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JUNE 5, 2016
The heresy of Americanism
A Short History of the USCCB

http://skellmeyer.blogspot.com/ EXTRACT
March 29, 2011

Fr. Isaac Hecker founded the Paulists in 1858, and Father Hecker himself was a definitely controversial figure, but a discussion of his life is outside the scope of this essay. The Paulists, like most religious orders, like to believe they were founded by an extremely holy person, a saint. And like most religious orders, they worked hard to demonstrate the sanctity of their late, great founder after he passed away in 1888.
By 1897, his biography had both been translated into French and been given quite an eye-opening foreword. For various reasons peculiar to the age, his biography became quite popular in France, and French priests were urged to take up the ideas Father Hecker was said to espouse. 

Word of these ideas reached Rome.

Pope Leo XIII was so struck by them that, by January 22, 1899, he felt compelled to compose an encyclical letter, Testem Benevolentiae Nostrae, in which he condemned seven of the propositions that seemed to emanate from America – a suite of ideas Pope Leo condemned as "Americanism":
The condemned ideas:
1. The Church should shape her teachings in accord with popular custom, relax her disciplines or omit or de-emphasize doctrines that non-Catholics find scandalous, that is, a tendency towards silence that omits or neglects Catholic doctrine; 

2. The Church should grant to the faithful the same kind of freedom in spiritual matters that the state grants in civil matters; 

3. Catholics need only adhere to infallible teachings of the Roman pontiff; 

4. License is coterminous with liberty; 

5. External spiritual guidance is not necessary; 

6. Active virtues are superior to "angelical virtues, erroneously styled passive" virtues;

7. Religious life and vows are harmful to human perfection and/or society. 

[…]
The American bishops agreed with one voice that such heretical ideas could never be found in America. Yet, despite the bishops' protestations, the ideas seem somehow rendolent [sic] of Father Hecker's "social justice" spirituality. In fact, Americanism was the first heresy in 300 years to be named after a specific geographic region.

https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Longinqua EXTRACT (poor translation):
Longinqua is an encyclical of Pope Leo XIII. Dated January 6th 1895, in it he condemns "Americanism".

Already with the encyclical Quam aerumnosa 1888 the Pope spoke on the issue of Italian immigrants in America. The main problem for him was the retention of the native language in the Catholic churches .Among other immigrants were mainly ethnic German Catholics: they demanded the use of their native language in worship and the establishment of parish schools and thus stood in contrast to the majority of Irish Catholics. Opponents responded with "They should learn English or go to hell".

Americanism and liberalism

Americanism seemed to the Pope a North American variant of liberalism, which he condemned in this encyclical. Americanism was the risk impose a liberal character to the Catholic faith and thus deprive him of obedience to Rome for him. He was concerned not only about the disregard of the "evangelical counsels", but he worried about the dilution of Catholic doctrine and described the development in the US as hypocrisy.
See LONGINQUA (ON CATHOLICISM IN THE UNITED STATES) POPE LEO XIII JANUARY 6, 1895
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/LONGINQUA.doc 

Read also TESTEM BENEVOLENTIAE NOSTRAE (ON [THE HERESY OF] AMERICANISM) POPE LEO XIII JANUARY 22, 1899

ENCYCLICAL OF POPE LEO XIII CONCERNING NEW OPINIONS, VIRTUE, NATURE AND GRACE, WITH REGARD TO AMERICANISM                                                                                                                                         

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTEM_BENEVOLENTIAE_NOSTRAE.doc
Bishops betraying the Catholic Church

http://www.catholicity.com/commentary/bishopsbetraying.html EXTRACT
http://www.catholicforum.com/forums/showthread.php?5640-Bishops-Betray-Catholic-Church 

By Mary Jo Anderson, June 14, 2002

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."

[...]

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. 

[…]

Church-State Relations in America and Europe (Part 2)

http://www.catholic.org/featured/headline.php?ID=1973 EXTRACT
Hamilton, New York, March 26, 2005 (Zenit.org)

European countries may appear to be more in line with Church teaching on many issues, but their motivation is much different, says a political scientist. 
Robert Kraynak, professor at Colgate University and author of "Christian Faith and Modern Democracy: God and Politics in the Fallen World" (Notre Dame) shared with ZENIT how the United States and Europe have taken different paths in church-state relations and what roadblocks the respective nations have faced.

[…]

Q: In the late 19th century, Pope Leo XIII condemned the heresy of what he called "Americanism." Has the Church's perspective on the American experiment changed since Leo's time? 
Kraynak: It is not entirely clear if Cardinal Ratzinger's cautious endorsement of the American model reflects a change of attitude about the American experiment since Pope Leo XIII. That is partly because Leo's condemnation of Americanism was not a rejection of American democracy or religious liberty per se -- which he said could be acceptable under certain circumstances. Leo defined Americanism as the tendency to trim the Catholic faith to fit the fashions of the time -- something that today is called cafeteria Catholicism or progressive Catholicism. I think Cardinal Ratzinger is fully aware that Americanism in Leo's sense is still present in America and in every other modern democracy. One can even trace the devastating sex-abuse scandals in America to this tendency. They were caused by seminaries that let in the sexual revolution of the 1960s under the belief that the Church's teaching on sexual ethics was outdated and by bishops who lost confidence in their authority to discipline and punish abusive priests. 
I do not think that Cardinal Ratzinger and Pope John Paul II have any illusions that Americanism in this sense has disappeared. Nor are they uncritical of many features of American society -- such as consumerism, inequalities of wealth, Roe v. Wade and American unilateralism. So, Pope Leo XIII was not rejecting the American model of democracy in all cases, and Cardinal Ratzinger and John Paul II are not endorsing it wholeheartedly, either. What may be new is an acceptance of the American principles of disestablishment, God-given natural rights, and religious pluralism as the best arrangement for Christianity in the future. There is also a sense that the future lies in Africa and Asia, for totally different reasons. The Church, after all, has always distinguished the Two Cities -- the city of God and the earthly city -- and held that the eternal truths of the spiritual and moral realm are compatible with changing prudential judgments in the temporal and political realm. In the present circumstances, the newer American model looks comparatively better than the older European one; but the American model also has weaknesses that may lead it down the path of Europe and Canada. In that case, we will have to devise different strategies for spiritual renewal amidst a variety of hostile forces -- a situation that will look a lot like the early Church and that will require similar kinds of martyrs, saints, and heroes to begin rebuilding the city of God on earth. [Sunday: Catholicism and Americanism] ZE05032621

Church-State Relations in America and Europe (Part 3)

https://zenit.org/articles/church-state-relations-in-america-and-europe-part-3/ EXTRACT
Hamilton, New York, March 27, 2005 

Catholicism in the United States is in tension with both the anti-papist theology of original Calvinism and the social forces of democracy that are independent of Calvinism. So says Robert Kraynak, professor of political science at Colgate University and author of "Christian Faith and Modern Democracy: God and Politics in the Fallen World" (Notre Dame). 
Kraynak shared with ZENIT how, despite tensions, Catholics have contributed to the vitality of American democracy by keeping alive the natural law tradition of the American founding that most Protestants never fully appreciated and that modern skeptics now denigrate. 
Q: What role did Catholics such as Charles Carroll play at the American founding? How have Catholics such as Orestes Brownson, John Courtney Murray, S.J.*, and Michael Novak contributed to the continuing vitality of American democracy? *See page 12, 13
Kraynak: Despite the tensions mentioned above, most Catholics have a deep love for America. The anti-Catholicism of Protestant America did not prevent Catholic immigrants from Europe and Latin America from feeling gratitude to America for its economic opportunities and religious liberty, even if meant living in separate Catholic ghettos or neighborhoods. In fact, many Catholic leaders and intellectuals eventually came to believe in an essential harmony of Catholicism and Americanism. Charles Carroll, for example, was a member of a prominent Catholic family in Maryland and also a signer of the Declaration of Independence who became a personal friend of George Washington. Orestes Brownson was a lively 19th-century intellectual who converted to Catholicism. In his book, "The American Republic," he argued for the unity of the republic based on a higher law that was more fundamental than a social contract of the states. 
Likewise, John Courtney Murray argued in the 20th century that the American experiment in self-government is based on the higher law of the Declaration of Independence -- on God-given natural rights that find their fullest expression in Catholic natural law and its teaching about the dignity of the human person. 
Michael Novak follows in Murray's footsteps, arguing that Catholic natural law is the true basis of America's "democratic capitalism" with its voluntary associations of free persons. I think these Catholics have contributed to the vitality of American democracy by keeping alive the natural law tradition of the American founding that most Protestants never fully appreciated and that modern skeptics now denigrate. 
At the same time, Catholics have insisted that the natural law tradition of America must go beyond its Enlightenment roots in Lockean liberalism and be supplemented by the natural law teaching of St. Thomas Aquinas which directs freedom to the higher ends of virtue and the common good. The split among Catholics is whether the elevation of American natural law to Thomistic natural law is easy or hard. The figures mentioned in this question think that the fit is relatively smooth and harmonious, while others think that inherent tensions between Catholicism and Americanism mean that the best that one can achieve is a prudent alliance. 
Q: Francis Cardinal George has said that the United States' cultural and political heritage is "Calvinist" in orientation and that there is a tension between Catholicism and the American Experiment. Is this an accurate view from your perspective? 
Kraynak: The relation between Catholicism and Americanism is a complicated story, although it usually boils down to two schools of thought. One school views the relation as inherently harmonious, the other sees inherent tensions. The school of "harmony" is very popular and includes influential figures such as John Courtney Murray. The school of "disharmony," however, is gaining adherents and includes Francis Cardinal George, David Schindler of Communio and many traditional Catholics. While I lean to the second school, I disagree with Cardinal George about the causes of the inherent tensions. He dislikes the competitive individualism of America because it seems incompatible with Catholic notions of solidarity and the common good, and he rejects a consumer-entertainment culture that trivializes spiritual life. He traces these tendencies to the "secularized Calvinism" of America. Certainly, Calvinism is a crucial part of American history because the early Puritans were Calvinists, and their theology was intensely anti-Catholic -- many Puritans viewed the Pope as the Antichrist. But Calvinism is not the best explanation for the social trends that disturb Cardinal George because Calvinism, even in its secularized forms, is not especially individualistic or materialistic. The Puritans favored a theocratic Christian society that emphasized America's national covenant with God -- a New Israel -- and the rule of the "visible Saints" -- God's predestined elect. Cardinal George seems to equate Calvinism with Max Weber's "Protestant work ethic" in order to explain America's obsession with competitive individualism, economic success and materialism. But these features are not so much products of Calvinism as of modern democracy, as Alexis de Tocqueville shows in "Democracy in America." In fact, Tocqueville praises the Puritans for creating strong local communities, and he traces the weakening of Puritan communalism to the democratic idea of "equality of condition" -- which causes Americans to seek upward mobility through economic competition and to withdraw from public into private life. I agree with Tocqueville in seeing individualism and materialism as products of the mass culture of democracy, which means Catholicism is in tension with both the anti-papist theology of original Calvinism and the social forces of democracy that are independent of Calvinism.

The new Good Friday prayer
http://www.cathinfo.com/catholic.php/The-new-Good-Friday-prayer EXTRACT
By John Vennari

Americanism and the Anti-Christian Conspiracy, Msgr. Henri Delassus, French edition published 1907 [Orlando: CTC Books, 2007 English edition], page iv.
Twenty-five explicit errors of Vatican II (and the corrections immediately following) 
http://www.catholicapologetics.info/modernproblems/vatican2/vatican2.htm EXTRACT 1 of 25 points, each with subdivisions
By Michael Malone

E) Right Reason: Not to "discriminate" against false religions is the height of the heresy called Indifferentism (or "Americanism" in the USA). These heresies have been condemned. Therefore, so is Vatican Council II in this truly illogical statement.

See CRITICIZING VATICAN COUNCIL II-IS IT HERESY?

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CRITICIZING_VATICAN_COUNCIL_II-IS_IT_HERESY.doc
“Protty Jesus”. There are two Jesuses and only one is right
http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/vort-2016-05-23 7:40

By Michael Voris, May 23, 2016

1 of 341 readers’ comments:
This VORTEX eludes to the heresy of Americanism*. Americanism and was condemned by Pope Leo XIII. "It is the denial of the influence of the Church's social doctrine in the civil domain. It's ultimate consequence is the denial of the rights of God and the supernatural order. It is a denial of the supernatural order established by God. This heresy is called "Americanism" because Pope Leo XIII wrote his encyclical (Testem Benevolentiae Nostrae) to Cardinal James Gibbons, condemning the false notion of Catholicism that he was working to establish in the newly founded continent of America which was founded by non-Catholics. This meant that Cardinal Gibbons and a number of other prelates tried to compromise with the false principles as were enshrined in the American constitution. Americanism it is not a condemnation of America as such but a condemnation of the false notions as introduced into the faith by means of the American prelates. It is more than ever important to remove the blind fold in this regard since many Catholics while claiming to be Catholics are not Catholic but "Americanists" who deny the influence of Christ and His Church in the social sphere. For this reason Americanism leads to the Public denial of Christ the King and ultimately to the destruction of society since there can never be a true peace without Christ, the Prince of Peace." (Quote taken from the internet.) Americanism leads to individualism, to cafeteria Catholics, to syncretism, to relativism.
Bad bishops, bad politics
http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/the-vortexbest-of-bad-bishops-bad-politics 9:24 

By Michael Voris, September 4, 2015  
Sometimes, oftentimes, it takes a good amount of time to see the fruits of our labors come into existence. We plant, we sow, and only in season do we begin to reap what we have sown. This is true with good seed and bad seed.

In the 1960s and forward, a lot of bad seed was planted in the Church, mostly by clergy, watered by agenda-driven laity — and now it is all coming to fruit — horrible, rotten, putrid fruit.

Take, for example, the GOP debate last Thursday night. In the two separate sessions, seven different Catholics stood on stage fielding various questions. Then came the inevitable — because it is timely — question of same-sex "marriage" and Ohio governor and Catholic John Kasich gave the following response: "I'm an old-fashioned guy and I see things old-fashioned. I believe marriage is between one man and one woman."

Okay, first problem: "Old-fashioned" — the term means that morality is based around fashions, time constructs, as emphasized and underscored by his use of the world "old."

Wrong, Governor. That line of thinking alone would disqualify you from ever getting my vote. You can't reason to truth. I don't care how pro-life you are. One way or the other you will collapse and fail when you are most heavily relied on. The truth of marriage isn't based on either time or longevity. It's based on truth — a truth you do not recognize.

Then he admitted he went to the wedding of a friend who happens to be gay: "Just because someone doesn't think like I do doesn't mean I don't love them. I'm going to love them no matter what they do. God loves them unconditionally, and so do I."

The idiocy and complete lack of correspondence to objective truth contained in his statement is appalling. He has no true concept of God or love. It is purely arbitrary. He was raised Catholic, but being in the age range where the betrayal of Catholic clergy was reaching great heights, Kasich drifted away from the truth.

That isn't terribly surprising. It happened to tens of millions of Catholics who had no firm grounding in the Faith coupled with a glut of evil, wicked, self-interested clergy who had no concern for their vows, promises or souls. Kasich has become one of those one in 10 Americans who is now an ex-Catholic — 34 million of them.

But what of now, the current conditions on the ground? Pay close attention, you Church-of-Nice dreamers, who imagine things are not as bad as they were "back then," that they have improved miraculously, that truth has been embraced without any repentance or recognition of past sin and requisite need for repentance and sorrow. Listen to what what New York Cardinal Timothy Dolan golden boy Fr. Jonathan Morris had to say on Fox and Friends on Sunday morning when the topic of Kasich's response came up as a discussion point.

"I thought it was brave of him. He knows not everyone is going to like his response. It’s a real issue what you have to say — what does my faith tell me to do in some situation. Other people wouldn’t have gone to the wedding. He looked at it very seriously and decided this is what his faith told him to do. I congratulate him for it."

Won't someone rid us of this troublesome priest?

What a pathetic response to this ugly situation. A fallen-away Catholic endorsing a sodomite marriage gets congratulations from a Catholic priest for his "bravery." Shouldn't be surprising considering his boss sat on national television himself and declared "Bravo!" for a professed active homosexual, NFL-wannabe Michael Sam.

Fr. Morris couldn’t be more un-Catholic in his response or even less human. First of all, on the mere natural level, how is what Kasich said brave? Please, Father — have you been watching the news, reading anything, looking at anything else besides the mirror? Coming out in favor of sex between two men is anything but brave. Practically the whole world supports it, as evidenced by the thunderous applause which broke out among Republican supporters when Kasich said what he said.

When will this effeminate-minded clergy stop painting the picture that supporting anal sex publicly is somehow brave? It isn't. It's evil and misguided. It isn't brave when everyone supports you. It's brave when you go against the crowd for the sake of the truth — what you are supposed to be doing, Father.

"He decided this is what his faith told him to do."

Stop. Stop. Please, Fr. Morris, just turn in your collar. No way in Hades would your Catholic faith — the same faith which teaches this activity is evil and immoral — no way would it tell you to go to such a "wedding" — especially when the rationale stated by Kasich was that God loves everyone unconditionally. That is not what is meant by love, God or unconditional.

Father Morris, sitting on national television, talking to millions, had the perfect opportunity here to teach, to preach truth, to gently, kindly explain why what Kasich said was wrong. But nope! In true Church of Nice "Everyone, look at me being politically correct, never giving offense!" claptrap, he whiffed and chose the popular route instead.

God does love unconditionally. But he does not save us unconditionally.

If you love Me, you will keep My commandments.

Our response — the only permissible response to God's unconditional love — is unconditional obedience. Absent that, you go to Hell. This is the only permissible point for a priest of the Catholic Church to make. But for the umpteen-millionth time in the last month, yet another Catholic cleric refuses to announce the truth when given the opportunity and places his own soul and the souls of others in eternal jeopardy.

Can we expect a clarification from his boss Cardinal Timothy Dolan? Ha! If you are expecting that from the man who not only led a group of militant gays in the St. Patrick's Day parade but publicly cheered and supported the decision, as they say in New York, fuhgeddaboutit.

Men like Cardinal Dolan, Fr. Morris and countless others have been badly formed in the Faith — and yes, cardinals and bishops can be badly formed just like Pope Benedict said they could. Being a priest or bishop is no guarantee of having supernatural faith or making correct moral choices or statements. The collar or mitre is no safeguard against eternal perdition. In fact, in many ways it is a surer way to condemnation owing to the great responsibility and authority such a man is given. There is almost no margin for error.

We are seeing an almost never-ending stream of the bad fruits in the clergy of the past 50 years or so evidenced in the laity. It is without a doubt something that the clergy will be judged severely for as we hear confirmed for us in the Scriptures. God help those ones.

But to see these errors in the laity continued to be upheld and supported and applauded, congratulated even today in the ranks of the clergy, is beyond wicked. It is a sin which consists primarily in supporting the sin instead of correcting it. It is in the end a sin against the Holy Spirit.

Whatever evil was manifest 30, 40, 50 years ago in those clerics is still going strong today. From Bishop-Elect Barron's wicked "No one really goes to Hell" implication to Fr. Morris' supporting of error in cheering a fallen-away Catholic's misguided immoral decision to attend a gay wedding, the list continues to grow of villainous clergy who will have laid waste attempts to re-energize the Church in Her most critical hour.

These abominations must be challenged, exposed and confronted.

Accountable to no one
http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/the-vortexbest-of-accountable-to-no-one 7:37

By Michael Voris, September 4, 2015
Too many of the clergy, especially the higher clergy, act as though they are unaccountable to anyone. They behave like the Church belongs to them. They show a disturbing lack of humility and present an air of superiority that is decidedly unChrist-like. Heck, let's face it — Brian Williams at NBC has far more accountability for far less wrongdoing than many of today’s bishops and senior clerics.

For example, the various bishops who supposedly oversee affairs at Catholic Relief Services have kept mum on the issue of an open homosexual in a sodomite marriage being one of the top dogs there. When asked by faithful Catholics what they were going to do about Vice President for Overseas Finance Rick Estridge being married to his sodomy partner, not a word in response to the evil situation — and it is evil.

Then there is the less-than-pathetic response from the archdiocese of Chicago when questioned about Archbishop Cupich’s negligence in allowing a sacrilege at the funeral Mass for Cardinal George in Holy Name Cathedral. Non-Catholic governor Bruce Rauner was administered Holy Communion at the funeral, as was shown on numerous television broadcasts. 

That is not in question. When Church Militant contacted the Chicago Archdiocese and asked the specific question "Did the archdiocese contact the governor’s office ahead of time, as would be expected when extending an invitation to the funeral, and advise that non-Catholics should not approach for Holy Communion so as to avoid sacrilege?" the answer we got back via email was a total non-response to the question.

You just saw the question. Here was the reply: “In response to your message received this morning, when any person presents himself or herself for Holy Communion, the Minister of Communion presumes that the person can receive Communion" — which has absolutely nothing to do with the question we asked. We asked if the governor had been informed ahead of time; the archdiocese talked about the minister distributing Holy Communion.  A total deflection.

Then there is of course the master of deflection, Cardinal Timothy Dolan of New York, who completely sidestepped the very serious question posed to him by Church Militant at the St. Patrick’s Day parade about his leading a parade with active, open sodomites in it. He pulled his usual belly-chortling guffaw in giving his inane "C'mon in; love to have ya'" non-response before whispering to his communications guy who had us thrown out a minute later.

And there’s another story that Church Militant broke — the one involving the funeral Mass for a Planned Parenthood worker and open same-sex "marriage" advocate Lisa Benitez out of Cardinal Daniel DiNardo’s Galveston-Houston Cathedral at the end of last year. When Church Militant contacted them, we got first a promise to get back to us, and eventually nothing — stonewalling.

We highlight these four rather high-profile cases originally uncovered by Church Militant to show you the state of affairs in the Church these days. And all these have happened in a span of just three months essentially. 

Too many leaders feel beholden to absolutely no one or anything except their own career ambitions and ideologies. These are all public cases — very public cases. Their silence, stonewalling and deflecting have nothing to do with prudence or confessional matter or anything of the kind. These things are all well-known and yet they continue to behave as though they have done nothing wrong and owe no one an explanation of anything. 

What bishops who act like this are doing is continuing to contribute to a general demoralizing of the Catholic faithful, a weakening of the faith of those with sensitive or weak faiths, and setting the stage for the next generation of bishops who follow behind them to not be able to recover from the damage they have inflicted on the Church.

The actions of these men — these successors of the Apostles — are doing great harm to the Church, and they need to come clean on their actions or resign. They need to stand up and admit their many and grievous errors and mistakes, ask for forgiveness for their sins against the Faith — for that is what we are talking about at the end of the day — and be willing to resign their offices.

They run the Church like it’s a business and they are the CEO. This has got to stop.  

When they speak in union with the Pope on matters of faith and morals in line with the Magisterium, then they need to be listened to. When they speak on any other matter unrelated to the Faith — illegal immigration, global warming non-sense, financial pleas to help prop up their tottering businesses and so forth — they speak with no other authority than the duplicitous double-speak they offer in the earlier examples, and should be challenged. 

Our Blessed Lord Himself demanded of His Apostles that they not lord their authority over the governed — yet many of these men have become just that: unaccountable, untouchable, non-humble masters and CEOs of failing corporations. The consequences of their actions and attitudes are already being felt, with more to come. In between various moments of deserting the sheep for worldly gain and political compromise, they are busy closing down parishes, schools, combining seminaries and staying mute on the reality of a Church in the West in full retreat on every front.

They are in many ways captains of the Titanic, and they shouldn’t spend much time looking for lifeboats. If they continue on their current paths, it's abundantly clear they will be going down with their ships. But the saddest reality is that many others will drown because of them. This is why the internet — the faithful Catholic internet — is such a great blessing from the Sacred Heart of Our Lord. The faithful Catholic social media is the accountability software for the Church these days. So many of these leaders have become drunk and corrupted with power and their own self-importance that they have abandoned the innocent sheep. Efforts like this one here as well as others need to be supported, vocally, continually, with all means possible to help keep the home fires of faith burning.

So in the words of His Eminence Cardinal Dolan, "C’mon in; love to have ya'." Make our all-new and improved website ChurchMilitant.com your homepage. Do it right this minute. We are the accountability software for the Church.

And for the souls of these men. Pray every day for them.
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1. Cardinal Timothy Dolan I think will be changing very soon asking forgiveness and repenting from what he has done wrong. In Jesus name I pray.

2. Today one of our "heroes" Fr Robert Barron, is being ordained an auxiliary bishop of Los Angeles. We watched it on EWTN. He's the one that holds out the "reasonable hope that all people will be saved."
3. Given what MV has discussed concerning the lack of humility and the corruption of many in the hierarchy (bishops, archbishops, etc.), it seems quite ironic that the Pope has decided to give even more power to the local bishops, as we read in today's stories concerning Pope Francis' motu proprio “Mitis Iudex Dominus Iesus” (The Lord Jesus, a meek judge).

In sum, the process for granting declarations of nullity will be "streamlined", and without cost, and more final authority given to the local ordinary. When so many of our local ordinaries are "corrupted" and "lacking in humility" as is clearly put forth by MV, and they are governed by the modern, error-filled spirit of the world, it certainly appears to be the wrong time to be making such changes in application of canon law regarding these matters that so intimately concern the family and the sacrament of marriage.

More whittling away at the truth, which of course, gives greater opportunity for the homosexual agenda to advance its cause at the synod in October. And also gives greater opportunity for the world to advance the idea that there is no such thing as the "indissolubility of marriage", not even truly in the Catholic Church, as corrupted bishops and their minions control the outcomes.

It has become very difficult to practice the one true faith in many places now, when the corruption and lack of humility is so firmly in place, and holding so much power and influence over baptized and confirmed Catholics. Now the corrupt have been given even more power, and it has been given to them by the Pope, the Vicar of Christ. It is, to say the least, quite disturbing. To say more, quite frightening. Life has become difficult enough for some of the faithful, who may face illness, isolation, and constant uncertainty in this callous, greedy and corrupted world. To witness that corruption take root and grow so recklessly, as it has in the Church, can shake a person's faith right down to the bone. O God, come to our assistance. O Lord make haste to help us.

I agree that it is not a proper thing to speak ill of the Pope, himself. I hope I will continue to follow that line of reason. It is however, becoming more and more of a challenge as the weeks, months, and years go by. And I am ashamed to say, I do not care very much for the direction in which our Papa seems to be leading his family. I expect nothing to truly come of this synod in October, except more slackening and mis-shaping of the one true faith. Certainly not anything to resemble a strengthening of the faith, as it seems the few who would desire to do so will have their hands full, so to speak, with the job of merely trying to defend and salvage what is left of the faith from yet even more destruction. Lord, make haste to help us.

Ann Coulter and Catholics
http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/the-vortexanne-coulter-and-catholics 9:42
By Michael Voris, September 25, 2015 

If there's one thing the Holy Father's trip to the U.S. has brought into sharp focus, it's the idea of Americanism and its entrails, which can be found in the belly of the Church in the United States. We've talked about this quite a few times before here at Church Militant, but now with Pope Francis on the ground, it's become quite the topic among politically conservative Americans — like Ann Coulter, Rush Limbaugh and so on.

Now, to be certain, when Pope St. John Paul II was traversing across the country, he too was the subject of much vitriol — only his political establishment critics were on the left. They attacked him for his moral preachings. The right is attacking Pope Francis for his economic and social justice language. But the one thing they both agree on is this: Catholics have no right to be listened to until they become more American. What version of "American," of course, depends on which end of the political spectrum is doing the calling out. But neither is willing to accept that Catholicism really deserves a seat at the table until it becomes less Catholic.

The leftists are all atheists and progressives and attack from that position, and the "conservatives" don't want to hear any moralizing that upsets their carefully crafted world-economic view — especially when it comes to contraception. And before we go any further: yes, this is all about contraception and Protestant heretical beliefs about it.

Why? Because ultimately a country's wealth first of all depends on its population. True, other factors — many other factors — come into play, but American capitalists and U.S. government policies have for decades now sought to increase economic output while stymieing population growth. That philosophy can't endure without consequence. You cannot increase economic output and increase demand, the foundations of capitalism, while you are shrinking your labor pool, taxpayer base and consumer pool. Decades of Protestant America's embrace of contraception, sterilization and abortion are now beginning to be felt in the economy because of the great demographic earthquake occurring — and Protestant, anti-Catholic American capitalists don't like it.

So it's funny when politically conservative anti-Catholic bigot Ann Coulter reveals her true colors on the occasion of a papal visit and says what the Pope is saying about immigration and climate change and so forth proves why the Founding Fathers didn't really want Catholics involved in the public square. Forget for a moment what Pope Francis is saying; that's not the point here right now. The point is that there are various sectors of society — this time it's political conservatives who really believe, deep down where it counts, that Catholics aren't really really good Americans.

The liberal progressives think the same thing, just for different reasons; they have the opposite worldview of conservatives. But each group, in their heart of hearts, secretly abhors Catholicism. This country has hated Catholicism since before the country was founded. It was illegal to be Catholic in 10 of the 13 original colonies, and in the remaining three, it was no picnic. Winning a war of independence and establishing a new country may have changed the law, but it did nothing to change the underlying attitude — that is, until, as Coulter so correctly puts it, American Catholics gave up their Roman Catholicism and started becoming more American Catholic — which, in a word, is Protestant.

Each end of the political spectrum has carefully cherry-picked what it can to use the Church to further its own selfish socio-economic goals, but only begrudgingly. The aspect of Catholicism that each political side chooses not to embrace, it despises.

Coulter is right, but for the wrong reason. And so is Rush Limbaugh and the whole rest of the "American Values"-first crowd. They buy into the nutty notion of separation of Church and State (stupid idea right out of the gate) — perhaps not on paper, perhaps not in a little-examined, blueprint form, but in practice, an absolute unmitigated disaster.

Popes and saints, holy men and women recognized this as they saw it developing over the past couple hundred years or so. It's a dumb idea, because what eventually develops is the state seizes control of morality, distorts it, and then imposes its morality on the citizenry. Why do you think sodomites can now get married. And it won't end there.

American values are, at the end of the day, garbage, because they deny Truth — Catholic Truth — which is to say, divinely revealed Truth. They place man's rights above the divinely established order. They enshrine man's dimmed intellect as the final arbiter of what is right and wrong. Man is made the Supreme Being over and against the actual Supreme Being. And it doesn't matter if the American values being promoted are coming from the left or from the right. At the end of the day, they each clash with Catholic Truth, because they each have their own vision of man which flies in the face of God's vision of man.

Faithful Catholics have long recognized this reality when they look at the political left, but they have been slow to recognize it when they look at the political right. People like Coulter, Limbaugh, Megyn Kelly on FOX News, as well as GOP political giants and establishment types, are no friends to faithful Catholics; it's just that they have looked better in comparison to political lefties. But make no mistake — they largely support contraception, or continued funding for Planned Parenthood, or sodomite "marriage," or that coy political bait-and-switch of allowing the "states" to decide.

Individual states can't decide morality any more than the federal government can. God determines morality; the Catholic Church proclaims His judgment. And for the record: only the Catholic Church reliably and authentically is correct every single time. That's because only the Catholic Church is divinely protected, because it is the only One True Faith. Every other religion is deficient and therefore false to some and varying degrees in their teachings.

We should be despised, my fellow Catholics. We should be suspect in the eyes of our countrymen. We should be viewed as subversives, because faithful Catholics are subversives. America is not the "land of God." This is not God's Manifest Destiny for humanity. And that is true of whichever version of America is being trotted out — the left's or the right's.

The Catholic Church is the will of God, and let every man, woman and child on the face of the earth come into it. Those were his last words to His Apostles: Baptize all nations. These varying governmental arrangements — be they empires, or republics, or nations, or democracies, or monarchies, or whatever — each in their time pass away.

Only the Church remains.

So Coulter has correctly identified something, brought about by discussion about the Pope in America. But she has identified it and said it out of malice. She, just like many others, wants the Church to be less Catholic. The only thing left is for you to choose how you will respond: more Catholic and less American, or more American and less Catholic.

Your eternal destiny hangs in the balance.

846 comments
What kind of America?
http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/the-vortexwhat-kind-of-america 9:05
By Michael Voris, September 28, 2015  
Hey, Catholics! What kind of America do you want? One polluted with the filth of dead babies and their pieces being sold and sodomite marriage and contraception taught to children and no-fault divorce and single-parent households and fatherless children and ... shall we go on?
Then wake up. The famous Catholic author and thinker Hilaire Belloc once said, "You will not remedy the world until you have converted the world." And that about sums up the whole issue at present.
The question we have to consider is no less than this: Do we want to convert the culture to the Holy Catholic Faith, or do we want to fight a series of losing battles dying on the hills of abortion, gay marriage, sex ed in the schools and so forth? The Catholic argument in those areas cannot be made because it cannot be heard. It cannot be heard because those we are making it are already — willfully or not — prejudiced against it.
They (and this sadly but really includes many former Catholics) have been swept up in a Protestant-minded culture of thousands of denominations of which just about the only thing they could all agree on was their animosity toward the Church of Rome. That Protestantism of yesteryear has predictably devolved into a mish-mash of indifferentism and secularism. Never forget, it was Protestantism that first, back in 1930, accepted and promoted contraception — and contraception was the key to unlocking a culture built on sexual gratification.
The stinking heresy of Protestantism enjoys the second most abundant portion of blame for the tailspin into evil the world finds itself. But it is Catholics who have not opposed this filthy heresy that will be judged the most harshly — and among them, the clergy themselves who have coddled this theological leviathan.
It all boils down to this: The Church is not like any other of these false religions. They are man-made. The Church is God-made. So those in the Church of God must distinguish themselves from the churches of man. Even on those spotty occasions where we might find some temporary common cause, it is always only temporary.
So Church leaders keep trying to find common ground with fellow Christians on admittedly shared issues of morality, like abortion and sodomy, but in the end, these efforts keep being subsumed into a maelstrom of political activity: Wote for the GOP, back this candidate. But Catholics, unlike their Protestant pals, can never make politics the first course of action. Protestants are at home in that arena because their fight has always been about winning the culture, and politics is a means to do that. But authentic Catholics have always understood, as Belloc said: You fix the world by converting it to Catholicism.
Think for a moment about the millions upon tens of millions of hours over the years that well-meaning but nonetheless protestant-influenced Catholics have spent on the abortion crusade. What would be the case today if, instead, or alongside of, an equal number of hours would have been spent trying to convert otherwise well-meaning allies to the One True Church?



This isn't to say not to try and save the lives of babies from wicked abortionists, but to raise the question (which needs raising): How many spiritual compromises have been made along theological lines to end abortion? How many Catholic leaders have side-stepped those delicate questions about theology to advance the cause of the pro-life movement? When that happens, the truth is not served. Truth denied is truth murdered.
Catholics cannot confuse the mission, the mandate of the Church, with any other movement, cause or allegiance, no matter how noble. Same with the issue of same-sex "marriage." Same with the death penalty. Same with social justice, etc., on and on. The only thing the Church can be concerned with is saving souls by converting them.
Back in the 1960s and 70s, American Catholics had a choice to either fight for the Faith or fight for cultural causes, noble causes. They chose to fight for causes, failing to see that if they had fought for the Faith, they would have won over all the causes as a result. This happened for two major reasons. One, the horror of children being murdered was blatantly obvious that it was easy to rally around. But two, American Catholics had been taught, as a result of growing up in Protestant America, to muffle their Catholic identity, to shut up and fit in. In the world of political conservatism, this meant leaving your overt Catholicism at the door when engaging on cultural issues.
That's why even right now, the bishops of the United States fight a ridiculous battle over the question of religious liberty — another losing proposition right out of the gate because the goal of it is not to convert, but to have the courts declare that we Catholics have the right to be left alone in our little isolated, shrinking world. The reason bishops were happy to fight this way was to get as many people as possible together, united behind one cause so as to change the culture. But what many, many Catholics failed to see was you cannot fight these single-issue battles and hope to win. You don't chnage the culture by fighting one battle at a time. You fight the culture by converting it.
You must fight huge-scale war in a huge-scale fashion, along a broad, sweeping front — not one little set-piece battle at a time. All we have done, been reduced to after nearly 50 years of culture wars is one major defeat after another: no-fault divorce, rampant promiscuity, contraception, co-habitation, abortion, homosexual marriage ...
Every single one of these used to be illegal. Why? Because most of America, without realizing it, did accept Catholic morality. Then was the moment for the Church to strike a preliminary blow against the Culture of Death, to abort it, so to speak, before it could see the light of day. But American Catholics were too afraid: of their own identity, of upsetting the much-longed for "place at the table" with the Protestant majority. They failed to understand, to recognize that they needed at that moment to push for a Great Evangelization — then was the moment for the New Evangelization.
Because Protestant America was already half-listening to Catholic teachings, and even living them, they might very well have been open to hearing, accepting and converting to the other half, as demonstrated by Abp. Fulton Sheen's great push in 1950s television. But two generations later, that is no longer possible. Now the Church faces an impossible task, humanly speaking. What it could not do with its words and actions in the 1950s, it must now do with its blood in the 2020s.
What kind of America do you want, my fellow Catholics? A never-ending set of skirmishes being lost on a cultural level, or a converted Catholic America? You can rest assured which one Heaven wants.
331 comments
Mean and wicked
http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/vortexmean-and-wicked 11:35
By Michael Voris, September 29, 2015 

Some evil has fastened itself on to the hierarchy of the American Church. And we say American Church deliberately as opposed to the Church in America. For example, the retired bishop of Sacramento, Francis Quinn, just two weeks ago wrote an op-ed piece published in the New York Times calling for ordination of women to the Catholic priesthood. And in keeping with the spirit of many of the bishops at the upcoming synod, he calls also for those living in adultery to be admitted to Holy Communion. So, defying Church teaching in the areas of the sacraments — in this case specifically, Holy Orders, matrimony and the Eucharist — are stock in trade for these wicked men.
In fact, Quinn, who is 94 years old, has even written a book about all this entitled Behind Closed Doors: Conflicts in Today's Church, which is beyond ironic since it is him and other traitorous bishops who created the conflict to begin with. Where will these men go to find refuge from the judgment of Almighty God when they stand before His throne?
As a quick aside, it was Quinn's predecessor in Sacramento, Bp. Alden Bell, who confirmed me in May 1975. The rot had already set in by that point, although being just 14 years old, I had no clue why things were happening.
Quinn's answer to the crisis in the Church is to hold a Vatican Council III, fast before the original traitors all die off, and ram through all these changes and more. It would be foolish to consider Quinn as some isolated case. Enormous numbers of the American episcopate either support some or all of his ideas, or at least do nothing to actively oppose them. Shame on these men. And now with the advent of the coming age of homofascism, many of the bishops have predictably fallen into lock-step with this as well, under the guise of "mercy" and "compassion." 

As we have spoken of the last two days in the Vortex, they are so preconditioned by the previous generation of bishops — bishops like Quinn and his many allies — who raised this generation of bishops to be feminized, pluralistic-minded wimps lapping at the table of Americanism. So, its' unsurprising when the homofascist agenda raises its ugly head that it gets almost no opposition — and in fact, varying degrees of support.
Archbishop of Philadelphia Charles Chaput has this reputation of being a stalwart cultural warrior — and compared to many other bishops, it certainly appears that way. But a closer examination reveals something entirely different. 
He is no friend of the Traditional Latin Mass, which was good enough for close to 15 centuries in varying forms. He will go to the mat for the misguided social justice agenda of the Catholic Campaign for Human Development (CCHD) and Catholic Relief Services (CRS), both of which give money — millions of dollars — to groups that support so-called poverty-fighting efforts that fight poverty through abortion, contraception and sterilization. In the face of mountains of facts and proof, he just lashes out at those who point to these grave errors.
A few weeks ago, when Church Militant and the Lepanto Institute reported that Chaput had bestowed honors on pro-abortion, pro-sodomy politicians and businessmen by making them honorary chairmen and committee members of the World Meeting of Families, he went berserk and published statements saying we were muck-rackers and just looking to cause division, make a buck, and so forth. 

In fact, in emails to people that were forwarded on to us, he called us "mean and wicked." His words — "mean and wicked" — for raising the issue. Again as a reminder, what was the issue? That pro-abortion and pro-sodomy politicians had been given honorary roles, raised to honors at a meeting dedicated to the family that the Vicar of Christ would be attending — the very enemies of the family given such high places. We communicated privately and then eventually publicly our concerns, only to see them angrily dismissed, privately and publicly. And we do mean angrily.

These men who had been so honored are men like Pennsylvania governor Tom Wolf, who had been a deathscort at abortion chambers! Imagine man like that being within a thousand miles of a pro-family convention, with the Pope present no less — not to mention he has two Planned Parenthood executives on his staff, one of which is his chief of staff.
And big-time homosexualist Philadelphia Mayor Michael Nutter — another man showered in honors by Abp. Chaput specifically for the World Meeting of Families — actually stands up and gives a speech on the steps of Independence Hall before the Holy Father's comments on immigration and says the following:

In America, everyone has rights. Our lesbian, gay and bisexual citizens continue to fight for equality. Keep fighting for your rights. It's a collective fight, and there are many others fighting with you.

That is beyond indefensible. Archbishop Chaput gave a microphone and a platform to an enemy of the Church to make comments before a pro-family gathering with the Holy Father in town, proclaiming the glory of sodomy and encouraging people to keep fighting for it. 

And before this horrible event, he castigated and calumniated good faithful Catholics warning him of this ahead of time.
No, Your Excellency. It is not we who are mean and wicked, but you who would allow such evil to be proclaimed and announced at your event by enemies of Christ and His Church. That's the only wickedness going on here.
The archbishop did all this to cooperate with civic leaders, he admitted to one person in an email — to keep the peace and get things accomplished. So did Pontius Pilate and the Sanhedrin. 

Where is the press release, where is the statement, where is the apology denouncing this evil, distancing yourself and the archdiocese from such atrocity? Where is the admission that you should never have let this happen?
And it doesn't matter one iota if his comments were made in direct connection with the World Meeting of Families or not; you made him honorary co-chairman of the World Meeting of Families, and then lashed out against those asking you to remedy the situation before this very thing happened.
And Abp. Chaput isn't alone in his bringing of scandal to the Holy Father's trip. Right up the road in New York, Cdl. Timothy Dolan — who appears to be campaigning for Man of the Year award from New York's sodomite community — actually allowed a famous, notorious, openly gay, sodomy-promoting man to give the first reading at the Mass in Madison Square Garden. Right in the presence of the Pope (who it's safe to assume knew nothing of this), Cdl. Dolan sat there and allowed this evil to take place.
The man Mo Rocca, a television entertainment-type reporter for CBS, has been a huge supporter for gay rights, using his social media platform to cheer on the U.S. Supreme Court's recent ruling. In fact, militant homosexual websites like Huffington Post are going bananas and celebrating and popping champagne corks over the new acceptance of homosexuality within the Church, as evidenced specifically by things like Mo Rocca reading at a Papal Mass.
You will have to answer to God for this, Cardinal Dolan. You need to repent. Have you no fear of Hell? (Cardinal Dolan, you'll recall, cheered the inclusion of a pro-sodomy group from NBC in the St. Patrick's Day parade earlier this year.)

So, a question or two: Could Abp. Charles Chaput find no good Catholics upon whom to bestow honors? Just because you have to work with civic leaders doesn't mean you have to honor them and give them a microphone and let them praise and agitate for homosexual sex on your platform.
And couldn't Cardinal Dolan find one good Catholic anywhere in his rapidly dwindling, scandal-plagued archdiocese to serve as lector, reading from the sacred texts inspired by the Holy Spirit? Instead, he had to have a man doing the reading who, out at night, carouses around gay bars half naked? This is his choice — really?
Frankly, what the hell is wrong with these prelates? What's wrong with the others who haven't spoken out against these horrors? It's unimaginable that these men and others who agree with them, or aren't especially troubled by it, offer the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass each day. Imagine how that looks from Heaven's perspective: Successors of the Apostles who have failed to distinguish their Master's Church from the world, as He Himself commanded, offering the sacrifice of His Body and Blood to the Father, standing in persona Christi — after supporting efforts at such abominations. 

Every time they do something like this, they move farther and farther along the path to Hell and take many others with them. What a horror that these men should be celebrated by the Church of Nice. They should spend the rest of their days locked away in silent repentance. How dare they deface the Church of God like this?
Pray for them, fellow Catholics. To whom much is given, much will be demanded.

352 comments
Separation of Church and state

http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/vort-2015-11-10 9:57 
By Michael Voris, November 10, 2015 
One the great signs of the loss of Catholic identity is the contemporary Catholics' blind acceptance of the political notion of separation of Church and State. For the record, this notion is completely unCatholic. Separation of Church and State is a horrible idea, the damage of which we see all over the culture.
Before continuing, let's check a little history. In 1906, Pope St. Pius X issued an encyclical which is completely ignored by modernists today — as is virtually everything that happened in the Church before 1960. In that encyclical, Vehementer Nos, he said the following:

That the State must be separated from the Church is a thesis absolutely false, a most pernicious error. ... [It] is in the first place a great injustice to God. ... [W]e owe Him, therefore, not only a private cult, but a public and social worship to honor Him.

So with that opening salvo, aimed as it was against the French law of separation, the saint began to re-lay the groundwork for the Church's opposition to this horrible policy. A paragraph later, he nailed it:

It limits the actions of the State to the pursuit of public prosperity during this life only. ... But as the present order of things is temporary and subordinated to the conquest of man's supreme and absolute welfare, it follows that the civil power must not only place no obstacle in the way of this conquest, but must aid us in effecting it.
His words were unheeded, and today, this pernicious notion of separation of Church and State is the norm virtually throughout the entire Western world. And the U.S hierarchy signed on to this agenda and embraced it completely with the preachings of Jesuit priest Fr. John Courtney Murray* back in the 1950s and 60s. *See page 4, 13
Murray heavily promoted the notion of separation of Church and State. Like today's bishops, most of whom are philosophical and political disciples of Murray's bad preaching, he called it "religious liberty." What a theologically insane idea.
And it came at a time in American history when Catholicism might have been able to make a claim to its superiority that might have gained a serious listening-to in protestant America. This was when Abp. Fulton J. Sheen ruled the airwaves with his weekly Life Is Worth Living TV show, converting thousands and thousands and thousands of people with his clear exposition of Catholic truths applied to a society. Hollywood was churning out Catholic-friendly movies, some of them Academy-Award winners. The Catholic Decency League was vetoing other movies which were destructive of family values and morals.
Who knows if it would have continued, but at the very moment that at least seemed prime for a wholesale acceptance of the Catholic faith, in stepped Fr. John Courtney Murray and his destructive theo-political ravings, which cemented the notion in the American psyche that all religions are the same. And from the point of view of a typical American protestant, if a notable Catholic priest was saying that all religions deserved equal treatment and no one be shown any preference — which translates into "they are all equal" — well, if a priest of his stature is saying that, then there mustn't really be anything special about Catholicism.
And with that, the deal was done. With Catholicism now viewed as happily accepting that it was just one among equals, as being absorbed into the vast murky world of "religion," all that was left for cultural elites would be to marginalize "religion" in general. The State could now do the deed of destroying the "Christian culture" because it has effectively assumed control over the Church. It has been able to do this because the Church willingly gave up Her place of primacy by following the preachings of Fr. John Courtney Murray.
Today, many bishops in the United States have simply accepted this Americanist notion without realizing the vast destruction it has wrought and continues to do so. This idea came about as another way to uncouple the Catholic Church and Her teachings from the culture at large. Underlying this teaching is the understanding that the Church being talked about is the Catholic Church — as it should be, because the Catholic Church is the only authentic religion in the world. All others are false.
So when we are talking about what results from the split, what we are really talking about is what results from the division between the culture and Catholic teaching, especially morality. One look around the world already makes those results very visible and comprehensible: moral anarchy — which makes it all the more curious when various prelates in the Church come out and throw their support behind the separation.  Some do it obviously and openly, others, a little more subtly.
In the category of obvious, allow us to introduce to you Abp. Jozef De Kesel, the newly appointed archbishop of Brussels, Belgium. He came right out at a press conference last week and said, "I'm for the separation of Church and State."  
Wrong, archbishop. Wrong. If the choice is between what a Pope/saint said and what you say, then the choice is obvious. You are wrong.
And he is wrong for all the same reasons we see so plainly before us: Uncouple Catholic morality from the civic life and you get abortion, contraception, not to mention sodomy as marriage — which, with regard to homosexual unions and homosexual sex, he also supports, and openly. Here are his words: "If you ask me, what do you think of that, of a man, a gay man ... respect, respect, even reverence for his sexuality. ... [T]his is a gospel value."
But moving along from that very — at least honest — assessment, we then move over to the United States and see how separation of Church and State has twisted the American episcopate into knots. The 200-year history of the hierarchy in the United States has been one of near-constant appeasement in an effort to be accepted by the large Protestant majority. That continues to this day.

Separation of Church and State is a treasured American ideal, constantly trumpeted and bandied about in every aspect of life, from praying in schools to government tax subsidies to a host of other initiatives. The one wrinkle in America — unlike much of the rest of the world — is the American landscape has tens of thousands of different religions. So the government giving primacy of place to one over the others would cause quite the commotion, because it would have to be figured out which is the Church that needed this primacy and uplifting by the State.
But we are far from that, because all the religions have simply accepted the fact, at least in a pluralistic society and for political reasons, that they are all equal. So the fight today isn't over which religion is supreme (which is the fight that needs to be had), but rather over government intrusion into anything religious, like conscience, practice, and so forth. 

So American bishops are happy to join in the wrong fight and battle it out for religious liberty, which essentially concedes two points deadly to the Faith: first, that all religions in this culture are equal; and two, they are implicitly agreeing with the idea that there should be a separation of Church and State.
This is evident in that what they are fighting for in various court cases is not the supremacy of religion, but to be left free of government interference, thus conceding that the government has the final say and is the one that needs to be appealed to for the concessions. What they are pleading for, in essence, is to be left alone in their little corner and be given a space to run their own little world their way. They are not claiming their position is objectively truthful, only for the right to live their own way, meaning a separation between Church and State. Talk about a defeatist attitude.
When Pope St. Pius X wrote his encyclical, he quoted Pope Leo XIII, who also had a thing or two to say on this. He recognized the dangers of this back in the 19th century when he wrote:

Human societies cannot, without becoming criminal, act as if God did not exist or refuse to concern themselves with religion, as though it were something foreign to them, or of no purpose to them.

Today's bishops on both sides of the Atlantic need to start paying attention to the Church prior to the advent of Fr. Murray.
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1. The State has become monolithic. It simply allows the Church to have a certain freedom. But once we move beyond the threshold of the Church and into the public square, that freedom can quickly come to an end. Just consider all those pro-life protesters jailed and even beaten in jail by the power of the State. The First Amendment, at least in regards to the anti-establishment cause, was first and foremost not meant to protect the Church from State intrusion. It was meant to state that the Church is not allowed to challenge the State's ultimate authority. This is all inverted. The Church is superior to the State as the Soul is superior to the Body. But the U.S. Government never wanted any rival. We are reaping the bitter fruits of Americanism and embracing the American model as the ideal for Church / State relations.13
The CIA’s priest

http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/vort-2015-11-11 5:25
By Michael Voris, November 11, 2015  
In yesterday's Vortex we spoke briefly about the influence of Fr. John Courtney Murray on the Church in the 1950s and 1960s. While he is not a household name, don't let that deceive you.  

First, he appeared on the cover of TIME Magazine in December of 1960, so this priest was no lightweight. The big vexing question back then was "Can Catholics also be good Americans?" The reason this question was so hotly debated was because underneath daily life was the understanding that there were things in the daily life of the country that Catholics could not square with their Catholicism.

In the 1950s, many of the more pressing questions we see now, like abortion, contraception, same-sex so-called marriage, had not yet emerged, but the potential for conflict was already foreseen by cultural elites and clergy like Fr. Murray. The cultural elites, like the Rockefellers, for example, have a worldview which is in direct conflict with Catholic truth. The elites wanted to change the culture, turning it away from its Christian foundations, and were greatly concerned that the Catholic Church would pose a huge obstacle to their plans. The backdrop of the Cold War of the 1950s provided an unparalleled opportunity for them to move the needle.

Recall, this was the Cold War era: America vs. the Communist Soviet Union. The CIA was involved in all kinds of programs aimed at getting Americans to accept the general philosophical system of the United States as being good, if not the ideal, in all aspects of life: social, economic, political. So men like Henry Luce of TIME Magazine, with his close private ties to the CIA, forged alliances with various religious men, most especially Fr. Murray, to help in this endeavor.

TIME Magazine became essentially a propaganda machine, a driving cultural force in this movement. And the relationship between Luce and Fr. Murray catapulted Fr. Murray onto the national stage. He became the waterboy for Team USA, the head cheerleader for All Things American. There were many Catholics opposed to his view, but they did not have the pulpit of the most prestigious, influential publication of the day backing them.

In buying into the "All Things American Are Good" proposition, Fr. Murray brought into the Catholic consciousness many things that were certainly American, but definitely not Catholic. This is why the question of "Could a Catholic also be a good American?" had to be brought up. At the end of the day, Murray and his crowd of CIA operatives and TIME Magazine won the day, helping American Catholics buy into the proposition of the separation of Church and State and calling it "religious liberty."

With the help of Fr. Murray, American Catholics became less Catholic and more American, to the point that today, in the time span of less than 60 years, people baptized as Catholics in America are indistinguishable from their Protestant or agnostic countrymen. In the great battle of allegiance to country or allegiance to state, the state won, backed by CIA operations aimed at achieving this very end. The Cold War merely served as a convenient excuse to convince American Catholics that country was more important than Church. It was the American Way that needed to win out over the Church.

And behind that multi-pronged CIA operation were the cultural elites, who controlled the U.S. government and its vast resources, who were able to use a priest to help seduce Catholics into accepting the American Dream in exchange for their faith. Popes had earlier warned that the notion of separation of Church and State was evil and never to be accepted by Catholics as a legitimate political option. Looking at the results of the widespread acceptance of it by Catholics, now we know why the Popes were so opposed.
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Infiltration 
http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/infiltration 7:17 
By Michael Voris, January 29, 2016
During the early years of Communism in the 1920s and 30s, the evil was being spread worldwide as the Blessed Mother had predicted at Fatima in 1917. Communist parties were being formed in various European countries and in American cities as well. They were already attempting to upset the political and cultural order.
But what only a very small number of people knew was that the top dogs of Communism had already released the hounds on the Church. The carefully organized plan was to recruit young men who were loyal Communists and get them placed in seminaries. This was carried out by various agents during the 1920s and 30s.

Fast forward 30 years to the 1960s, and the fruits were beginning to be seen. Learned, dedicated, faithful men and women in the Church were looking around and fretting, not sure from what framework they should understand the demolition of the Faith they were witnessing. At one point, Pope Paul VI even said that it appeared the Church was in auto-demolition.

One of those deeply distressed was a refugee from Hitler's Germany, the brilliant theologian Dietrich von Hildebrand. He and his wife Alice were sitting down one day with a friend, a woman by the name of Bella Dodd. Bella Dodd had been received back into the Catholic Church by Abp. Fulton Sheen in April of 1952.

This particular day, von Hildebrand was lamenting the state of affairs in the Church and said "It seems like the Church has been infiltrated." To the shock of both Dietrich and Alice, Bella Dodd, former Communist agent, confessed that it had been infiltrated — and she had been one of the Communists ordered to organize it.
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By the time her work was done, she had successfully placed over 1,000 young men in various seminaries — ardent Communists posing as faithful young Catholic men. In 1953, Dodd testified before Congress about all this: infiltrating political parties, labor unions and seminaries.
As we look across the landscape of everything that has gone wrong in the Church, this frightening news must be considered in the long list of causes of destruction. 

Dr. von Hildebrand also shared with us during our interview her thoughts on the shipwreck that has become of Catholic education. And in the face of all this evil, this tremendous battle in which we are engaged, Alice had some advice for us here at Church Militant as well as all like-minded.
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We have much more of our interview with Dr. von Hildebrand available for Premium viewers. Just as a reminder, we have a 15-day free trial available where you can sign up at no cost and watch the whole interview and also explore all the other programs — hundreds of hours.
Catholics like Alice von Hildebrand are important voices in the Church that need to be heard and listened to. They were the original soldiers in place when the diabolical swarms breached the fortifications. They know the history, the causes, the remedies. We need to hear from them.

So please sign up today and deepen your understanding of the current crisis and what you need to do.
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