneagram practitioners is to achieve liberation from the ego limitations determined by one's placement on the circle. The discovery of one's location, one's point-on-the-circle, say believers, also is the discovery of an inner dynamic that indicates the direction of change leading to freedom from "brokenness." 

Once you have determined your type or number, principally by "auto-diagnosis" with the aid of a teacher, you'll soon understand why your behavior follows certain patterns. Equally intriguing, of course, is that you also may solve the mystery of your spouse's stubbornness or your pastor's love of tradition.                                                                                              

Thus, in theory, the Enneagram provides tools that enable you to relate to others more effectively. By detaching yourself from your point on the circle and moving toward the center, you gain the enlightened perspective of truth in the round. Once capable of seeing reality from the center-that is, detached from the deficiencies of your type-you rediscover the "divine within," unified now with the whole of reality. 

Enneagram gurus caution that few reach this lofty goal; most content themselves with a lifetime of movement toward the center. For example, one Enneagram theory identifies the following nine personality types, each with a "root sin" and "wings" or tendencies toward those types on either side of their primary fixation. 

Subscribers to Enneagram theory concede that at the identifying stage, it is critical that one be honest and not attempt to choose a type, but recognize what one is. "Why prefer one personality over another when all are equally dysfunctional? Who'd prefer leukemia to lupus? The goal is to become healthy," commented Jack Labanauskas, co-publisher of the Enneagram Monthly magazine. 

Admitting that self-description often leads to wrong typecasting, many teachers advise working with others who know you, and taking multiple classes until you are confident you have arrived at your correct identification.                                                                                After a correct diagnosis, the objective is to dismantle the fixation by seeking its redemption in a corresponding virtue. Thus an anger-fixated 1 seeks tranquillity, while the greed-dominated thinker, type 5, is counseled to learn to love, and so forth.                                                                                                                                                     

It was in an ancient text (a medieval grimoaire) about the Chaldean seal (enneagram) where I first came across this diagram which, for the Chaldeans was a magical figure... The enormous appeal of this typology is the belief that one gains a guilt-free blueprint to the soul: "What's wrong with me? Why do I always do this?" In response, the Enneagram comforts its believers with the teaching that we are not responsible for our behavior patterns. 

Having arrived in this place before the world inflicted its trauma upon us-we became determined at our respective points along the circle, perhaps as three- or four-year-olds. Trapped in this type, the personality has an excuse for everything, "Well, what did you expect-after all, I am a 3." 

Roots of an Occult Practice 
As the popularity of the Enneagram grows, so does the concern that this bogus New Age practice is being more widely accepted among Catholics. That's the opinion of Fr. Mitch Pacwa, S.J., of the University of Dallas. Pacwa is best known for his witty and intelligent debunking of the New Age movement. "I was one of the first teachers of the Enneagram in this country," he reports, "and I learned it in Chicago from Father Bob Ochs. I taught it to Father Richard Rohr in his kitchen! Now he is an Enneagram expert with books and tapes, hopping across the country giving workshops."           

Pacwa's book, Catholics and the New Age Movement, devotes a chapter to the Enneagram, "Occult Roots of the Enneagram." An enigmatic Greek Armenian, George Gurdjieff, born in Russia about 1870, is generally acknowledged as the bearer of the enneagram to the West. His autobiography relates his travels through Central Asia, Tibet, and India. Gurdjieff's wanderings led him to Nasqshbandi* Sufis and their claim to be "Masters of Wisdom," where an inner circle of enlightened masters teach these ancient truths, orally, to selected student-seekers. The esoteric teachings that characterize their beliefs were revealed to men by spirits called "Transformed Ones." Gurdjieff gathered a band of believers and in Moscow they established The Institute for the Harmonious Development of Man. Fleeing to Paris and on to New York following the Bolshevik Revolution, Gurdjieff set up shop, teaching "Esoteric Christianity." *Naqshbandi                                                                                                                      A catalog of the beliefs of Gurdjieff's Esoteric Christianity includes the head, heart, and gut division of man, which must be kept in balance by spiritual dances (based on enneagram dynamics) ensuring that one remain spiritually awake. Most importantly, the essence of man is the material of the universe-a divine essence. According to Margaret Anderson, author of The Unknown Gurdjieff, few people are able to shed their ego-the personality style adopted at age three-in order to release their essence, entrapped by the personality. The spiritual exercises taught by Gurdjieff were designed to effect that transformation. Gurdjieff's zeal for the enneagram lay in its power to reveal to men the cosmic process-the natural ordering of the universe-as he believed the enneagram reflected the numerical order of the universe itself. The symbol's numbering also fascinated mathematician Peter Ouspensky, who became a Gurdjieff disciple. The mathematical fact that 1 divided by 7 results in the repeating, non-terminating decimal .142857, without the digits 3, 6, or 9, while dividing 3, 6, or 9 into 1 results in self-repeating decimals was believed by Ouspensky to be the mathematical map of a harmonic universe-a divine inner order of all things. Gurdjieff and Ouspensky revered the enneagram to such a degree that they taught "Only what a man is able to put in the enneagram does he actually know, that is, understand." Gurdjieff's work evolved into the "Fourth Way," which is a method of achieving inner perfection in ordinary life, rather than withdrawing from the world as do the yogi, fakir, and monks. The goal of Fourth Way practitioners is an accelerated transformation, returning to pure essence. 

Gurdjieff, though he described the enneagram as the ultimate arbiter of truth, is not credited as the source of the Enneagram personality typing system. That claim is held by Oscar Ichazo. Ichazo's Enneagrammatic theory of "Protoanalysis" is recognized as the first systematic application of the enneagram to personality theory. His lifelong study spans three continents and brought him a United Nations award. Ichazo's initial encounter with the ancient symbol reads like mythology: In 1943 I inherited my grandfather's library from my uncle Julio, who was a lawyer and a philosopher. It was in an ancient text (a medieval grimoaire) about the Chaldean seal (enneagram) where I first came across this diagram which, for the Chaldeans was a magical figure. In 1949 I started reading the work of Ouspensky, and in 1950 in Buenos Aires I was invited to a closed study group of Theosophists, esoteric Rosicrucians and Martinists, where I participated in long discussions about the work of Gurdjieff and Ouspensky. Here is where I first pointed out to this group that all the ideas proposed by Gurdjieff and Ouspensky could be traced to certain forms of Gnosticism and to specific doctrines of the Stoics, the Epicureans, and the Manichaeans.                                           

During his twenties, Ichazo traveled through Afghanistan, Pakistan, and Kashmir to study with the Sufi's before returning home to craft his new theories. Ichazo's work in Trialectics, described as the logical laws of the "process of becoming," was complete by 1960. 
It became the principle behind Ichazo's Protoanalysis, which is a method "to acquire the supreme Good of enlightenment and unity with the Divine." Throughout South America groups formed to investigate this new synthesis of psychology, philosophy, and religion, and by 1969 in Santiago, Chile, Ichazo presented his teachings on Protoanaylsis and the doctrine of "Fixations" at the Institute of Applied Psychology. Soon thereafter, an American group of students, including Claudio Naranjo, traveled to Arica, Chile, for a ten-month study with Ichazo and his method of analysis. Ichazo moved his base to New York by 1971, founding the Arica Institute. Since that time Arica schools have opened worldwide. Arica claims to teach the deepest states of Protoanalysis, or the nine Divine Gnoses. The Arica school represents the founding of modern enneagrammatic practice, and is one of its two main branches. Its followers hint it is the only uncorrupted Enneagram teaching available. Arica training and rituals include: Black Earth of Perfect Harmony Ceremony; Chua Ka; Psychocalisthenics, and The Nine Ways of Zhikr. A description of The Nine Ways of Zhikr is instructive: To Zhikr is to repeat the name of God. In the Arica Zhikr, Toham Kum Rah, the internal mantrum of the Divine, is repeated to specific patterns of music, movements, and breathing to produce a state of mystical, ecstacy [sic] and union with the Divine." 

The Catholic Connection 
Claudio Naranjo, a Fulbright scholar who studied with Ichazo in Chile, generally is credited with beginning the other branch of Enneagram teaching. Naranjo, a medical doctor and psychoanalyst, conducted research in psychopharmacology and taught psychology at the University of California, Santa Cruz. A Guggenheim Fellow at the Institute for Personality and Research at UC Berkley, Naranjo left academia after his first visit with Ichazo in the late 1960s. Known for integrating Western psychotherapy with Eastern spirituality, he persuaded more than forty friends and followers to join him in his year's sojourn to Chile.                                                                 

Upon Naranjo's return to California following his apprenticeship in Chile, a notice was posted at the Jesuit seminary in Berkley inviting interested persons to attend an introduction to the Enneagram given by Claudio Naranjo, M.D. Two of those who attended Naranjo's seminar were Helen Palmer and Bob Ochs, S. J. Celebrities of the Enneagram world Oscar Ichazo first to apply the enneagram to personality theory; Dr. Claudio Naranjo known for integrating Western psychotherapy with Eastern spirituality; Richard Riso, a former Jesuit priest, worries that the Enneagram will become just another new age system; Fr. Richard Rohr founder/director of a retreat center popular among dissident Catholics.                                                                                                                                          
Like dropping a pebble in a pond, so has the Enneagram spread since that first Berkley seminar. Palmer, a psychologist and a leading Enneagram teacher and writer, acknowledges a Catholic upbringing, but, according to her assistant, incorporates "facets and traditions from all the great religions." Fr. Ochs moved on to Chicago, where he taught the Enneagram to confreres and seminarians, including Fr. Mitch Pacwa, S.J., and Fr. Pat O'Leary. Fr. Jerry Hair taught the Enneagram at retreat houses. Fr. Colin Maloney taught at the Jesuit theologate in Toronto, passing the Enneagram on to Tad Dunn, who trained novices. Fr. Richard Riso, too, was among the early students of the Enneagram. Pacwa remembers:                                                                                                 It was like a plague! Deacons and seminary candidates were required to be typed before entering seminary. It was pseudo-spirituality. We were encouraged at Enneagram workshops to use hallucinogenic drugs to achieve the altered states we were told we would later learn to reach on our own without the use of drugs. This pseudo-spirituality teaches that what you see in altered states of consciousness is the reality, our unaltered state is illusory. Pacwa is quick to point out that most teachers at parish centers, retreat houses, and workshops are unaware of the occult roots of the Enneagram. "Many, many good people and pastors have become entangled in this. They were brought the Enneagram by someone they trusted, so it's taught at parish retreats and workshops-they have no idea what this is." Pacwa's revelation has been unwelcome in some locales, while other dioceses have called on him to combat the system's popularity. Stressing the Gnostic theology at work in the Enneagram and all its offshoots, Pacwa further attacks the use of the system in psychology: "For pastoral counseling, the Enneagram is neither theologically correct nor psychologically effective." Nevertheless, the Enneagram continues to be widely taught in official Catholic settings, most recently by former priest, Pat Aspell, at the 1997 National Conference of Catholic Deacons. 

The Rohr Connection 
Popular retreat master Fr. Richard Rohr penned Discovering the Enneagram: Ancient Tool for a New Spiritual Journey. Rohr's particular twist attaches a "root sin" to each fixation, and uses religious language for many of his explanations. Our root sin, in his scheme, is the obsession that defines all our choices, the friends we make, the jobs we take. This root sin is the source of our energy-the backside of our virtue.                                               

Rohr is founder and director of the Albuquerque Center for Contemplation and Action, a gathering place for heterodox, dissident teachers. Visitors to Rohr's center include: Matthew Fox, Rosemary Radford Reuther, Joan Chittister, Daniel Berrigan, Edwina Gately, and Bishop Raymond Luker. Rohr retreated for a month of contemplation to the cottage of his late mentor, Thomas Merton, before withdrawing from New Jerusalem, a lay community he founded, in order to establish his Center for Contemplation and Action. Pacwa points out that the Enneagram pioneers were lapsed Catholics. "Gurdjieff left the seminary as a teenager. His parents wanted him to be an Orthodox priest; his own interests were in science." Gurdjieff's book, Meetings With Remarkable Men, recounts his fascination with the occult, including telepathy and astrology. He simply wandered off into Central Asia in order to follow his occult interests. Living with the Naqshbandis he learned that faith arose "from understanding the essence obtained from information intentionally learned and from all kinds of experiences personally experienced." This claim is clearly opposed to Christian teaching: faith is a gift, freely given, independent of understanding.            
Oscar Ichazo, Pacwa explains, "at age six became disillusioned with the Catholic Church because its teachings contradicted what he learned through an occultic out-of-body experience. He rejected what his Jesuit teachers told him of heaven and hell, claiming to have been there and learned more than Christ and the Church." According to Pacwa's research, Ichazo now declares he is a "master" in touch with previous esoteric masters, including the dead. 

Bad Theology and Poor Pastoral Practice 
Pacwa has said in summary, "The Enneagram is a combination of bad theology and poor pastoral practice, for which reasons I now criticize it. In the end, I quit teaching it because it didn't work. I noticed I was always mistyping people. Fr. Ochs quit teaching it. It is not science. It is not a new psychological development." 

The major objection from the scientific quarter is that no definitive proof exists for there being only nine personality types; a construct of Ichazo's that Pacwa maintains is based on Sufi numerology. "After taking the course on the Enneagram, I searched for more information. . . . Ouspensky and other Gurdjieff disciples described cosmic interpretations, or used it to describe scientific experiments. None of them describes nine personality types." Indeed, even a cursory examination of the leading Enneagram books demonstrates a lack of basic consensus. 

Among the leaders in the Enneagram world is the former Jesuit priest, Don Richard Riso. Riso is founder of The Enneagram Institute, located in New York with affiliations in Paris, Tokyo, and Zurich. Riso trademarked the phrase describing the Enneagram as "The Bridge Between Psychology and Spirituality." Interestingly, Riso worries about unscrupulous use of the Enneagram "bastardizing it to make it a function of our own egos, of our emotional needs, of our financial gains . . . [T]he Enneagram is much more powerful within an authentic spiritual community, led by a genuine spiritual teacher."                                                                                                    That said, it is ironic that a primary concern of Riso's has been to remove the mysticism and Sufi spirituality as the primary identification of the Enneagram, concentrating instead on research. He frets, "Without precision and clarity, the Enneagram is reduced to being simply another 'New Age' system." His fear is borne out in the Enneagram advertisements promising dating based on your number, or Tarot readings based on your type.        

Dr. Theodore Millon expressed reservations as to the Enneagram’s theoretical model, and compared it to the Rorschact test an intuitive tool. Says Millon: "It may be art, but it is not science." 

Fr. Mitch Pacwa, S.J.: "The Enneagram is a combination of bad theology and poor pastoral practice. In the end, I quit teaching it because it didn’t work."  

Co-publisher of the Enneagram Monthly, Jack Labanauskas was careful to point out for Crisis that the Enneagram is neutral; that just as fire can keep you warm or burn your house down, so the Enneagram is for good or evil. Citing Claudio Naranjo's new book, with an endorsement from Dr. Theodore Millon, professor of psychiatry at Harvard and professor of psychology at University of Miami, Labanauskas believes there is a growing acceptance of the Enneagram within the medical profession. This might not be so.                                                   

Pacwa reduces the problem of the Enneagram to its foundation: "We humans cannot save ourselves and Salvation is a free gift of God's grace which no human can earn." Although Millon remembered being asked by his publisher to write a blurb for the Naranjo book, he was clear that he was not endorsing the Enneagram system; rather, he was praising Naranjo as the "brilliant, intuitive clinician that he is." Millon explained further, "A thinking process is not the framework of the Enneagram. Naranjo is insightful; he is a keen observer." Millon expressed reservations as to the Enneagram's theoretical model, and compared it to the Rorschach test-an intuitive tool. "It may be art, but it is not science."                                   
Millon offered an explanation for the Enneagram trend: "Life is chaotic. Chaos causes fear. People who need to create order are drawn to a model that explains it all. They are attracted to a fanciful, appealing schemata that neatly divides the world into categories. Once charismatic types come on the scene to give these schema purpose and direction, it gives them comfort. Spatially constructed templates are not equal to a scientific mode. It's not all that different from astrology."                                                                                                                           Suggesting that the Enneagram is devoid of any spiritual content until paired with the spiritual discipline of one's own choosing, Labanauskas, too, resisted the characterization of the Enneagram as occult. A former Catholic alter boy, he recounts that as a teenager he developed an interest in graphology. He read The Tibetan Book of the Dead at nineteen. Transcendental meditation followed at twenty; he moved on to numerology and Tarot during the 1960s and 1970s. Labanauskas also practiced Chinese medicine in Italy before immigrating to New York, where he studied with a Tibetan group. It seems clear that for many in pursuit of "a higher consciousness" that no activity, save for witchcraft, is understood as occult.                                                                                 

Labanauskas, Riso, and others are earnest, warm, and intelligent men. They are, perhaps, the result of poor catechesis and the confused implementation of Vatican II. The striking factor present in all who talked of their involvement with the Enneagram is a deep spiritual hunger. The desire to be in union with God and to be whole is their pre-eminent goal. A disconcerting number of Catholics, even priests, who are enamored with the Enneagram are unclear on the doctrinal beliefs of Catholicism. Many fervently await a union of world religions, which they believe will initiate an era of true peace. Redemption, to most of them, means a return to a state of full knowledge from which we came. They are not reluctant to identify with Gnosticism; some suggest Gnostic teachings were unfairly suppressed by a patriarchal Church.                                                                                                        Pacwa reduces the problem of the Enneagram to its foundation: "We humans cannot save ourselves and Salvation is a free gift of God's grace which no human can earn." Neither is he convinced that the Enneagram can be purged of its occult roots or ever be acceptable for Christian use. In his experience, everyone who shared their excitement with the Enneagram also practiced one or more of the following: Zen, transcendental meditation, numerology, tarot, or astrology. Mixing these practices with Christianity is really no different than Santerria* [sic], where voodoo is awkwardly combined with certain aspects of Catholicism. Pacwa is unequivocal in his warning: "No Jesuit from my class, except myself, who took the Enneagram teaching, is still a Jesuit today. All have left the priesthood." *Santeria
Neo Gnostics at the End of the Age

http://www.catholicculture.org/culture/library/view.cfm?recnum=4635
By Mary Jo Anderson September 25, 2002
It is no secret that large segments of American society are embattled as the culture struggles for self-definition in a "Post-Christian age." The recent ninth circuit court ruling against the Pledge of Allegiance may seen by generations to come as a pivotal moment in the war for the survival of the American soul. The judges agreed with the plaintiff that the phrase "under God" was unconstitutional. The offensive phrase discomforted atheists, pagans, and others who are our neighbors and co-workers. This verdict forces the question that lurks at the rim of the collective unease over pluralism. The court verdict demands that Americans answer the question: Are we one nation under God or not? 

The hapless among us assume that dogmatic Christianity (and its God) is waning in favor of the rising nouveau chic spirituality. Christianity is no longer the common understanding among Americans and its moral principles no longer inform public or private life. Modern secularists hold that Christian teachings are not logically defensible, but are based on "blind faith." These well meaning Americans hope that "we can all just get along" by emptying faith of any absolutes and adopting instead a nice polite, but doctrinally vacant, spirituality: Put some aromatherapy candles around your hot tub and commune with the cosmos. 
New Age troops rejoice that America is returning to its indigenous antecedents where "native spirituality" is "naturally" overtaking the flaccid Christian remnant--it is all part of their cyclical view of history. The natural (feminine, gentle) religion of the earth is reasserting itself over the (masculine war-like) dogmatic creeds, claim its proponents: The Age of Aquarius must be embraced; its turn of the cosmic wheel is upon us. 

The truth is far more grave: Two worldviews are colliding. Americans are locked in a titanic duel to the death with a powerful neo-paganism --winner takes all. Should Christians fail to rally to the defense of the Cross and the American founding, they will find themselves marginalized and despised, hounded and persecuted in the New Order America built on the ruins of the nation they first established "under God." More than one pundit has suggested that wise Christians begin the hunt for a two bedroom, two bath catacomb before the rush starts. 

Rise of the Techno-Pagan 
As America was born Europe was losing its moorings. Rationalism abandoned Christian Revelation in favor of a new god, science. Feuerbach (1804-1872) relegated Christianity to man's intellectual past and promoted a "religion of action" focused strictly on improving the temporal world--a forerunner of the "social gospel." Nietzsche's nihilism [sic] pronounced God's death and thus the demise of the moral law, hence, "all things are permitted." The neo pagan elites of Europe believed passionately that science, not God, would solve man's problems. In essence, scientific man became his own god. The modern techo-pagan was born. He assumed god-like powers over life and death. Fastidious about pollution and animal rights, the techno-pagan does not engage in human sacrifices on the solstices, rather he offers human sacrifice daily in test tubes and abortion clinics. Neo-pagans no longer enslave catamites and prostitutes for their temples as the ancient pagan cultures once did; instead they publish studies that discover that incest and "intergenerational sex" is not necessarily harmful to children. 

The life issues before modern societies, abortion, population control, euthanasia, cloning, and genetic modification of plants, animals and humans brought a seismic shift in our cultural landscape. If there are no moral laws, no accountability before God and all things are permitted, then "right" and "wrong" is determined by raw power. 

Above the puppets of squishy feel good "spirituality" gurus speaking on dozens of television shows, at thousands of libraries, schools, and even church basements there are pragmatic globalists pulling the wires of geo-political influence and the gossamer filaments of mind control. Rather than provoke a revolution around the world, it is far craftier to invoke a counterfeit spirituality to persuade "citizens of the world" that the planet cannot survive unless we band together in a "world community" unified under "global governance." Discussion of that agenda is no longer confined to guarded gatherings of cognocenti but trumpeted by icons of American culture. Walter Cronkite, pin striped shaman of the new order, outlined the plan at the United Nations: 

"It seems to many of us that if we are to avoid the eventual catastrophic world conflict, we must strengthen the United Nations as a first step toward world government ...and [empower] police to enforce its international laws and keep the peace...To do that, of course, we Americans will have to yield ...It would take a lot of courage, a lot of faith in the new order." 

Such a plan cannot advance in a Christian nation "under God." God's ways are not the United Nations' ways. A new spirituality fostered by religious leaders at the United Nations millennium "Peace Summit" sought to displace Christianity with a synthesized pluralistic spirituality aimed at the global hegemony of the new order. 
The new order is a Brave New World of total control: spiritual control (Peace Summit) population control (United Nations' Cairo, Beijing and Earth Summit) environmental control (UN Sustainable Development and Kyoto Protocol to preserve the planet and guarantee "freedom from pollution") to insure "species protection," (UN bio-diversity treaty) "food security" (UN Food Summit) genetic control (no genetically imperfect mommy and daddy--their off-spring will be a drain on the universal health care) thought control (UN mandated educational standards--can't allow the old faith or old freedoms to be taught). Totalitarian utopias envision an utterly perfect world where "peace" is insured by state control of every facet of life. Captive humans will be "free" to indulge in their "rights" to all those vices that entertain and enslave man, but he will not be free to pursue truth or seek God. 

The new order cannot co-exit with the old order--they are mortally opposed in goal, motive and method. The "old order" is the Judeo-Christian order. The goal of Christendom was to build societies where man was free to discover truth and pursue holiness in response to God's love. From that purpose the entire patrimony of Western Civilization was built. Western legal tradition, source of the understanding of human rights, rests on the Christian teaching that all men are made in the image of God. In the Christian order, each life is sacrosanct and belongs to God, not the state. Christian societies seek order but never achieve perfection because man struggles against a sinful nature. Christendom held together different cultures and peoples, all--king, knight and knave--were under the authority of God (not state) and His laws. But none sought to avoid that struggle by rejecting the authority of God or His laws. 

Globalists mimic the principle: hold the world together under a new religion to displace Christianity--neo-paganism--with new "rights" and laws designed to insure docility toward the totalitarian "new order." 
The Roman Catholic Church 
One major obstacle to the globalist hegemony is the Roman Catholic Church. Though many Christian denominations and organizations work heroically to foil the onslaught of neo-paganism, the Catholic Church is the most visible unified rebuttal to the new order agenda. In addition, the Church, with one billion members, is the sole Christian organization with an 1800 year old diplomatic history as well an international infrastructure, but no army. The Church cannot coerce, only teach and persuade. This structure and influence as well as its opposition to the globalist agenda make the Church a target for subversion. If the atheist worldview is to triumph, it must first rid itself of Catholic Church. Or better yet, control the massive international organization from within and use its influence and institutions--schools, nursing homes, hospitals, universities--to serve the new world order. The Catholic Church is coveted by the globalists: Substitute a new age, neo-pagan syncretism in place of authentic doctrine, and the world falls into their pocket. 

More than a century ago, after the publication of Pope Pius IX's Syllabus of Errors that dissected the errors of liberalism, Marxism, socialism, and state centralization the Church began to suffer the attacks of its enemies. Some assaults were open denouncements, while others were subversive. 

Manning Johnson, a former Communist Party official, testified in 1953 for the House un-American Activities Committee. His testimony corroborated the claim of his cohort, Bella Dodd, that the Communist Party recruited radicals to enter the Catholic priesthood. Manning testified that in order to compromise the Catholic Church's moral authority, "it would be necessary to concentrate Communist agents in the seminaries. The practical conclusion drawn by the Red leaders was that these institutions would make it possible for a small Communist minority to influence the ideology of future clergymen in the paths conducive to Communist purposes..." Dodd claimed the changes wrought by this plan would be shocking enough that "you will not recognize the Catholic Church." 

By mid twentieth century, before the opening of the Second Vatican Council, powerful forces looked for a means to control the statements that would come from the Council. Most important to the secular humanists (and some were in the Church) was the easing of Church teachings concerning sexual morality. Among the non-Catholics who sought to influence the Church were the Ford Foundation and the Rockefeller family's Population Council, both with strong interest in population control. (The Rockefeller's had funded Alfred Kinsey's notorious and discredited "sex studies" designed promote eugenics, a ten percent (US) population reduction and to provide a "scientific" basis to alter American laws and culture on sexual morality.) 

Pope Paul VI disappointed the secularists with the promulgation of Humane* [sic] vitae (1968) which refused to trivialize marriage by permitting artificial birth control. The encyclical upholds the nobility of God's plan that "the two shall be one flesh." The pope warned that misuse of marriage would reap a tragic harvest of divorce, abortion, and abandonment. (Some theologians pointed out that if sex could be detatched [sic] from God's design and manipulated for pleasure only, that married persons would have no grounds on which to insist that pre-marital or homosexual sex was immoral. If pleasure alone, and not commitment to family, is the purpose of sex, how can it be denied to unmarried persons? ) By the time the encyclical was released, amoral forces had sparked a rebellion against the Church from without and within. *Humanae
Parallel to these developments America was grappling with its own sexual revolution. Catholic bishops and priests in America were doubly challenged; first by the liberal factions growing in the universal Church and secondly by the Kinsey/ Rockefeller engineered assault on American sexual morality. 

American culture tolerated anti-Catholic outbursts the most extreme nature. Significant to the sexual revolution were the copraphiliac rages of anti-Catholic artists whose displays of crucifixes in beakers of urine or images of the Virgin splattered with elephant dung were underwritten by the American taxpayer. Such violent manifestations of anti-Catholic fervor convinced a certain segment of US Catholics to make some concession to the paganized secular culture. 
Many US Catholic clerics had ignored the 1899 warning of Pope Leo XIII to avoid the error of "Americanism" that would accommodate the faith to prevailing American cultural norms. Unpopular as it could be to be persecuted by anti-Catholic groups, American Catholic clergy were to "preach the gospel in season and out." By 1970, however, there were calls for an American Catholic Church, imbued with pluralism and tolerance that would set about trying to teach the Vatican the truths of American independence as applied to the Church in the US. Dissident theologians like Fr. Charles Curran of Catholic University led gullible American Catholics to abandon the Church's moral teachings in favor of a liberal "tolerant" lifestyle; contraception, abortion, divorce and remarriage, pre-marital sex and homosexuality were not sins; failure to be tolerant of the lives of others was a sin. 

In large measure the current clergy scandal in the United States can best be understood as the intersection of the sexual revolution and the spirit of dissent raging within the Catholic Church in America. Social revolutionists have always targeted religion and education as the most effective means of changing a society. Religion is the largest affiliation common to the most number of citizens. The stated agenda of the homosexual movement is to change the cultural acceptance of homosexuality. As an increasingly paganized culture grows ever more hostile to Christian dogma, citizens, including clergy, who are not prepared to evangelize the culture will inevitably accommodate the culture. This accommodation is made manifest in the urge to conform religious teachings to the surrounding de-Christianized cultural and political norms. Nowhere is this accommodation better illustrated than with the issue of homosexuality. 

In many Western Nations homosexuality is openly accepted. The link between homosexuality and the "earthy" over-sexualized pagan worldview (and recovered pagan practices) cannot be overlooked. As the pagan assault on the United States advances, the assault on Christian moral values increases. The establishment of a religious homosexual network within all Christian denominations is critical to the cause of the homosexual and pagan ideology. However, the establishment of such a network within the Catholic Church has the added allure of an international influence for the homosexual movement. Imagine that tomorrow the Catholic Church declared certain biblical passages to be ambiguous in modern understanding and thus the Church was neutral on the matter -- the international effect would be enormous. The Catholic Church cannot change scripture nor [sic] the 2000 years of constant teaching, so the dissidents work to build "parallel church" in which dissidents seek positions of control in seminaries, universities and chanceries. 
In numerous quarters Catholic monks, nuns and priests mirrored the confusion and even the debauchery of the American sexual revolution. Psychologist William Coulson would later detail the destruction of religious houses who were taught encounter group techniques, a hallmark of "humanistic psychology" pioneered by Carl Rogers. Under this man-centered system there is no place for God. 

"We went to California ... and found the Sisters of the Immaculate Heart of Mary, the IHMs. They agreed to let us come into their schools and work with their normal faculty, and with their normal students, and influence the development of normal Catholic family life. It was a disaster.... The IHMs had some 60 schools when we started; at the end, they had one. There were some 615 nuns when we began. Within a year after our first interventions, 300 of them were petitioning Rome to get out of their vows. They did not want to be under anyone's authority, except the authority of their imperial inner selves." 
Ancient pagan societies were polytheistic and highly sexualized. The worship of multiple gods included goddess worship and orgiastic fertility rites. Homosexual rites designated victims to receive the seed of many men in the belief that potency was thus concentrated in the victim whose own release over fields would insure a miraculous harvest. The Jewish people were commanded not to imitate the practices of the surrounding nations lest they perish. The children of Israel were "a people set apart." The Early Christian Church also fought back the tendency of believers and converts to combine the worship of the local gods with the worship of Jesus Christ. Early heresies attempted to synthesize Christianity with the antithetical principles of surrounding practices. 

Modern political and cultural liberalism is easily seduced by paganism. The principle reasons are these: 

Paganism is pluralistic -- it accepts your gods, my gods, all gods except the One True God because that would sacrifice the accommodation with a pluralistic society that in turn keeps the civil peace; "You're Ok, I'm Ok," and truth does not matter, only choice… 

Paganism embraces a goddess and priestess--appeals to feminists, pluralists. 

Paganism is pantheistic --deifies nature and justifies "radical environmentalism." 

Paganism gives legitimacy to ritualized sexual immorality. 

Paganism encourages "secret knowledge" (Gnosis) for initiates Thus the coupling of liberal politics and new age, neo-Gnostic pagan spirituality is a predictable and powerful alliance. 
Neo-Gnostic assault on the Church 
Across America Catholics were being wooed with outright neo-Gnostic practices taught by priests and nuns. The strategy to empty the Catholic Church of its doctrine and to supplant it with a false religion is advanced by several tactics. Primary among them is to amalgamate error and truth under one teaching. Thus "human rights," a truth, is in fact used to insure universal abortion "rights," a perversion of truth and life. By such methods any number of false teachings can be hidden in warm and fuzzy sounding slogans. When the teaching Church opposes the deception, some with "itchy ears" then turn on the Church with a vengeance. 
The assault on orthodox Catholic practice can be seen ultimately as the work of The Deceiver, but it must be also be understood in terms of how smoothly it advances the cause of the New Order of global totalitarianism. Feminism, socialism, and the entire liberal agenda (with its homosexual ideology) that seeks to detach humanity from its natural social structures is advanced as "modern" and "enlightened," thus religious "fundamentalists" who oppose it are against man's "progress." The Catholic Church remains supremely aware of the warning in 2 Peter 2:1 "...in the same way false teachers will appear among you. They will bring destructive, untrue doctrines, and will deny the Master...even so many will follow their immoral ways..." The Church specifically defines "modernism" as the "synthesis of all heresies." 

Briefly, the encyclical, On The Doctrine of The Modernists, outlines grave errors in philosophy and theology which were gaining momentum at dawn of the twentieth century, including Rationalism and relativism. Mincing no words, Pope Pius X described in vivid terms the magnitude of the threat from "men speaking perverse things", "vain talkers and seducers" who seek to "utterly to subvert the very Kingdom of Christ." The errors of modernism were found even in the "ranks of the priesthood itself" and such men "play the double part of rationalist and Catholic" and were, therefore, "the most pernicious of all the adversaries of the Church. For, as We have said, they put into operation their designs for her undoing, not from without but from within. Hence, the danger is present almost in the very veins and heart of the Church, whose injury is the more certain from the very fact that their knowledge of her is more intimate." 

Catholics in California, New Mexico and Arizona in particular absorbed an alien theology from religious who rubbed against New Age practitioners clustered around the Esalen Institute. Seduction of mind and body is another tactic used to advance the strategy to subvert the Church. At Esalen, in Big Sur, California, rebellious intellects participate in the "Center for alternative education", a "forum for transformational practices, a restorative retreat, a worldwide community of seekers." Esalen bases its "therapy" and research on the Human Potential Movement. Reports of heavy LSD use surfaced from Esalen as well as the open secret that the US government had funded various parapsychology and mind control experiments at the institute. 

Still today Esalen purports to study the "evolutionary possibilities of humankind." Esalen is a veritable hotbed of neo-Gnostic esoterica ranging from "meduimship" [sic] to "Hylic Pluralism" that explores "possibilities for higher human life and embodiment." Followers of Esalen's "bodily survival" school believes that mankind is on the cusp of a new evolutionary moment, an expectation that is also a key tenet of occultist Madame Blavatsky's theosophical writings. Proponents believe superior mind control (via meditation and channeling) can give birth to a new and masterful body; a super-human body for the superior mind, a Superman, superior to the current model of humanity. Such hopes betray the logical progression of the man who rejects God in order to become his own god. *mediumship
Examples of this esoteric infiltration into the US Catholic population include the "Christian" channeling and Enneagram retreats where "theologians" taught the occult wisdom of Sufi inspired geometric numerology to uncover one's "true" personality and how to use that gnosis (knowledge) to "better relate to" (control, manipulate) others. Various forms of Eastern mysticism crept into once traditional prayers. Meditation techniques, centered on Eastern occult teachings, gained sufficient adherents to alarm Rome. Cardinal Ratzinger, prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith issued the "Letter to the Bishops of the Catholic Church on Some Aspects of Christian Meditation," calling Christians back to authentic prayer forms. Cardinal Ratzinger also warned Catholics in a homily to avoid "methods of prayer which are not inspired by the Gospel and which in practice tend to set Christ aside in preference for a mental void which makes no sense in Christianity." 

Perhaps the best known New Age apostate from Catholicism is a former Dominican priest, Matthew Fox. Fox frequents dissident Catholic conferences as a guru of a pantheistic "Creation Spirituality." Fox, and New Age priest Tom Berry are votaries of the urbane French Jesuit paleontologist, Teilhard de Chardin. Chardin, an evolutionist, hypothesized that the final stage in evolution would be a spiritual evolution: Man would be taken into the Mind of God. [His theme that "everything that rises must converge, can be distilled as supposition that in the final stage in the existence of things, there is utter unity (convergence). It was Chardin's mystical marriage of pantheism and futurism that captivated and inspired dozens of imitators from Marilyn Ferguson (The Aquarian Conspiracy) to James Lovelock (Gaia theory -- see Henry Lamb article) to theosophist Robert Muller. Muller, an apostate Catholic, believes that "meta organizations" such as the UN, the State of the World Forum, and the United Religions Initiative will provide the critical public energy for the next stage of human development. 

A dominant theme espoused by globalists and pantheists alike is that the earth as an organism has supreme "rights." Globalists insist that the earth's ideal population is one billion people. An optimum lifestyle for this number of humans can be met with current resources. Further, globalists believe that war and other impediments to peace are caused by the fight to control natural resources (water, food, oil). It is for this reason that they seek to impose on the earth population control and sterile practices, such a homosexuality. Once this reduced "human herd" is achieved, peace will reign and mankind's final evolutionary ascent will ascend to the next level of evolution--the spiritual level. Thus, globalist ideology and pantheistic belief in a "spiritual evolution" have converged. 

For Muller, the UN is the "global brain" and the "World Soul" (one world religion) is being born as man's consciousness merges with the cosmos--a garbled version of Chardin's hypothesis. A former Assistant Secretary General at the UN, today Muller directs the UN's "Peace University" in Costa Rica and promotes his prototype schools for global citizenship. (There is a Robert Muller School in Texas). 

The rise of eco-theology as the main engine of pantheism is running rampant through Catholic and Protestant churches. 
Eco-theology, or "green theology" is yet another tactic designed to empty Christianity of authentic teaching by focusing "religious duty" on "environmental justice" as a gateway to global control of the earth under the United Nations' plan for Sustainable Development. Sustainable Development grew from the UN's Rio summit in 1992 under the guidance of Canadian globalist, Maurice Strong. The National Religious Partnership for the Environment is endorsed by the US Conference of Catholic Bishops. It pushes on parishes and congregations the concept of earth's "carrying capacity" as determined by Strong and fellow globalist Stephen Rockefeller who is the godfather of the Earth Charter, a Manifesto for the Earth. 

Indeed, the Earth Charter was among the main features of the UN's World Summit for Sustainable Development that concluded in early September. The Charter was offered to the world in a breathtaking, blasphemous parody of Moses and the Ten Commandments. The Charter, the globalists new "ten commandments" was paraded through the "wilderness of the world" from Vermont to Johannesburg South Africa, the site of the Sustainable Development Summit, in an "ark" built to house the "sacred covenant of the Charter. 

The Charter is presented as a mandate for "sustainable, and peaceful global society in the 21st century" in contrast to the Ark of the Covenant that is God's plan for an ordered world. (See http://www.ark-of-hope.org/home.html. The pagan ark was carried on poles, just as the Mosaic Ark, but it was covered in pagan, earth worship iconography. Not only is the Charter a pagan idol, it seeks to enshrine the tenets of socialism as a religious duty. The openly socialistic demand of the Charter is contained in this listed principle, "Promote the equitable distribution of wealth within nations and among nations." 

Such new-age paganism cloaked in reverence for the earth has invaded Catholicism. By the early 1990's US Catholics were learning of stories where convents were turned into organic farms where "earth renewal" was taught to gullible women. There, too, New Age incantations to the Four Winds were substituted for authentic prayers. Feminism struck once venerable orders of nuns, emptying the convents of dedicated teachers and nurses. Liberated from their vows many such women entered various professions where feminist ideology could be pushed on schools, hospitals and in a myriad of non-governmental organizations (NGOs) that worked at the United Nations to deprive the Vatican of its voice at UN conferences. 

One World Religion 

The strategy and tactics of world ideologues to invalidate the moral teachings of the Catholic Church has been consistent and systematic. At the close of the Second World War, mankind was war weary and sought to prevent wars by inviting nations to talk before launching missiles. Early in the United Nation's history the Vatican had hopes that the international organization would truly foster fair dialogue and promote peace. Pope Paul VI addressed the UN in 1965, at the height of the Cold War, noting that it was perhaps the "last great hope for concord and peace" and he added, "May its authority increase." The Church is learning a bitter lesson, today, at the hands of the same UN that it once hoped would lead nations toward a genuine peace. 

Cardinal Ratzinger commenting on the "new anthropology" promoted by the United Nations explicitly named these plans to reorganize the world, "the New World Order." The Cardinal added that "the Christian--and not only him, but especially him--is obliged to protest." 

The UN proactively seeks to build a one world religion and world government that rationalizes the culture of death--from promoting legal "rights" to abortion, prostitution, euthanasia, homosexuality to cloning. Vatican delegates stand before the United Nations to oppose the loss of sovereignty for nations, the loss of parental rights. Delegates defend the right of conscience for health care workers who do not want to perform abortions, delegates defend the unborn and the elderly, and remind the world that there are natural laws that cannot be suspended for the sake of an inhuman agenda. The reward is that the UN demonizes the Church and its teachings. 

Particular Church teachings are characterized to the public in negative terms because they are in direct opposition to globalist plans. The Church proclaims the truth of Christ, it cannot accept religious pluralism. In 2000, in preparation for the Millennium Peace Summit calling together the religions of the world, the Vatican issued Dominus Iesus. Howls of protest followed. The Church was proclaiming it alone had the truth, the Church was not open to other faith traditions, the Church was not pluralistic or willing to form a consensus from among the many valued religious teachings. Once again, the Church parried a globalist tactic: If the Church is not sufficiently subverted, then dilute the Christian message by inflating the number of religious voices that must be recognized. Dominus Jesus* [sic] simply restates the 2000 year old Christian truth, that Jesus Christ is the Son of God and there is no other God. *Iesus
The Catholic Church opposes the one world religion promoted by the United Nations, where the operating principle of "consensus" is applied to all who have a stake in a world religion: World Goodwill (Theosophy),United Religions Initiative and Gorbachev's State of the World Forum (see www.wnd.com/news/article.asp?ARTICLE_ID=16212). The nations of the world submit their traditions and expect to arrive at Oneness: Animism, B'Hai* [sic], Buddhism, Hinduism, Islam, pantheism. Their goal is not Truth, but consensus. *Baha’i 
The Church is now experiencing ominous threats from various world bodies. Recently, with the advent of the International Criminal Court (ICC), the United Nations and its affiliated systems have openly spoken of the "criminal" intent of Catholic teachings and policy. It jabs the Church for failing to ordain women and suggests that policy is a violation women's rights. The same "criminal" language is used in regard to the Church's teaching on all life issues. 

The United Nations' Convention on Elimination of Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW) committee is currently harassing Andorra, a European Catholic country with less than 70,000 citizens for prohibiting abortion, and failing to teach sex education in its schools. 

On March 12, 2002 The European Parliament set an agenda to debate an inter-agency report that condemned the Catholic Church for its moral principles and its refusal to ordain women.
Some fear that the ICC, whose mandate is to prosecute "Crimes against humanity," will some day charge the Vatican with "hate crimes" because it preaches against homosexuality. Or, charge the Church with "crimes against humanity" for preaching against abortion which the UN views as an obstruction of "human rights." If the case is made that that a "violation" affects millions of people, then the magnitude of the number trips the ICC jurisdiction and we could have a pope hauled before the ICC for defending life in the womb. 

The Catholic Church fights an internal war against those who would subvert its teachings from within while defending its teachings to the hostile post-Christian world. The Church will not compromise with the prevailing zeitgeist. Though its members may dwindle, doctrinal truths will remain, in season and out. 

American Christians understand that if the Catholic Church is persecuted for its refusal to compromise the teachings of Jesus, then their own communions are also at risk. Christian doctrine cannot be subordinated to the pressure to "fit in" with the post-Christian drift of Western culture toward a worldwide pantheism enforced by a global government. Such a "dogmatic stance" is often seen as anti-American in its refusal to bend to the great leveling power of pluralism that is a requirement of comfortable citizenship. 

A great vise is closing upon American Christians. On the one hand Christians are pressured by their own nation where liberal judges increasingly outlaw in public expression of faith while legalizing every form of immorality. On the other hand, the global juggernaut gathers military muscle and legal powers of crushing scope. 

The minions of anti-Christianity have labored diligently for over a century to enthrone their twisted worldview. Christianity is toxic to their worldview. They will not allow Christian practice and witness to undermine their hard fought gains. Americans notoriously seek instant answers to every difficulty. There is no McDonald's drive through for a quick solution the peril American Christians must face: reconvert paganized America or be persecuted by it. 

U.N. Globalisation efforts and progress
http://www.catholicculture.org/culture/library/view.cfm?recnum=4038
By Mary Jo Anderson 2000
The final months of the Jubilee year witnessed three pivotal encounters between the Church and an emerging system of global governance. The Millennium Peace Summit, sponsored by the United Nations (UN) and bankrolled by Ted Turner, honorary chair, gathered world religious leaders in New York August 28-31. Immediately following that controversial assembly, Mikhail Gorbachev convened his State of the World Forum to craft "a new paradigm for civilization on the threshold of the millennium." The forum spent six days proposing the shape of globalism and demanded an expanded role for the UN in the 21st century to carry out the new paradigm. As the forum reached its climax, the UN Millennium Summit opened with a historical, largest-ever gathering of heads of state. 

An underlying thread for all three events was a reconfigured worldview for mankind at the frontier of the third millennium. Gone is the Judeo-Christian understanding of man. In its place is a generically spiritualized "sovereign individual" whose human rights are determined by the demands of the global economy and ecology, guaranteed by the UN, and enforced by global "peacekeepers." Within days of the closing of the Millennium Summit, Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger, prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, sharply denounced "New World Order" (Nuovo Ordine Mondiale) philosophies undergirding the Millennium Summit. 

In the September 15 issue of the Italian newspaper Avvenire, the cardinal's remarks addressed the "peculiarity of this new anthropology" most visible in UN characterizations of women, ideologies of empowerment, gender equity, and the family. The strategy, he noted, is to effect practical means to "reduce the number of guests at the table of humanity" to defend a "philosophy of selfishness." Cardinal Ratzinger observed, "At this stage of the development of the new image of the new world, Christians . . . have the obligation to protest." 

One World Religion 

The world's religious leaders attending the Peace Summit had hopes of inaugurating an International Advisory Council of Religious and Spiritual Leaders whose mission to the UN would be to provide interfaith support for "peace, global understanding, and international cooperation." According to Insight Magazine, Bawa Jain, secretary-general of the Peace Summit, expected that the heads of state arriving at the UN the following week would be briefed by the religious delegates on "how to usher in the peace of the New World Order through religious universalism." 

The plan fizzled under dissenting views over who should represent the different faith traditions. Worse, for universalists, the leaders — 1,000 participants — were able to step clear of the quicksand of religious universalism: Delegates refused to agree that all religions are equally true. The Insight article noted that Francis Cardinal Arinze, president of the Pontifical Council for Interreligious Dialogue, "would favor a one world religion — if it were Roman Catholicism." Neither would the representatives of Christian faiths accept the proposed ban on proselytizing. Cardinal Arinze delivered the pope's charge to the summit: to offer the world "moral and spiritual wisdom, which illuminates and teaches the transcendent truth of the human person. It alone is the source of respect for human life, without which there is no justice, solidarity, or peace." 
The timing of the release of Dominus Iesus (Unicity and Salvific Universality of Jesus Christ and the Church), written months earlier, seemed providential. 

These developments must have frustrated Turner, whose keynote address featured criticism of his childhood Christianity as "intolerant." Turner, a self-professed "world citizen," is a deep pocket behind the United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA). Unburdened by any recognition of human life as inviolable, Turner and Canadian billionaire Maurice Strong, the Peace Summit's other financial patron, have long promoted eco-spirituality for world peace. A shadowy figure who hobnobs with other global power-brokers, Strong, an adviser to UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan, would welcome a UN-regulated spirituality, guiding the planetary population toward voluntary compliance with the demands of UN conferences. 

The goal of the Peace Summit was to advance the deconstruction of the western Christian worldview, with its uncomfortable moral teachings, in favor of a hybrid "spirituality," which combines adulterated Hinduism, Buddhism, and New Age Gaia worship. New Age theosophist Alice Bailey wrote, "The New World Church will incorporate the teachings of all of the great world teachers and saviours." 

The purpose is to reduce faith to a global unity of mind and spirit, to "birth" a "cosmic consciousness" directed at the environment — a redistribution of planetary resources — and at fostering voluntary sustainable development as defined by the one-worlders. Christian dogmatism is intrinsically opposed to the concept of spiritual evolutionism, which understands man as ever-progressing — until he understands himself as God, as part of the unified consciousness of the cosmos. Once man reaches his self-ascendant pinnacle of ultimate illumination, wars will cease, peace and prosperity will reign. That process is fettered by the Christian belief in God, omnipotent and separate from all creation, and man, wounded by original sin that cannot be excised by any societal system. Because globalists view absolute unity — economic, political, and spiritual — as critical to survival of humanity, one readily understands their desire to eradicate the "divisive" Christian claim of truth, and particularly the Catholic claim to be the one true Church.

Wooing religion is a masterful, nonviolent approach toward instituting global government: Seduce the churches into promoting planetary citizenship where national borders are obliterated in the name of "environmental justice," a new "human right." One need only recall the distribution of environmental action kits to thousands of American churches and synagogues last year by the National Religious Partnership for the Environment (NRPE) to appreciate one of their victories. The NRPE mission? "Our goal is to integrate commitment to global sustainability and environmental justice permanently into all aspects of religious life." Sustainable development, which includes population control as well as environmental control, is the platform of the UN's 1992 Earth Summit, held in Rio de Janeiro — chaired by Strong. 

Offsetting U.S. Power 

Strong and Turner are also pillars of the State of the World Forum. Across town, while the UN awaited the arrival of world presidents and prime ministers, Gorbachev opened his State of the World Forum by demanding a new and expanded role for the UN. The forum, a six-year-old project of the Gorbachev Foundation, seeks dialogue among government leaders and "civil society" sectors capable of instituting a "new paradigm for civilization on the threshold of the millennium." Civil society at the forum has been represented in the past by prominent Catholic dissidents such as Hans Küng and former Dominican turned New Age guru Matthew Fox. 

That paradigm — the forum vision — sees the UN as the answer to the imbalance of world power following the fall of the USSR. The threat (and envy) of the United States as the sole heir of "superpower" status is countered by investing sweeping planetary powers in the UN. Nations are to cede sovereignty in exchange for collective power against U.S. hegemony. Not a few nations resent the might of the American economy and the dominance of American culture, even if there is scant anxiety over America's use of military might. 

During his press conference at the New York Hilton Towers, Gorbachev proposed a radical expansion of UN powers. Delivered in staccato tones, the Russian said: "In 1988, I spoke of a new role for the UN, a new body. In addition to the Security Council, we must have an Economic Council and an Environmental Council with authority equal to that of the Security Council." The former premier of the USSR denied that he was proposing Marxist controls on economic freedom but insisted, "I am suggesting that we must give rights to this body [Economic Council], to develop rules to prevent explosive situations." Gorbachev went on to explain that as "unregulated" capitalism globalized world markets, the failure of smaller economies brought recessions. An "Economic Council" with the power to regulate capital is designed to "ensure stability" and "ultimately transnational corporations will have to accept this," Gorbachev said. Gorbachev's proposals, a "third way" format, serve a utopian scheme and are antithetical to democracy and capitalism. 

The third way, offered as an alternative to capitalism and Communism, had enjoyed a boost in June 2000 at the Progressive Governance of the 21st Century conference held in Berlin. Attending were Bill Clinton and Chancellor Gerhard Schroeder of Germany. The third way implies not just the economic theories but the political systems that accompany them. It is part of the "new world order" that proponents believe they are building. In an article in the Milan-based La Stampa, Pope John Paul was asked by journalist Jas Gawronski about a "search for a third way between capitalism and socialism." The Holy Father replied, "I fear that this third way is another utopia. On the one hand, we have communism, a utopia that, put into practice, has proved to be a tragic failure. On the other hand, there is capitalism, which, in its practical aspect, at the level of its basic principles, would be acceptable from the point of view of the Church's social teaching, since in various ways it is in conformity with the natural law." The pope is not naive, however, and he continues by warning against "abuses of capitalism which should be condemned." 
The Gorbachev press conference was jammed with media. The BBC, AP, Reuters, boom mikes, and TV crews jockeyed for space. When Gorbachev concluded his remarks, pagers, laptops, and cell phones dispatched his plan to waiting editors. Yet few Americans even heard that Gorbachev and his State of the World Forum were in town to bolster the UN by calling for a vast increase in UN powers. As heads of state arrived in New York for the Millennium Summit, more than a few made their way across Manhattan to consult with the former Russian premier. Journalists, meanwhile, scanned news reports, wondering what had happened to the stories filed by more than 150 correspondents. 

As the forum moved into its third day, it became clear in successive sessions that each speaker had a new angle on the same idea: The UN should coordinate global governance. Some speakers focused on environmental governance, others on educational efforts aimed at producing citizens committed to global peace and justice.

Disconcerting as the economic, "rights," and sovereignty proposals were, still greater alarm is raised from the spiritual ambitions of the globalists at the State of the World Forum. Popular sessions on the "physics of consciousness" set the tone. A midweek session, "Cosmology, Globalization and the Evolution of Human Consciousness," studded with New Age luminaries Deepak Chopra and Jean Houston, drew large crowds. "Religions as Major Stakeholders" featured Shaunaka Rishi, Oxford University's director of New Vedic Studies; Sam Kobia, of the World Council of Churches; and Rajwant Singh, director of Sikh social action. The glaring omission of mainstream Christianity conveyed more than the participation of minority sects. Mornings opened with a meditation in varying forms of esoteric yoga. "Indigenous Wisdom" and "Spirituality and Conscience in the Computer Age" breakout sessions ran concurrently. Youth "leaders in training" from all points of the globe were marched off to "The Practice of Spiritual Democracy." 

Global governance seeks stable world conditions so as to ensure the rights of humanity to clean air, stable markets, and personal rights, including "gender equity" and "reproductive rights." 

Naturally, some mechanism of enforcement is required if the rights of all are to be protected, added forum participants. Mary Robinson, UN high commissioner for human rights, told a BBC broadcast that the "focus is on human security. The border of national sovereignty isn't a cutoff. We must mainstream human rights."

Roundtable discussions, entitled "Evolution and the Future of Global Governance," "Globalization and Global Governance," and "Global Commons," were moderated by members of the European Parliament, former U.S. Senator Alan Cranston, national education ministers, and even heads of state, such as Joaquim Albert, president of Mozambique, and Helen Clark, prime minister of New Zealand.

Good globalism is a reshaped globalism, stripped of the "Washington consensus" of Ronald Reagan and Margaret Thatcher, said John Sweeney, president of the AFL-CIO, a co-panelist with Gorbachev and Canadian billionaire George Soros. "Corporate globalism," he said, "brought inequality between nations." 

Soros, introduced to the 500 forum attendees as "the quintessential voice of globalism," was blunt in his assessment of American corporations and the Republican-controlled U.S. Congress. "[They] are not a good example of 'compassionate conservatism,'" he said. Opposed to the U.S. desire to reduce the scope of the troubled International Monetary Fund (IMF), Soros claimed, "That is not the solution." 

Instead, he suggested, IMF loans could be made directly to individuals and Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs). This plan denationalizes capital, an idea that brought rousing cheers from the NGOs present. Soros' Machiavellian suggestion floats a bid to influential NGOs: Lobby against national sovereignty, and you'll be rewarded from IMF coffers. Most of the NGOs present were powerful pressure groups such as World Wildlife Fund and International Planned Parenthood. Such lobbies already receive millions in foundation largesse to promote population control programs. 

Millennium Summit Falls Flat 

The Millennium Summit was a "nonevent" by most accounts. Castro stole the show from Clinton, and traffic lay knotted over Manhattan for days. Ninety-nine heads of state, three crown princes, and 47 heads of government presented their views on the role of the UN in the 21st century and the main challenges facing the peoples of the world. 

There were the expected impassioned speeches calling for a newly empowered UN. Emblematic of the globalist dream was this plea by Vaclav Havel, president of the Czech Republic: 

The United Nations should transform itself from a large community of governments, diplomats, and officials into a joint institution for each inhabitant of this planet. Such an Organization would have to rest on two pillars: an assembly of equal executive representatives of individual countries, resembling the present plenary, and the organ consisting of a group elected directly by the globe's population . . . Somewhere in the primeval foundations of the world's religions we find, basically, the same set of underlying moral imperatives. It is in this set of thoughts that we should look for the source, the energy and the ethos for global renewal. 

The smaller nations deflected, for now, assaults on the sovereignty of nation-states despite western civilization's attempt to usher in a globalized structure for the UN in the 21st century. The Vatican has defended sovereignty recently in a message to the congress of the International Institute of Humanitarian Law, appealing to humanitarian associations to search for new ways of rendering assistance to respect the sovereignty of states. 

The summit's Millennium Declaration, worrisome in its earliest draft, was renegotiated by the member states. Msgr. Reinert of the Holy See Mission said, "We can live with it — nothing new came from it." The Holy See Mission profited during the summit by holding discussions with heads of state on an individual basis, forging relationships for the near term. Issues of development and health, refugees and parental rights, the International Criminal Court (see October 2000 Crisis), and a global tax to fund the UN's autonomy from the member states — these and more thorny matters will initiate the 21st century. 
Angelo Cardinal Sodano spoke near the end of the summit's magnificent display of the world's personages of power: 

It is the fervent hope of the Holy See that at the dawn of the third millennium the UN will contribute to the building of a new civilization for the benefit of all mankind, a civilization which has been called the 'civilization of love' . . . In the Holy See's outlook, the natural law, inscribed by God on the heart of every human being, is a common denominator of every person and of all peoples. It is a universal language, which everyone can come to know and on the basis of which we can understand one another...deciding policies that concern on fundamental moral and cultural values. In this area, it is not licit to try to impose certain minority modes of living in the name of a subjective understanding of progress. 

The forces of globalization are constructing a homogenized, utilitarian culture of death for the 21st century. Christian anthropology is the prime impediment. They summon to their aid what theologian Michael Schooyans calls "biopolitics." The culture of death wields crushing economic weapons as well. And yet, the cunning attempt to subvert spirituality to the service of global governance may be the most powerful weapon of all. Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger wrote of the confrontation with the New World Order, with particular reference to UN conferences: "We must resist . . . We must plan the proposals for a path to the future, proposals overcoming the new historical challenges."

Mary Jo Anderson is a contributing editor of Crisis. She attended the United Nations Millennium Summit held in New York City in September. 
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From: prabhu To: mjcanderson@worldnet.att.net; mja@maryjoanderson.net Sent: Monday, August 22, 2011 12:36 PM

Subject: FROM INDIA

Dear Mary Jo,
I am a Catholic apologist who writes against New Age, Liturgical abuses, Inculturation aberrations etc., mainly New Age.
My website is www.ephesians-511.net.
I write to you now because I cannot find but two of your articles [Bishops Betraying... and A Crisis of Spirit] online.
I would greatly appreciate if you gave me the links to any or all of your articles on New Age and your permission to use them in my ministry which is non-commercial.
This is one which I would very much love to have:
"Earth Charter Woos Catholics with New Age Spirituality" 
Your apostolate is amazing. God bless you and Frank and your kids and grandkids.
Michael Prabhu INDIA
From: Mary Jo Anderson To: prabhu Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2011 5:30 AM Subject: Re: FROM INDIA

Hello! Thank you for writing to me--I will do a search for articles and send you links, but try also 
www.Wordnetdaily.com (type my name in search window) and WF-F.org (type my name in search window)
Also find reliable articles here: http://womenofgrace.com/newage/
May God bless you in all that you do,
Keep the faith! Mary Jo Anderson
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